OFCC

OHIO FACILITIES CONSTRUCTION COMMISSION

September 6, 2018 Via E-Mail

Superintendent Kyle Ramey
Oakwood City School District
20 Rubicon Road

Oakwood, Ohio 45409

Re: Smith Elementary, Harman Elementary and Oakwood Junior/Senior High School - 2/3 Waiver Request

Dear Superintendent:

Your letter dated July 25, 2018 requested that your School District be allowed to retain Smith Elementary, Harman
Elementary and Oakwood Junior/Senior High School as active school facilities in your master facilities plan, despite the fact
that the renovate-to-replace cost ratio (Facility Condition Index (FCI)) is above 66%. As you know, for any existing facility with
an FCl in excess of 66%, the Ohio Facilities Construction Commission (Commission) has a policy requiring a formal ‘waiver’ in
order to retain that facility in the master facilities plan.

At the September 4, 2018 Planning Meeting, the Commission Planning Group granted your request for the aforementioned
buildings. Enclosed please find the signed waiver. While this allows us to advance your desired revisions to the master facilities
plan, | would like to draw your attention to the following:

1) The ‘actual’ ratio (identified as ‘Right Ratio’ on the master plan) of total project cost as compared to the cost of a
new facility is 107% for the Smith Elementary, 91% for Harman Elementary and 80% for Oakwood Junior/Senior
High School, as currently planned in the revised master facilities plan. This is significant in that the Commission will
only co-fund the cost of the project up to 100% of the cost of a new facility. Any costs in excess of the 100% mark
will be wholly the responsibility of the School District (attached is a copy of the relevant section of Code).

2) Dueto the limitation on state funding for renovations that exceed the cost of new construction, we recommend that
you work with your selected architect to evaluate the financial risk of proceeding with the proposed renovation and
consider providing an appropriate local contingency to manage your assessment of the potential financial risk of the
project.

3) As of September 27, 2007, the Commission standard is LEED ‘Silver’ certification. Our experience is that it is not
onerously difficult to achieve this requirement in renovated facilities; however, existing conditions do potentially
limit some of the available ‘GREEN’ strategies necessary to accommodate the goal.

We recommend that you and your architect thoroughly review each of these considerations. Please contact me at 614/466-
6290 or melanie.drerup@ofcc.ohio.gov should you need additional assistance.

Sincerely,

e [y

Melanie E. Drerup
Chief of Planning

30 West Spring Street, 4™ Floor m Columbus, Ohio 43215 m 614.466.6290 m ofcc@ofcc.ohio.gov m http://ofcc.ohio.gov
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Board of Education

Todd T. Duwel, President
Cassie M. Darr, Vice President
Michael A. Miller

Meredith Quigley

lohn R. Wilsen

July 25, 2018

Dear Ohio Facilities Construction Commission,

As leaders of Oakwood Schools, we are officially requesting a waiver to keep our existing
buildings, making renovations to the existing structures. We appreciate the opportunity to
explain why.

Oakwood Schools embarked on a Master Facilities Plan process in the summer of 2017. The
process started with existing facility assessments, followed by a Visioning and Options
Phase. Various options were presented to the community during a number of public
meetings. Seven final options were then explored, ranging from complete renovation to a
combination of partial renovation and new construction.

After extensive community input and feedback, our community is willing to support the all
renovation option, retaining the existing school buildings for continued educational
use. Primary paints that support the community’s wishes include:
o Because Oakwood Schools do not provide busing, it is important to maintain
walkable neighborhood schools
o Our English Tudor school buildings are the centerpiece of a community that
values historic architecture
o The existing buildings are functional and well maintained, including
renovations and improvements paid for by a S20M community investment,
which taxpayers are still paying for, in 2003.
o Oakwood Schools are currently near the top of the state in regards to
educational performance. Community members do not see clear a value
proposition between building replacement and educational outcomes. In a
community that has comparatively high tax rates, funding new huildings does
not appear to be politically viable.

In summary, our Master Facilities Plan process has confirmed the community’s desire to keep
the existing school buildings and use them for the foreseeable future.

We appreciate the OFCC’s consideration of this waiver request.

