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AGENDA

1. Foundations

Team, Goals, Schedule

2. Community Engagement
Recap Community Conversation #2 @ PES (4/10/2025)
Think Tank Town/Community By Invite @ GES (4/30/25)
Community & Teacher Survey (To be released)
Community Conversation #3 @ LMES (5/22/2025)
Project Email & Welbsite

3. Review of Planning Options

Demographic Considerations
Allowable Area Calculations (OGA)
Schedule

Cost Modeling

Options & Comparisons

Options Graphics

4. Next Steps
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TEAM RE-INTRODUCTIONS ‘B | Tecton

JEFF WYSZYNSKI ANTONIA CIAVERELLA KRISTEN MITCHELL BRADLEY PARK
AIA EDAC, LEED AP BD+C, PLA, LEED GA
WELL FACULTY, FITWEL

MEP Engineering, CES

Principal-in-Charge / Architectural Designer,

. o Senior Project
Primary Contact Engagement Facilitator

Manager, Langan

STAFF OF

50 PEOPLE 20% 100+ Kk-12

REPEAT CLIENTS PROJECTS

Civil Engineering, MEP Engineering, Fire Protection Structural Engineering

LANGAN CONSULTING ENGINEERING SERVICES (CES) MICHAEL HORTON ASSOCIATES
Landscape Architecture
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PROPOSED MILESTONE SCHEDULE eviseq 030725 5 | Tecton

M J J A S O N D
O Working Group Meetings (Virtual)

. PES/GES Study Committee (In-Person)

Late Summer ~

Think Tank #2 Select Preferred
Session 1 ~1:30-3:15 PM @ GES .
Oplion

Session 2 ~ 4-6PM (Town/Community)

_J
]
O

Options Development

- Refine the Options Refine Preferred Option

[ SCopeschedulerandiBUdgeling ]

5/22

@ 6/10 (5PM)
Finalizing the Plan &
Next Steps! ‘

OIS UIVEYE!

4/22 (5pMm)

Q

(COINNINSUIVEYE 7
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EXISTING CONDITIONS vour scroot Faciumies [ | Tecton

GAINFIELD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

MIDDLEBURY ',
Memorial Middle School O

.

- Mi lebury
Elgmenfary School O
(2032 33 347P) '

- ) ‘c'

W,

(E) Enroliment: 319

'!d ) n ﬁeaé’b 1
Grade Level: K-5 A Pomperaug O O ﬁegenfa : Shool
Year Built: 1941 High School

‘ ‘ _ S/ (2032-33 ~ WP);'.
— m«ﬁ _ SOUTHBUW* \ - Tl - s

.\.\

s \ ““: %(

Pomperaug-r
entary School
(2032-33 ~ 452P) . 4

as

(E) Enrollment: 395
Grade Level: K-5 »
Year Built: 1967 i @

@ Within Study Scope
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EXISTING ENROLLMENT agea anausss

Building Name

Standard
Gainfield Elementary 1941 83 K5 319 60,89 191 45919 &)

50,002 x 8.5% I\
Pomperaug Elementary 1967 57 K5 395 66079 167 54 050 &L

*Enrollment data utilized above was taken from MP Planning Report dated November 2024
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CC#1 @ GES ~ Recap (3/13/25) [ | Tecton

Topics of Insurance
conversation... costs of New :
Y Adding
to LMES
CULTURE Consolidation Class
Concerns - Size
Brookfield
SAFETY Outdoor
Education
Poll Teachers to
get their feedback
Attracting before coming to Small Feel,
Talent the community Home Town
Schools
CAMPUS
with multiple Building Travel fime
grades Community on a bus
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CC#2 @ PES ~ Recap (4/10/25) ;| Tecton

MADISON NECK RIVER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SIMSBURY LATIMER LANE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

New Construction Renovate As New
Grades PK-5 Grades K-6
640 Students 522 Students

90,997 GSF 68,080 GSF
$61.2 Million TPC $39 Million TPC

18 Months (Construction Duration) 36 Months (Construction Duration)
Completion July 2025 Completed 2024
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CC#2 @ PES ~ Recap (4/10/25) ;| Tecton

¢ ]70.\

Topics of e e
. est Practices; ;
conversation... ' DI
Learn from others Trends
TRAFFIC Sustainability & Student
Energy Efficiency Performance
SAFETY School Size
What happens to
the existing
CULTURE buildings if we Security
consolidate? Strategies
Athletic Poll the
Fields Construction Teachers

Costs
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Upcoming Events ;| Tecton

) 2 e
@ Building Tours & \,J Think Tanks Day 2! '\,J Community

Program Discussions 2 Sessions... Conversation #3

Wed.

