Gateway éntty perspective. (Drawing of the entry gateway and signs proposed in the Yellowstone F. amily Park Preliminary Master

Plan.)

Preliminary Construction Costs

. Low High Avg.

Earthwork & Site Prep $63,169.40 | $81,472.02 $72,320.71
Hardscape (includes rework of street intersection ........ $373,981.53 | $449,115.03 | $411,548.28
and entry signs)
Play Equipment $91,500.00 | $116,500.00 | $104,000.00
Landscape $190,955.78 | $237,853.26 | $214,404.52
Soft Costs $280,646.62 | $345,126.72 $312,886.67
Total e $

Total cost per household- 381 households
*Does not include interest

$2,62534 | $3,228.52 | $2,926.93

Total annual cost per household- 381 houscholds ...... : $175.02. " | $215.23.
*Does not include interest ‘ _
Monthly Cost per household- 381 households............... $14.59 $17.94 $16.26

*Does not include interest

Maintenance & Operation Cost Comparisons
Total Annual] Annual Cost {Montly Cost Per
Cost Per Household| Household

Circle Fifty/Country Manor Park .o $16,000.00 $58.00 $4.88
(5 acres, 273 Households)

Rimrock West Park ........ iosnistiiing
(10 acres, all irrigated, 245 Househol

«’ YELLOWSTONE FAMILY PARK MASTLR PLAN

PRELIMINARY MAST]’.IL‘PLAN COST ILSTIMATEL

Preliminary Mfzster Plan cost estimates. (Cost estimates for the Preliminary Master Plan as presented at the Ind public
meeting, including operation and maintenance cost case studies Jrom similar parks. as compiled by Land Design Inc and Billings
Parks and Recreation.)
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My name is Ed Jones; | reside at 3134 Lloyd Mangrum — near the proposed park and am a member of the
Yellowstone Country Club. | am a retired Architect, former president of CTA Architects, and have designed
hundreds of schools and community facilities. With both my “concerned neighbor” and my architectural
design hats on, | have studied the preliminary plans for the proposed Yellowstone Family Park and have the
following comments

a) Although both of the original ctoncepts were viable design solutions that provide good financial
return on investment and outstanding long-term neighborhood revitalization. Plan B resuits in the
creation of better use of the outdoor space for the neighborhood because it is more creative and
visually pleasing, primarily due to the proposed Land Art features. it responds in a practical way to
the existing topography. Mounds are used for screening, safety and interest.

b) The Parks and Recreation Department has advised me that the Maintenance and Operating costs
are reasonable and wili be provided, and that the soft costs presented include design and
construction oversight and SID administrative costs, Geo-tech reports have not been conducted to
date. The findings of those reports could result in potential project cost increases and modification
to the Master Plan.

¢} A comparative analysis of the plans reveals the following

1) Plan A showed a sledding hill berm. Aithough not indicated on Plan B, it provides the identical
opportunity in the same location and should be modified to include sledding. .

2) The revised location for the basketball court in Plan B is an excellent improvement

3) The iocations of the signs were the same in both plans, Since the proposed location of the
neighborhood sign, south of Bobby Jones is not as prominent as the focation suggested for the
Park identification sign, | suggest both the park and the neighborhood sign and the golf club
identifier be merged into a single monument at a location to be determined by the parks and
Recreation Department after careful study. While no sign will likely be located on the South side
the South side should still be planted with landscaping that Is simitar to that on the North side.

In closing I'd like to say that now is the time to act. Timing is everything and this is an opportunity of
a lifetime in our neighborhood.

¢ Llong-term revitalization will improve quality of life and increase the value of all
neighborhood properties

* It appears that a 500% minimum return on investment is likely due to the present bargain
pricing of local construction and low bond financing. In a similar economic environment
during the depression, construction on the Empire State Building was compfeted in

onths at less than half of the estimated costs—coming in at $24.7 million
Vs. the $50 million that was estimated.

= We have an opportunity to help to assure that our concerns regarding view-shed will be
properly addressed by requesting the planners balance design considerations with
presepvation of reasonable neighborhood views of the nearby Rimrocks and mountains.

Good design must delight and inspire. Stated simply, design serves us well when it creates a more
secure, effective, pleasant and rewarding way of life. The Yellowstone Club Estates Board, Billings Parks
and Recreation Department and Land Design, Inc. deserve our appreciation for the results achieved to
date. The rest is up to us and the City Council which has to first approve a Master Plan and then an SID.

I recommend that we get the ball rolling tonight by adopting Plan 8, modified as I've suggested along
with any other madifications we adopt this evening.

Thank you.