AT &2

—

Kyle B. Ramey, Ed.D, Superintendant Paul Waller, Oakwoad High School

Kevin S. Philo, Treasurer Tim Bedenhop, Cakwoed Junior High School

Allyson J. Couch, Director of Educational Services Sarah Patlersen, Harman School

Kimbe L. lange, Ed.D, Director of Curriculum, Instruction, Assessment Lyan Cowell, Smith Elemeniary School

Traci Hale, Community Relations Director Frank Eaton, Lange School and Supervisor of Special Education

Matt Sproat, Technology Coordinater Lovra Connor, Director of Athlefics and Student Acivities



OFCC Planning Review Form

School District: Oakwood CSD (Montgomery) Date:  8/20/2018
OFCC Program:  ELPP Equity Rank: FY18- 450
Request:

District wants to keep and continue renovating Oakwood Junior/Senior
High School versus abandoning/demolishing for new construction.

The building was rated as Borderline (66%).

CEFPI Rating:

Existing buildings: 7-12 1062 178,238 67% 5 Acres

Rationale:
The building is a historic landmark in Oakwood; one which the school district as
well as the community are committed to continuing to utilize. Since 2004, the
district has spent $10 million plus on building upgrades/additions. Also, the city is
landlocked, so new construction would be very difficult.

Written by: Stephanie Kensler

Approved . [] Denied
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EVALUATION OF EXISTING FACILITY for 2/3RDS VARIANCE
School District: Oakwood CSD Date Performed: June 6, 2018 Reported By: Stephanie Kensler

Oakwood Junior/Senior High School:

1. Adjacency of uses (Specifically, identify any uses or support spaces that should be relocated
for functional reasons).

Overall, the uses of the building are arranged appropriately. The spaces most likely to be accessed
by the public are on the periphery and can be closed off from the rest of the building during
events. Academic spaces are arranged in a variety of ways throughout the building- by grade/
school, subject or both.

It would be ideal to have a secured/ADA entrance on the high school side of the building near
their administrative offices.
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Entrance (ADA & Secure)



Means of Egress (Are the means of egress generally adequate; note instances of dead end
corridors and corridors that are too narrow, and name any spaces that must exit through
another occupied space).

There are around 20 exterior doors (excluding those leading to the interior courtyard). There are
no dead end corridors. Corridor widths throughout the building ranges from 8’ to 14’. There is a
secure entrance on the east side of the building into the Junior High office. There are few
occurrences where one would exit through a potentially occupied space- some examples include
the boy’s and girl’s locker rooms and classrooms with direct access to interior courtyards.

Circulation (Is the circulation logical, flows well for use and egress, specifically identify any
instances where circulation should be changed).

Circulation seemed sufficient. Being a first time user of any facility, wayfinding could always be
improved, but daily users seemed satisfied with layout and flow. It was easy to identify where we
were by looking at the floor plans. Although technically, the Junior High is on the east side of the
building and the High School is on the west, both schools share spaces throughout the building
(i.e. science labs, library, cafeteria, etc.). Where appropriate there are separate spaces for Junior
High and High School (i.e. art, engineering, etc.).

ADA Door Alcoves (Do corridor walls require partial demolition in order to provide an
alcove for ADA access? If so, provide a number of instances.)

Some door alcoves would need to be adjusted to be ADA accessible. Throughout the building,
there are a variety of door alcoves. The building does contain ADA restroom facilities as well as an
elevator and an accessible stair by way of chair lift. Corridors are sufficiently wide enough for
ADA accessibility.




What is the size or range of sizes of a typical classroom? What is the typical number of
students per classroom?

Most classrooms are between 500 to 800 SF with a few larger outliers (1,000+ SF). Depending on
the grade level and subject, classes can range in size from 25 to 30+ students.

Open Stairwells (Note the number of instances; note rooms which have doors off stair
wells).

Most stairs throughout the building are open.




7. Ease of expansion (Note if there is not an apparent solution to providing an addition to the
building).

The original 1927 construction has undergone a series of additions in 1932, 1960, 1969, 1989 and
2003. Opportunities for expansion are limited on the current site.

Oakwood School District KEY PLAN

Junior/Senior High School
Plot Plan

2003

GRADE CONFIGURATION: 7-12

CURRENT ENROLLMENT: 1062
CONSTRUCTION DATES: 1927, 1932, 1960,
1969, 1989, & 2003

ACREAGE: 5.00

EXISTING BUILDING AREA: 178,238 SF
SQUARE FOOTAGE PER STUDENT: 167.83

1960

1989 FLOOR 1 1989"  FlooR 2 FLOOR 3

8. Site conditions (Can a bus drop be accommodated? Can adequate parking and playground
areas be created?).

The district does not have bussing; therefore, a bus drop is not necessary at Oakwood Junior/
Senior High School. There is limited parking along E. Schantz Avenue, primarily for staff. All
students and visitors park along the streets of the neighborhood. Parents drop off at the street on
E. Schantz Avenue. Playgrounds are not necessary at the Junior/Senior High School building.