4/30

1:30-3:15 PM

Wed.

4/30

Tentative

& 4-6PM
, - Theme-
; Session 1: Grades 3-5 Teachers
gggfﬂ%g School . (PES & GES) . Finalizing the/Plan
Session 2: Town/Community by Invite 2 Nex¥'Ste p$§
Long Meadow Gainfield Elementary Long Meadew

Elementary School School Elementary School

A~ N a4
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Think Tank 3-5 Staff (04/30/25 ;| Tecton
. .t o %\\)den, o“.\CUIU/b °~\\()SOpr’
Activities: 280 AV 4

1. Student Experience. Activity: “Constellations”

2. Curriculum Insights. Activity: “How Might We”

3. Guiding Principles. Activity: “Goldilocks”
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Community Engagement s | Teston

Faculty & Staff Survey (5 ; homperaug Reglonal School Distict 15

l'ecton

(Request from the Community Conversations)
STAFF SURVEY Share your feedback on the GES/PES Feasibility Study

1. Review Content & Questions
2. Issue week of4/21/2025
3. Close Survey prior to CC#3 (5/22)

Scan the code to get started
OR:
Vit this website
A | hitps://www.surveymonkey.com/r/RSD15StaffSurvey

lease note: this survey will close on Monday, May 19, 2025
on

and the datfa will be shared at Community Conversation #3

Create similar survey for Community &

Join us for a Community Conversation!

release after CC#3, more focused on the Community

Conversation #3

options presented. ltems required:

« Refinement/Narrow Options

- Verification of Scope i B
) & Next Ste};;
« TaxImpact based on cost modeling AV W ey e
Stoq credl Project Website: . Project Emalt

olect Webs
CoMme hitps://www.region15.org/board-of-education/ges-pes

. Commitment to schedule
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Stay Connected % | Tecton

FOR
GERFORS2,

Check the project \./vebpage for /N Pomperaug Regionl R —
updates, presentations, 2 4_) # School District 15
doc um enfs or rep orfs' an d ABOUT US BOE GES/PES DISTRICT OFFICES REGISTER ATHLETICS COMMUNITY
a n n o un C e m e n fs" } GES-PES FEASIBILITY INFORMATION GES-PES Feasibility Study

Region 15 Board of Committee Members:
Education

Board Chair (ex- officio) (non - voting):
Ms. Manzo

ﬁj‘ Pomperaug Regional School District 15

Y F POMPERAUG & GAINFIELD ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS FEASIBILITY STUDY

Agendas, Minutes &

Presentations Tecton

Central Office Administrators (non-
You're Inviled! Please Join Us for a Communily

Convensation! .

BOE Newsletters Share your feedback with us during the process of this feasibility study. voting):
J— R S Joshua Smith, Superintendent
Community Community Community

Budsget Information Conversation #1 c #2 C #3 Joe Martino, Director of Finance

Board of Education Members: Heather
Dwyer, Heather Rodgers, Sally Romano

Finance Committee
Southbury Town Officials:

|| GES-PES Feasibility
Jeff Manville and John Michaels

Study 4
A : : Theme Theme Theme
S C N M E ARG Conditions, Utilization Inifial Options & Finalizing the Plan s &
Committee & Thinking Big! Feedback Middlebury Town Officials:

V?u."- figict Blementary v Ed St. John and Vin Cipriano

peraug Elementary

Notice of Non

Discrimination GES Principal: Jon Romeo

About the Feasibility Study:

. . . v v aphored o
BuildingStudy@region15.org
comected
\ W E Bs I I E Agendas / Minutes / Presentations
stionrePESGESFeasibilityStudy.pdf

hitps://www.region15.org/board-of-education/ges-pes

PES Principal: Stephanie Furman

Policy and Curriculum PES Teacher: Lynne Dolan
Committee e

GES Teacher:Christinad Hubbard
P Coasltter PTO Community Members:

Jason Andrews and Molly Mandje
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STATISTICS | Tecton

DISTRICT INFORMATION

Reimbursement Rate District Reference Group  Total District K-5 (FY24-25) Town Size
_— Brookfield, Cheshire, Simsbury, MES: 309 LMES: 456* 7,936
New Construction: 38.937% Madison, Trumbull... GES: 319  PES:395 Southbury
(Data from November 2024 MP Planning Enrollment Report) 20, 1 2 7
*Does not include Pre-Kindergarten students (~90p) (Data from November 2024 MP