Copy of comments made by Mr. Ed Jounes at Public Meeting 2. (These comments were read by My. Ed Jones, Jormer president of
CTA Architects and Engineers, before all assembled at Public Meeting 2.)
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Yellowstone Family Park
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Public Meeting 01-04-1 1

LC& qézz gc éﬁ[ S é/a?& SQM-Sthq,d

L Jones - 3134 (.é,w/
; o 7 /’M[/A,«M 6 1Y SanSnead 7

L DO STEASRUD 56146iA% AT

M@%z?d%ﬂmw
G U 32l %@MJM L

it ClLgwsor) i1y 597

’ N »
9 303 Llovd Man
blio 5% 3\1-4'0

Mvtn Michaud (o5l

i()/?,() 4. SOM)_ o«
Sami MYl <29 SamSn(alp\

Ledly Hotlr T B ot Bosnlhi- 591 B
@f,ré Auker 334/ Ta ck Burk tar mt”% L[Cwu_,w 5)"65—%;5
S“/'a-.n«—F bdmelse« gszzggitte.r Ay QA‘W %y Merar 5o
Aomy Selenshe, - Tomm Akuova_ /j‘?"/ Lrry - SY/T G Or.
Rxck SeLeNsKY lfzf\’«zj:f ARMouR cxzh ﬁo} Macliw / gf,iifs" Zﬁ;/fv ne 7+

HIRE. eI [7AKEA 704

% Y B %P R\ w .
4 2504 oy v Ciecix
;i/:im; G.,.m Brwaus $E106

5///%%74%[ § Mgm‘

2 W

“ 3508 MNAY nipge K CU5
Y blto'n Bittwds, M7 5414
S.e Panmren,

AN
Shod 6y jra s ¢/R LY

ETN, Té;q&x L.H. CReew
S&f a WALT&Q HAGE)

Lisa Wilgms 3308 Lind Mamrr P

| Ly CGitls 507 Ty e

A H. /%ﬁfns?ﬂ/z ﬁ%f;% Q,mu fﬁn;{“« 5504/”:\(\
NS a—“nq M\X;\,—qk o 97105 Ten MOM\
%\(\m gr\eo\;\r\dg Gla?;‘:)‘b\\\\) Casper. %ﬂaﬂ,ym 3325 TAch B unke lave

Y,

LI

n 57a8” Birly (isper
%ﬁ%ﬂf FES S kw

&u\ 7 Presnilorey éQo( A }'}‘3\

Copy of sign in sheet from Public Meeting 2.
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Yellowstone Family Park

Comment Card
Public Meeting 01-04-11
Please Send Additional Cornments to jarvism@ci.billings.mt.us
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Yellowstone Family Park

Comment Card

Public Meeting 01-04-11
Please Send Additional Comments to Jarvism@ci.billings.mit.us
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Copy of comment cards received from Public Meeting 2,
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Yellowstone Family Park

Comment Card
Public Meeting 01-04-11
Please Send Additional Comments to jarvism@ci.billings.mit.us
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Yellowstone Family Park

Comment Card
Public Meeting 01-04-11
Please Send Additional Comments 1o jarvism@ci.billings.mt.us
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Copy of comment cards received from Public Meeting 2.
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MATERIAL PRESENTED AT PARK BOARD MEETING

The parcet data mapped hereon does adt consutute & legal survey.
1 Inaccuracies exisl with Doth the mapped data and the CAMA data;
kY . when seeking the definltive description of real pragerty, conssit the
e dead recarded at the Yellowstone County court bouse

ouNLOE

ures Bvo

NOLS KD

HYellowstone
Family Park

Properites in
Service Area

g
(381 Households) g < 8
H 5 d
g 4 ¢
£ % : z z
L = 4
5 ) i #
H wagost SNEETGRASS CREEK OR z
] x g
5 g
X § AL CREEK OA

Map of Park Service Area. (Orange parcels represent the 381 household service area for Yellowstone Family Park.)

Xvi




Base Infs, Site laventory and Praject™ . |0 -,
Kide-Off Meettng w/ Cley Staff ~-*
Stakehalder Meeting-
Work Session #1

mmnnm Kov, 22, 2010 Planning Phase
E.\(nnd.“ Nox. 29, 2010 2

Concept Master Phan Dcwbp
& Cost Esdriate

Stakeholder Meeting-

Work Sesslon #2 uesday Dec. 14, ?010

Public Mecting #1- :
Concept Master Plan & Cost Estimate “Tmsdzy Dec. 21, 2010
Scakeholder Meeting. . oo
‘Wark Sesslon #3 lednesdxy Pec- 22, 20

Preliminary Master Plag Development -,

Public Meetng #2.
Preliminary Master Plan.

[ Toesdsy Jan. 4, 2011

Stakehalder Meeting- T
Wotk Session #3 £ Vudneda\zlz_n. 6,201

Flnal Master Plan Developient | -

City of Billlngs Park, Recreationand _ -
Cemetety Board Preventation

SID Process

City Coundll Presentation (Work Session).
Finat Master Plas

Stakeholder Meeting.
Wark Sesslon ¥4: If Necesary

Revised Fina] Master Plan Development: . .
1€ Necessdry

Threedimenional Model/Flythrough:
Optlonal

Y27 YILLOWSTONE FAMILY PAKKMASTEI{PLAN

[ P ; FINAL P OJI'_CT 'SCH[DULL

Master Plan S’chedule. (Tasks and schedule ﬁom RFP requirements, with construction documentalzon phase removed as directed by
the Yellowstone Country Club Estates Homeowners 4ssociation Board. )

Computer model of rustic park shelter and pould in place pI yground and equipment.
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Computer model of intersection gateway. (Drawing of the eniry guieyway and signs proposed in the Yellovwstone Family Park
Preliminary Master Plan.)

play elements incorporated into the Preliminary Master Plan.)
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