General Response:

Oakwood Junior/Senior High School is a landmark in the Community. The historic facility is home
to both a 500+ fixed seat, art deco auditorium as well as the iconic “Pit” gymnasium in addition to
various other architectural significant elements.




In addition to the cultural significance of the building, practically it would be very difficult for
Oakwood City Schools to build a new building. The existing site is built out and land locked as is
the rest of the neighborhood.
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Some quirks of the building and district that would prove problematic for others works for
Oakwood. For example, there is no space for a bus drop off, but the district does not have bussing
so this is a non-issue. The cafeteria is small, but the district has open lunch so many of the
students leave or eat elsewhere anyways.




Being an older building, there is room for improvement in areas such as ADA accessibility,
security and energy efficiency, but the district has shown commitment to the building and has
made improvements in these areas over the years. The building has undergone a myriad of

additions to expand and adapt. The district continues to invest in the school, having spent roughly
10 million dollars since 2005.

Addition: Faculty Workroom, Community

Rm, Classrooms, ADA (2005) —

Pit Floor Replacement

Typical Renovations (2005)

- Ceilings

- Lighting

- Painting Locker Rm.
- Flooring Additions
+ Furniture

(2005)

Athletic / Attend.
Office Studies (2017)

JH Office Secure Vestibule (2015)
Classroom Addition (2005)

Engineering Lab

New Exterior Stair (2010)

(2005)
FIRST FLOOR PLAN

Typical Renovations (2005)

- Ceilings Addition: Classrooms, ADA (2005)

. Liqht.ing New Roof (2016)
+ Painting

- Flooring

ADA access to
upper level the
Pit (2016)

- Furniture |
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:/ Sign (2016) 1
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* New Exterior Stair
(2005)

SECOND FLOOR PLAN



Typical Renovations (2005)
. Ceilings, Lighting, Painting
- Flooring, Furniture

THIRD FLOOR PLAN

Despite its challenges being an older building, it does support progressive planning philosophy
such as being walkable, containing maker spaces, movable walls, outdoor learning space and
teacher workstation/collaboration space outside of the classroom. Additionally, there is
opportunity to take advantage of large corridor spaces for Extended Learning Areas.

After reviewing the condition assessment for Oakwood Junior/Senior High School and
participating in a walkthrough of the building, it is my recommendation that a 2/3 waiver be

granted for the facility.



School District:

OFCC Program:

Request:

CEFPI Rating:

Existing buildings:

Rationale:

Written by:

OFCC Planning Review Form

Oakwood CSD (Montgomery) 8/20/2018

Date:

ELER FY18- 450

Equity Rank:

District wants to keep and continue renovating Harman Elementary School
versus abandoning/demolishing for new construction.

The building was rated as Borderline (61%).

1-6 452 85% 22

Acres

70,084

The building is a historic landmark in Oakwood; one which the school district as
well as the community are committed to continuing to utilize. Since 2004, the
district has spent $5 million plus on building upgrades/additions. Also, the city is
landlocked, so new construction would be very difficult.

Stephanie Kensler
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EVALUATION OF EXISTING FACILITY for 2/3RDS VARIANCE
School District: Oakwood CSD Date Performed: June 6, 2018 Reported By: Stephanie Kensler

Harman Elementary School:

1. Adjacency of uses (Specifically, identify any uses or support spaces that should be relocated
for functional reasons).

Overall, the uses of the building are arranged appropriately. Academic spaces are primarily
organized by grade level. Most of the “specials” (art, music, gym) are centrally located.

The building does have a secure entrance, but it is not ADA. As such, visitors needing to get to the
office, would be required to go through the building by way of the 2003 addition.

Secure Entrance

Oakwood School District KEY PLAN
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Means of Egress (Are the means of egress generally adequate; note instances of dead end
corridors and corridors that are too narrow, and name any spaces that must exit through
another occupied space).

There are around 10 exterior doors. There are no dead end corridors. Corridor widths
throughout the building were about 8’ to 12’. There is a secure entrance on the east side of the
building into the office. The only occurrences where one would exit through a potentially
occupied space would be a few classrooms and the reading room on the 1st floor.

Circulation (Is the circulation logical, flows well for use and egress, specifically identify any
instances where circulation should be changed).