Planning Enrollment Report)
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DEMOGRAPHICS & ENROLLMENT ANALYSIS ..o 25 | Tecton
RSD15 Actual and Projected PK-12 Enrollment; 2015-16 to 2034;?9

5,000 S
4,500
4,000
3,793 3,729 3,806
3,631 3,628 3677 3,625 e
3,513 3.339 - 3,672
' 3,469 -
v 3,435
3,500 ~—— 3,368 e S g 1.1 N
- -
o e @ EES e e 3,465 3,456
3,000
2,500
- - - | OW Medium == = == High Actual
2,000

© A e e S D D o e D P S ) el e
S EPC
S N . S,

*Enrollment data utilized above was taken from MP Planning Report dated November 2024
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550

500

450

400

350

300

250

Region 15 Elementary Schsst-{-5) Projected Enrollment [re dﬁﬁﬂé'ﬁ%%?ﬁ,%“éimfs
,\2024-25 to 2034-35
\ PK +64- 80P

Highest 8-
““““ . Year for PES

506 507 )
499 502
------ 493
469 A70

— ¥
448 447 ) 446
428 \—/ 435
423
415
395 395 399 @
374 373 7
2ce 361 370 367
338 348 Highest 8-
319 330 Year for PES

309 203 310 310 Existing l@ 4-90P
Consi cyny@ﬂé @BOPK
2° o e 22 0 oy ot ot hols
10’1'6 1016 1_0’2?' 101'% 1019 fLQ?jQ 'Z-Q%\ ,29’5'2‘- 10'5% qff’b‘

Gainfield (GES) s | ONg Meadow (LMES) s Middlebury (MES) Pomperaug (PES)

*Enrollment data utilized above was taken from MP Planning Report dated November 2024
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GES (375P)
47,4708

Options ~ Population Summary

----------
..............
. .
. .
"""
[y Ay
*
.
.
.
o2
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
e
e
-------

E ~ 60,896 SF
« GES (K-5) ~ 375P ~ requires space waiver! Allowable SF*
E~ 66,079 SF PES (452P)
° I - ~ ~ ' / / | PR NI Gross Square
PES (K-5) ~ 452P requires space waiver!-«.._, 57,217 Lo A Fool
Allowable SF*

Combined (K-5) ~ 827P rrrrsrsssssssiareans

Gross Square

GES/PES with LMES&PK (PK-5) ~ 504P Each school....._ Feel

101754

ction 1.

‘&\\;\\}—‘Iighestij?—yearenmllmem A”OWClbIe SF*
e Yes j Pre-K and/or K 120 j
. F1-v 2 1 120 8
Highest Enroliment i au S—
N8 Year Window: B Gross Square
c 5 152 12
Feet
- PES/GES @ 504P
(a) Total (grades Pre-K through 12) 752
(b) Number of grades housed 6
(c) Average [(a)/(b)] 125

X$65575

Ciross Ua

(d) Extra 1% for HVAC (CGS10-286(c)(2))? Yes
(e) Maximum allowable square footage per space standards [(c) x (d]( 57,217 \‘)

e Allowable SF* ¥
(a) Existi.ng aaaaaaaaaaaaa d pre-1959 remaining at com, 2 0
Maintaining bUIllding size: ai:or below. e OGA Allowable o
the allowable area ensures ability:to tee Ared :

Gross Square
Feet

maximize the pPossible 48.93%
reimbursement . from the State!

*Enrollment data utilized above was taken from MP Planning Report dated November 2024
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Goals for the Project )| Tecton

i
.1)(

Nty ¢

RENOVATE AS NEW (K-5) + Adds NEW (K-5)

0 © © & @ © @ .0 C
Renovate Combine Combine Renovate Combined Combined Combined New PES New PES
PES (4527) PES / GES on PES / GES on  PES (504P) PES/GESin PES/GESin PES/GES in (452P) (504P)
Renovate GES Site PES Site Renovate New Bldg. @ New Bldg. @ New Bldg. @ New GES  New GES
GES (3757) (327) (327) GES (soa)  PES (s277)  GES (s27)  TBD (s27¢) L e i

(100P LMES, 80PK)


JeffW
Draft Print


KEEPING IT IN PERSPECTIVE miestone scheoute wpscrea 2220y <L) | Tegton

ARCHITECTS

Possible Spring Alternate Fall

Referendum \ Referendum
. (
-~

Q

June 30th Dec. 15t Spring Session
Application Deadline : Priority List : Grant Approval
remion B o ronand e e
ApplicalionSE PIOGESS: p

Torell Progo3zel Tlr2itel sl

[ )
Feasibility Community. | RFQ Design Phase BID Construction Phase
Study Engagement. || RFP (14-16 Months) : (18-24 Months)

Procure Design S
Team, OPM, CMR

Q
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COST METHODOLOGY ORDER OF MAGNITUDE (Updated 4/22/2025) 55 rA[;%ﬂgg

% E
1. Cosfs are based on average historical dafa & currenf markets.

®

-

2. Costs utilize 4.5% escalation per year compounded

(Avg. average annual inc. of 4.5%, which represents the potential mid-point of construction for any: initial phase of a plan)

3. Adjustments will be made after selecting a preferred option.

4. Does not include operational costs or site logistics expenses for
multi-phase renovations.

5. State Reimbursement for Renovate as New (~ 48.93%
6. State Reimbursement for New Construction (~ 38.93%

7. Does not include space waivers or special leqislation

Chapter 173, Sec. 10-285a - and the new construction or replacement of a school building when a town or regional school district can demonstrate that a new
construction or replacement is less expensive than a renovation, extension or major alteration of an existing school building for each town on a continuous scale
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CONSTRUCTION COST METHODOLOGY (e vy D

(s}

Site

l.

oA W

Site Improvements
(Grading, utilities, landscaping)

Parking
Fields & Outdoor Ed.
Playscapes & surfacing

. Septic/Sanitary Design
. Site Env. Allowance

Tecton

ARCHITECTS

Building

&

NO AW

Building Environmental Allowance
Partial.and/or full Bldg. Demolition
New Consfruction

Building Additfion(s)

Renovations to Existing (RNV)
Geothermal Wells

. Sustainabillity Bldg. Upgrades
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SOFT COST METHODOLOGY

O

!

Professional Consultants

3

NIfION O e SaghE

Architect and Engineering Services
Project Management

Traffic Survey & Engineering
Wetland Identification

Site Survey

CMR Preconstruction

Professional Cost Estimating

Owner's Oversight Costs

1.

ON=rinpit s ZERsviny

Commissioning

Environmental Consultant

Testing & Inspections

Other Cons. (Peer Review, Third Party Code)
Moving

Owner's Contingency (OGA Requires 10%)

(Updated 4/22/2025)

FOR
\\\\,v._ ° 5 ,: o

& REGION %,
= i
. ’ eCctlon
% &

% *

“Niry v V¥

ARCHITECTS

Other Professional Fees

2

S e

Legal Services

Bond Counsel Fees

Finance and Administrative Costs
State & Town Permit Fees

Other Town Cosfs
Insurance/Builders Risk

Administrative Fees

l.
2.
3

4

Advertising / Legal Notices
Bid Document Reproduction
Program Administrative Costs
Permit Fees

FF&E & Technology, Equipment

l.
2.

Furniture & Equipment
Communication Technology Hardware

3. Misc. Equipment
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“Renovate Like New”

Renovation Status — maximum demolition of existing
structure: The OSCG&R has revised its policy regarding
maximum allowable demolition of an existing school
building for renovation status. Effective 7/1/2018, districts
can demolish whatever portion or percentage of the
existing building they want, but at least 55% of the total
project at time of completion must be original
construction.

~-ar$ i’fy ‘&::‘h

Give Consideration fo...
- Keep/Renovate 55% of Building (OGA)

» Construct 457% New (OGA)

* For purposes of the cost model we
ulilized 60% existing and 40% New
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OBTAINING RENOVATE AS NEW STATUS ;| Tecton

i Renovate as New Requirements

School T Date

— D <

Department of Administrative Services — Plan Review T

—

RENOVATION (RNV) DESIGNATION CHECKLIST
FORM SCG-3520

——.222(18) of the Connecticut General Statutes (C.G.S.) defines “Renovation” as “a school buildina »= refurbish
i Zomat renovated in accordance with this subdivision during the twenhe ez ing on the dafe of
application, and of which not les5 e S Yenty years old, and that results
in at least fifty-five per cent of the squars footage of the completed building project being so renovated and the entire completed
project having a useful life comparable fo that of & new consiruction, and for which the tofal project costs of the renovation are less
than the tofal project costs of a new construction;.”