Daily users seemed satisfied with layout and flow. ADA circulation for visitors and wayfinding
could be improved.

ADA Door Alcoves (Do corridor walls require partial demolition in order to provide an
alcove for ADA access? If so, provide a number of instances.)

Some door alcoves may need to be adjusted for ADA, but most doors are flush with corridor walls.
There is a ramp in the gym immediately inside the door that should be adjusted for ADA. The
building does contain ADA restroom facilities as well as an elevator and an accessible stair by way
of chair lift. Corridors are sufficiently wide enough for ADA accessibility.




5. What is the size or range of sizes of a typical classroom? What is the typical number of
students per classroom?

Typical classrooms are between 700 and 800 SF with a few outliers both larger (900+ SF) and
smaller (547 SF). Average class size is approximately 25 students. Only 1 classroom has no
exterior windows (it does have windows to the hallway). They gymnasium also does not have any
doors or windows to the exterior of the building.

6. Open Stairwells (Note the number of instances; note rooms which have doors off stair
wells).

Most stairs throughout the building are open.




7. Ease of expansion (Note if there is not an apparent solution to providing an addition to the
building).

The original 1909 construction has undergone a series of additions in 1949, 1960, 1998 and 2003.
Opportunities for expansion are limited on the current site.

Oakwood School District KEY PLAN
Harman Elementary School
First Floor Plan

GRADE CONFIGURATION: 1-6
CURRENT ENROLLMENT: 452
CONSTRUCTION DATES: 1909, 1949, 1960, R
1998 & 2003 2003
ACREAGE: 2.20

EXISTING BUILDING AREA: 70,084 SF
SQUARE FOOTAGE PER STUDENT: 155.05

1949

8. Site conditions (Can a bus drop be accommodated? Can adequate parking and playground
areas be created?).

The district does not have bussing; therefore, a bus drop is not necessary at Harman Elementary
School. There is limited parking north of the building for staff. All visitors park along the streets of
the neighborhood. Parents drop off at the street on Harman Avenue. There is a soft playgrounds to
the north of the building. The hard surface play area is to the east and northeast of the building.

)




General Response:

Harman Elementary School is a landmark in the Community. The historic facility boasts a variety
of architecturally significant elements.




In addition to the cultural significance of the building, practically it would be very difficult for
Oakwood City Schools to build a new building. The existing site is built out and land locked as is the
rest of the neighborhood.
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Some quirks of the building and district that would prove problematic for others works for
Oakwood. For example, there is no space for a bus drop off, but the district does not have bussing so
this is a non-issue. The cafeteria is small, but the district has open lunch so between students
leaving and staggering lunch times, it works.

Being an older building, there is room for improvement in areas such as ADA accessibility, security
and energy efficiency, but the district has shown commitment to the building and has made
improvements in these areas over the years. The building has undergone a myriad of additions to
expand and adapt. The district continues to invest in the school, having spent roughly 5 million
dollars since 2004.

Typical Renovations (2004)

Addition:

+ Ceili

A Li;l}\ltr::r?; Classrooms,
- Painting ADA (2004)
« Flooring

+ Furniture

New gym
floor (2009)

THIRD FLOOR PLAN SECOND FLOOR PLAN FIRST FLOOR PLAN



Despite its challenges being an older building, it does support progressive planning philosophy
such as being walkable, incorporating movable walls and flexible furniture. Additionally, there is
opportunity to take advantage of large corridor spaces for Extended Learning Areas.

After reviewing the condition assessment for Harman Elementary School and participating in a
walkthrough of the building, it is my recommendation that a 2/3 waiver be granted for the
facility.



OFCC Planning Review Form

School District: Oakwood CSD (Montgomery) Date: 8/20/2018
OFCC Program: ELPP Equity Rank: FY18-450
Request:

District wants to keep and continue renovating Smith Elementary School
versus abandoning/demolishing for new construction.

The building was rated as Borderline (61%).

CEFPI Rating:

Existing buildings: PK; 1-6 458 85,563 83% 3 Acres

Rationale:
The building is a historic landmark in Oakwood; one which the school district as
well as the community are committed to continuing to utilize. Since 2004, the
district has spent $5 million plus on building upgrades/additions. Also, the city is
landlocked, so new construction would be very difficult.