Submit all backup along with this form. Flace an X in the District/Design Professional Submission Column when completed.
Status column (by DAS staff); v Accepted O Open ltem

e 2 I ®

Totally refurbish existing building

L _

L

Useful life comparable to a new building

District/Design Professional Submissicn Column

Not less than 757 is aft least 30 years old

Status

Submission Requirements DAS Comments
Provide a written letter, signed by the Superintendent of Schools, requesting
01. “Renavation” designation as defined under C.G.5. §10-282(18). = = U'
Provide a completed FORM SCG-3501 “Cost Analysis for Proposed Renovation Ly = f b H ’ d H f b - l f f h ’ f’ f
02 Projects” signed by both the Design Professional and the Superintendent of Schools. J J A O U’ ,ng m Us e Ong’na a e Comp e ,on o
- | The cost and square footage values on FORM SCG-3501 must reflect the most current
project data, including any recent updates.

L]
Provide a professional feasibility study comparing the proposed renovation project fo fh e prOIeCf
03. | constructing a new facility on the same site and at alternative locations, including an
opinion of cost for each option.
Provide a professional cost estimate from an independent, licensed architect,
demonstrating that the cost of renovating the existing facility is less than constructing a
04. | new one. The cost estimate must include soft costs, remediation, swing space and ege o
temporary provisions, phasing costs, escalation, and any other relevant expenses. E f ’ ty Il b b ghf p f ' Oo
temparary proisions, nsure raciiry wi e PDrou up 10 90
Provide a signed and sealed statement confirming that the entire facility will be brought into

05. fcuo"m c.;g;ﬁlﬁncewnh all applicable codes, including accessibility requirements, upon C O f f _) p jj C_/ f _, C e Of C_/ j j CJ p p'ic ab'e COdes

Provide a written statement, signed and sealed by a Connecficut-licensed structural
engineer, confirming that the structural integrity of the original building has not been
07. | compromised. Additionally, the statement should affirm that, upon complefion, the
renovated facility will have a useful life for continued occupancy comparable to that of a

;?;‘;ifg:i:ll:iSl.aBi.Ileﬂlia;E::inaﬁz:;:E.building systems including finishes, roofing, = Pro feSSio n a’s n e e d to s e a’ a" prop os e d s ys fe ms Wi”

plumbing, water supply, fire protection, heating, ventilating and air conditioning (HVAC),
08. | electrical systems, energy monitoring, communications and security systems. The report

° "y ! .
should document the condition of these systems and justify the specific renovation h f ’ ’ f f ) J \ 3 Jf"' b’ f
needs, including any necessary repairs or replacements. (C.G.5. §10-286(a)(8)) ave a Use U , e O —_ ( \._'7\ ‘(\ C) or Compara e o a new
Provide signed and sealed professional opinions confirming that all proposed systems will
09| have a useful life of 20 years, or a comparable lifespan to a new system if the expected s ys tem
L]

L _

lifzspan is shorter, upon project completion.
NOTE: The DAS may request additional analysis or documentation, if needed, to properly
evaluate this request for Renovation designation after submission.

For DAS Use only:

- Refer to Simsbury case study Latimer Lane

Date received: Date revised: Committee recommendation:  Approval recommended: Reviewer:
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RNV (Renovate as New) Options :crcrxeriaminc

Tecton

ARCHITECTS

Option /O)
Renovate as ne;/ space waiver for both
schools, based on 40% New / 60% RNV
Student RNV PES RNV GES
Count I (452p) (375P)

A ~ 66,079 GSF A ~ 60,896 GSF
Total Project 55 S84M|S44M || S75M|S39M
Cost TPC | RSD15 TPC | RSD15

S83M

Cost to RSD15

Cost to District

@ O

Will require additional land for on-site
seplic, renovates existing + addition

Combined

RNV PES
(827P)

A ~ 109,960 GSF

S122M | S64M

TPC | RSD15

S64M

Cost to RSD15

Combined

RNV GES
(827P)

A ~ 109,960 GSF

S126M | $66M
TPC | RSD15

S66M

Cost to RSD15

Includes 100P relocated from LMES +
80PK, based on 40% New / 60% RNV

RNV PES RNV GES

(504P) (504P)
A ~ 69,223 GSE A ~ 69,223 GSE

SBBM|S47M || $81M|$43M
TPC | RSD15 TPC | RSD15

S90M

Cost to RSD15
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N EW O pﬁO NS &G ricture PLANNING ’};SH(FQE