Weritten by: Stephanie Kensler

%Approved. b [] Denied
ulbery



EVALUATION OF EXISTING FACILITY for 2/3RDS VARIANCE

School District:

Oakwood CSD Date Performed: June 6, 2018

Smith Elementary School:

Reported By: Stephanie Kensler

1. Adjacency of uses (Specifically, identify any uses or support spaces that should be relocated

for functional reasons).

Overall, the uses of the building are arranged appropriately. The space most likely to be accessed
by the public, the gymnasium- where junior high sports are played, is on the periphery and can
be closed off from the rest of the building during events. Academic spaces are primarily organized
by grade level. The school has a very large library/computer lab that is centrally located.

The building does have a secure entrance, but it is not ADA. As such, visitors needing to get to the
office, would be required to go through the building by way of either the addition (elevator) or the

gym area (stair lift).

Oakwood School District

Second Floor Plan

IGRADE CONFIGURATION: Pre-k, 1-6
ICURRENT ENROLLMENT:

JIACREAGE: 3.1
[EXISTING BUILDING AREA: 83 563 SF

E. D. Smith Elementary School
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KEY PLAN
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Means of Egress (Are the means of egress generally adequate; note instances of dead end

corridors and corridors that are too narrow, and name any spaces that must exit through
another occupied space).

There are around 12 exterior doors. There are no dead end corridors. Corridor widths
throughout the building were about 6’ to 10’. There is a secure entrance on the east side of the

building into the office. The only occurrence where one would exit through a potentially occupied
space would be the gymnasium.

Circulation (Is the circulation logical, flows well for use and egress, specifically identify any
instances where circulation should be changed).

Circulation seemed sufficient. Being a first time user of any facility, wayfinding could always be
improved, but daily users seemed satisfied with layout and flow. It was easy to identify where we

were by looking at the floor plans even though the building does contain partial levels. ADA
circulation for visitors could be improved.

ADA Door Alcoves (Do corridor walls require partial demolition in order to provide an
alcove for ADA access? If so, provide a number of instances.)

Some door alcoves would need to be adjusted to be ADA accessible. Throughout the building,
there are a variety of door alcoves. Building does contain ADA restroom facilities as well as an

elevator and an accessible stair by way of chair lift. Corridors are sufficiently wide enough for
ADA accessibility.




it

6.

What is the size or range of sizes of a typical classroom? What is the typical number of
students per classroom?

Classrooms range from 500 to 800 SF with a few outliers both larger (1,000+ SF) and smaller (250
SF). Average class size is approximately 25 students. Only 1 classroom has no windows (PK), but
connects to another classroom that does have windows.

e 1‘57' ",.-’ s
Open Stairwells (Note the number of instances; note rooms which have doors off stair
wells).

Most stairs throughout the building are open.




Ease of expansion (Note if there is not an apparent solution to providing an addition to the

building).
The original 1928 construction has undergone a series of additions in 1968 and 2003.

Opportunities for expansion are limited on the current site.

KEY PLAN

Oakwood School District

E. D. Smith Elementary School C
2003

Second Floor Plan
1928

0.C.

GRADE CONFIGURATION: Pre-k, 1-6
CURRENT ENROLLMENT: 458
CONSTRUCTION DATES: 1928, 1968 & 2003 1968
ACREAGE: 3.00

EXISTING BUILDING AREA: 83,563 SF
SQUARE FOOTAGE PER STUDENT: 182.45

Site conditions (Can a bus drop be accommodated? Can adequate parking and playground

areas be created?).
The district does not have bussing; therefore, a bus drop is not necessary at Smith Elementary

School. There is limited parking along Telford Avenue, primarily for staff. All visitors park along
the streets of the neighborhood. Parents drop off at the street on Shafor Boulevard. There are
small soft playgrounds to the south and southwest of the building. The hard surface play area is to
the west and northwest of the building. There is also a city park adjoining the site the school

occasionally uses .
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General Response:

Smith Elementary School is a landmark in the Community. The historic facility boasts a variety of
architecturally significant elements.
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In addition to the cultural significance of the building, practically it would be very difficult for
Oakwood City Schools to build a new building. The existing site is built out and land locked as is

the rest of the neighborhood.
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Some quirks of the building and district that would prove problematic for others works for
Oakwood. For example, there is no space for a bus drop off, but the district does not have bussing
so this is a non-issue. The cafeteria is small, but the district has open lunch so between students

leaving and staggering lunch times, it works.




Being an older building, there is room for improvement in areas such as ADA accessibility,
security and energy efficiency, but the district has shown commitment to the building and has
made improvements in these areas over the years. The building has undergone a myriad of
additions to expand and adapt. The district continues to invest in the school, having spent roughly
5 million dollars since 2004.