Option _@ @ @ @ @

Will require additional Will require additional Will require land Maintains catchment areas *Includes 100P relocated from
land for on-site septic land for on-site septic purchase (15 Acres) 2032-33 Highest Enroll. LMES + 80PK

Combined Combined Combined

New @ PES B New @ GES § New @ TBD New PES New GES | New PES New GES

Student (4s2m)  (375R) | (504P) (504)
Count , )
Total S122M|S64M S124 M| S65M

Project TPC | RSD15 TPC | RSD15

Cost

Costto COSTTO RSD15 COST TO RSD15 COST TO RSD15 COST TO RSD15

District
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RNV & NEW O pﬁO ns S umma I’y BIG PICTURE PLANNING ’};%(,Fgg

)
A A
2)

S66M i S64

‘@

RNV each
school
(452P/375P)

RNV each
school
(504P/504P)

Combined § Combined §f Combined | New PES & § New PES &
New @ PES § New @ GES | New @ TBD GES (€]

(827P) (827P) (827P) (452P/375P) § (504P/504P)

$67M B S6aM B s65M Bl S75M N $87M

COSTTORSD15 COSTTORSD15 COSTTORSD15 COSTTORSD15 COSTTORSD15

OM

OSTTORSD15
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RNV each
school
(452P/375P)

(RNV)

Renovate as New

RNV each
school
(504P/504P)

* Requires temp.
modulars during
consfruction.

* Premium for
occupied reno &
logistics

» Willrequire temp.
compromise on
use of core
spaces (Gym,
Caf., Media)

Requires temp.
modulars during
consfruction

e Premium for
occupied reno &
logistics

* Requires + land

» Willrequire temp.
compromise on
use of core
spaces (Gym,
Caf., Media)

Construction | | Construction | | Construction || Construction
30-36 Mos. | 36-48 Mos. | 36-48 Mos. | 30-36 Mos.
\_ L A\ \_ )
4 N N O N I

* Requires temp.
modulars during
construction

* Premium for
occupied reno &
logistics

* Requires + land

» Willrequire temp.
compromise on
use of core
spaces (Gym,
Caf., Mediq)

* Requires temp.
modulars during
construction

* Premium for
occupied reno &
logistics

» Will require temp.
compromise on
use of core
spaces (Gym,
Caf., Media)

New

New Construction

New PES &

(452P/375P)

S75M

RSD15

Tecton

ARCHITECTS

New PES &

(504P/504P)

S87M

RSD15

Construction
20-24 Mos.

Construction
20-24 Mos.

Construction
18-20 Mos.

Construction

20-24 Mos.
R,

p
Construction

20-24 Mos.

* Requires + land

* May require offsite

improvements for
fraffic mitigation
(ineligible cost)

» Option considers

occupied school
during new
consfruction

* Requires premium

for offsite material
storage & logistics

* Requires + land

* May require offsite

improvements for
fraffic mitigation
(ineligible cost)

» Option considers

occupied school
during new
construction

* Requires premium

for offsite material
storage & logistics

* *Requires + land
with proper utility
infrastructure

* May require offsite
improvements for
fraffic mitigation
(ineligible cost)

» Willneed to
consider sale
and/or repurpose
of existing
properties

* May requireteffsite
improve€mentsior
fraffic mitigation
(ineligible €ost)

« QOption*considers
ocevpied’schoo]
Auringynew:
construction

* Demolitiorn of
existing-building &
site resforation
after new const.
complete

Y "May require offsite
improvements for
fraffic mitigation
fineligible cost)

+SOption considers
occupied school
during new
construction

« Demolition of
existing building &
site restoration
after new const.
complete
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Options Developmeni / RNV vs. New Wy | Tegton

Duration / Disruption Logistics, Impact on Education

21st Century Space ‘ Flexibility, Agile, Adaptable

Parent / Bus Site Improvements, Separation

Ovutdoor Amenities Fields, Classrooms, Play
Safety / Security O Site, Building, Visibility
Phasing ’ Moving, Logisti¢s,\Site:lmpaict

Core Facilities Size, Placément, Amount/Type

Initial Cost Tax Impact, State Reimbursement

Sustainability, Efficiency

Operating Costs
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¢ | Tecton

ARCHITECTS

Addifion
~24,360 st

Building GSF: 60,900
Parking: 150 Spaces

Septic: 4,215 GPD
Geothermal: ~47 Wells

RNV each
school
(452P/375P)
Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (150 x 500 = 75,000sf) — oy
Septic calculation ufilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) =11 GPD; 375 x 11 =4,215 GPD

7 s COSTTORSD15 N
Geothermal calculation divides building area by 1,300 BTUs fo get quantity of wells (60,200/1300 = 47) *500 sf per well = 23, 500 sf ore 7
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Ophon '|~ RNV PES (K-S, 452°) ‘ ;| Tecton

Addition

e T : “_J.r / /[-: ~f
Rochambeau | 26,450 st
Middle School Building GSF: 66,080

Parking: 150 Spaces
Septic: 4,972 GPD

E240° Geothermal: ~51 Wells

RNV each
school »
(452P/375P) \_:b

S83M

q;Porklng calculoflon UTlIlZeS SOOsf per space (150 x 500 = 75 000sf)~ -/ ' ; J o / COSTTORSD15

Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 452.x 11 =4, 972 GPD y g > 35 K
Geofhermol calculation dlwdes gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get. quantity of wells féé 080/ 1300.= 5 L *500 §F peée
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Option 2a~ RNV GES (k-5 s27p) Wy | Tegton

Addifion
~49,065 sf
Building GSF: 109,960
Parking: 300 Spaces
Septic: 9,097 GPD* |
Geofthermal: ~85 Wells

Combined

RNV @ GES
(827P)

seem T

COSTTORSD15 N

Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (300 x 500 = 150,000sf) — B
Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) =11 GPD; 827 x 11 = 9,097 GPD*ABOVE THE 7,500 THRESHOLD —
Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by, 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (109,960/1300 = 85) *500 sf per well = 42,5
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Option 2b~ RNV PES (-5, s27p) ;| Tecton

: D€ DOES NOT -
DOES NOT I : FIT ON SITE
FIT ON SITE / % *
& / X
po l / >~

Addition
[ Rochambeau J ~43,880 sf
Middle School Building GSF: 109,960
Parking: 300 Spaces
Septic: 9,097 GPD
Geothermal: ~85 Wells

Combined
RNV @ PES b
(827P) \,%
\/Porklng calculation Utilizes 500sf per space (300 x 500 = 150 000sf) ‘ COSTTORSD15

/ .
Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 827.x 11 =9, 097 GPD*ABOVE THE 7.5 THRESHOLD -
£ Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells [ 109,960/1300 =85) *.’.EQQSf per
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ARCHITECTS

(PK-5, 504P) ~ Creates capacity @LMES 55 el

Addition
~27,690 sf

Building GSF: 69,223

e s N

Parking: 150 Spaces

Septic: 5,544 GPD
Geothermal: ~54 Wells

LOSS OF f
771 FIELD I "

RNV each
school
(504P/504P)

Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (150 x 500 = 75,000sf)

Septic calculation ufilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) =11 GPD; 504 x 11 = 5,544 GPD

Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (69,223/1300 = 54)*500 sf per well = 27,000

N 0 COSTTORSD15 N
NRe. '~—"'
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Opﬁon 2c~ RNV PES (pk-5, 504p) ~ Creates capacity @LMES 55 Lecton

| Addition
Rochambeau ¢ ~27,690 st
pMicdiebEneo, Building GSF: 69,223

Parking: 150 Spaces
Septic: 5,544 ;)P_)

Geothermal: ~54 Wells

RNV each
school
(504P/504P) '\ /®

S90M

\yPorklng calculation UTI/lZeS SOOsf per space (150 x-500 = 75 000sf) s ’ Lo / . COSTTORSDI5

Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11.GPD; 504.x 11'=5, 544 GPD , - 35 K
Geofhermol calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get. quantity of wells (‘69 223/1300.= 54) *5005{ per weNE
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ARCHITECTS

[ : | Tecton

| Consirucirion

| R?Chambeauj b ~109,960 st
plicchebilion) Building GSF: 109,960

Parking: 300 Spaces
Septic: 9,097 GPD*

E240’ Geothermal: ~85 Wells

Combined
@ PES

$67M

~ COSTTORSD15

q;Porklng calculoflon UTlIlZeS SOOsf per space (300 x-500 = 150 2000sf) -/ / ;
Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 827.x 11 =9, 097 GPD*’ABO\7E THE 7.5 THRESHOLD -
£ Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells NOQ 960/1300 = 85)*500.sf per w¥
& 4 g ¥ A A ML ED NS
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/5 | Tecton

ARCHITECTS

Construction
~109,960 sf

Building GSF: 109,960
Parking: 300 Spaces

Septic: 9,097 GPD*
Geothermal: ~85 Wells

~72,000 SF FOOTPRINT

Combined

10’ B
Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (300 x 500 = 150,000sf)

Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) =11 GPD; 827 x 11 = 9,097 GPD*ABOVE THE 7,500 THRESHOLD —
Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (109,960/1300 = 85 )*500 sf per well = 42,50

- COSTTORSD15 N

Vv
=
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Option 3c~ New Combined @ Site TBD («-5, so7p) [ | Tecton
Construction

~109,960 sf

Building GSF: 109,960
2-STORY Parking: 300 Spaces

NEW

“SCHOOL Septic: 9,097 GPD*

JWITHIN A ﬁofhermal: ~85 Wellj

[Generic 25-Acre]

Site, TBD
Combined
New @ TBD
(827P)
$65M
f Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (300 x 500 = 150,000sf) COSTTORSD15

N ) Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 827 x 11 = 9,097 GPD*ABOVE THE 7,500 THRESHOLD
\ Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (109,960/1300 = 85) )*500 sf per well = 42,500 sf area
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* | Tecton

ARCHITECTS

v 1°
Consfruction

= oV = o

~51,5035 st
Building GSF: 51,505
Parking: 150 Spaces

Septic: 4,125 GPD

Geothermal: ~40 Wells

’ ~C10L')
LOSS OF AQ
FIELD 2\

Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (150 x 500 = 75,000sf)
Septic calculation utilizes 8{Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 375 x 11 = 4,125 GPD

Geothermal calculation divides gross building area-by. 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (51,505/1300 = 40)*500 sf per well = 20,000

COSTTORSD15
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[ : | Tecton

Option 4a~ New PES -5, 452pr) *

| | Construction
' Rochambeau v ~62,000 st
_Middle School Building GSF: 62,080
Parking: 150 Spaces
Seplic: 4,972 GPD

E240’ Geothermal: ~48 Wells

S75M

- COSTTORSD15

q';?’orking calculation uﬁhfzéS 5]005,‘1‘ per space (150 x 500 = 75,000sf) y Y £k
Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 452x 1 I‘/éf4,972 GPOY* A & 3{ : K 2
£ Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (62,080/1. 0= 48)*500.sf per we
v 5 /. X f A / 4 | by N %
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s REGIONT %,
& £,
& )
L]

2, &
&
%, &

ARCHITECTS

v 1°
Consiruciion
~69,223 S
Building GSF: 69,223
Parking: 150 Spaces
Septic: 5,544 GPD
Geothermal: ~54 Wells

~49 80N °F £,
42,800 SF FOOTPRINT

New PES &

4P/504P)

-

Parking calculation utilizes 500sf per space (150 x 500 = 75,000sf)
Septic calculation ufilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) =11 GPD; 504 x 11 = 5,544 GPD
Geothermal calculation divides gross building area by 1,300 BTUs to get quantity of wells (69,223/1300 = 54

S87M

COSTTORSD15 N

)%500 sf per well = 27,000 3" '52 '
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ARCHITECTS

Ophon 4b~ New PES (PK -5, 504P) ~ Creates capacity @LMES 55 Tecton

Consffucﬁon

S— B : D 9 “
[ Rochambeau J | ~09,225
[ orocraPHY Middle School Building GSF: 69,223
CHALLENGE

e

Parking: 150 Spaces
‘ Septic: 5,544 GPD
E240’ Geothermal: ~54 Wells

New PES &

q;Porklng cc:lculoflon UTlIlZeS SOOsf per space (150 x 500 = 75 000sf)- . ) / R : ¢ ; = ‘ V‘ '
Septic calculation utilizes 8(Elementary)+ 3(Kitchen) = 11 GPD; 504x 11 =5, 544 GPD , - ' -

X  COSTTORSD15
Geofhermol calculation dlwdes gross bu:ldlng area by 1,300 BTUs fo get quantity of Wells ?69 223/ 1350 54) *500.5{ per we
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NEXT STEPS

SRR S
£ REGION] %%

& 1
(Q f Z) .
% 2
i o
Miry oF V

Tecton

ARCHITECTS
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Next Steps

. Walkthrough of LMES & MES & incorporate findings
Prepare for second Think Tank
Refine and narrow options

Prepare CC#3 ~ Options Discussion

O ™ GO

Review process for selection of preferred opfion
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ARCHITECTS
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FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR

POMPERAUG & GAINFIELD
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
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