Typical Renovations (2004)
- Ceilings
- Lighting
- Painting
- Flooring
+ Furniture

Addition: Classrooms, ADA (2004)
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THIRD FLOOR PLAN SECOND FLOOR PLAN FIRST FLOOR PLAN

Despite its challenges being an older building, it does support progressive planning philosophy
such as being walkable and incorporating movable walls. Additionally, there is opportunity to
take advantage of large corridor spaces for Extended Learning Areas.

After reviewing the condition assessment for Smith Elementary School and participating in a
walkthrough of the building, it is my recommendation that a 2/3 waiver be granted for the
facility.



Master Plan Name Oakwood City SD (Montgomery) - ELPP MP #A-1 - DRAFT

Program

Rank

School District
School District IRN
County

Cost Region

Cost Set
Bracketing Set

CFAP 2015-08-18 (Active)

450

Oakwood City School District

44586

Montgomery County

2 (New Construction Cost Factor: 98.97%)
2018

2018

Educational PlannerFutureThink

Projected Enrollment (10 Yr)

Grade 2021-2022 Grade Configurations

PK 29Grades Total Placed Remaining

K 123PK-12 1945 1945 [0

1 145PK-5 866 866 0

2 1236-8 446 446 0

3 1389-12 633 633 0

4 130PK-8 1312 1312 [0

5 1786-12 1079 1079 0

6 147CT 44 44 [0
7 136
8 163
9 160
10 166
11 153
12 154
CT Offsite 44
CT Low Bay Comprehensive 0
ICT High Bay Comprehensive| 0
CT Low Bay Onsite 0
CT High Bay Onsite 0
Total 1989

Project Scope:

Abandon Lange School (2/3 Guideline).

Renovations to Edwin D. Smith Elementary to house grades PK-6.
Renovations to Harman Elementary to house grades 1-6.
Renovations to Oakwood Jr. / Sr. High to house grades 7-12 plus Career Tech.

Master Planner Commentary:

The project budget for new buildings or building additions shown on this plan anticipates attaining the USGBC LEED For Schools (U.S. Green Building Council, Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design) Silver certification (with a preference for attaining points in the Energy and Atmosphere category).

Building

Allowance

[Oakwood Jr./Sr. HighLEED Allowance for building renovation

[$634,823.42)

Oakwood Jr./Sr. High

Storm Shelter allowance (hardening 6,702 SF)\$623,523.98

[Edwin D Smith Elem LEED Allowance for building renovation

1$288,783.07]

[Edwin D Smith Elem

Storm Shelter allowance (hardening 3,625 SF)\$355,436.18

Harman Elem

LEED Allowance for building renovation

$242,201.37)

Harman Elem

Storm Shelter allowance (hardening 3,619 SF)\$354,911.33

<Untitled>
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Oakwood City SD (Montgomery) - ELPP MP #A-1 - DRAFT master plan for Oakwood City School District of Montgomery County (44586)

Lange School

Oakwood Jr./Sr. High

Edwin D Smith Elem

Harman Elem

Building Master Planning Considerations | Master Planning Considerations | Master Planning Considerations | Master Planning Considerations
Program Expedited Local Partnership Program Expedited Local Partnership Program Expedited Local Partnership Program Expedited Local Partnership Program
(ELPP) (ELPP) (ELPP) (ELPP)
ICost Set 2018 2018 2018 2018
IAssessing Consultant Resource International, Inc. Resource International, Inc. Resource International, Inc. Resource International, Inc.
IType Elementary Middle/High Elementary/Middle Elementary/Middle
Acres 1.60 5.00 3.00 2.20
IGrades Housed K 7-12 PK, 1-6 1-6
Current Enroliment 135 1062 458 452
Iadditions to Demolish ] 1940 Original Construction ] 1927 Auditorium Fixed Seating [J 1928 Original Construction [J 1909 Original Construction
68% 16,330 ft?| 75% 4,706 ft?| 89% 54,713 ft} 97% 32,931 ft}
[ 1927 Original Construction [0 1968 Gymnasium Addition [0 1949 Classroom Addition
74% 76,823 ft? 64% 16,244 ft? 66% 18,739 ft3
[J 1932 Addition 1 [J 2003 Classroom Addition [J 1960 Classroom Addition
59% 44,332 ft?| 50% 12,606 ft3 65% 4,170 ft
] 1960 Addition 2 [0 1998 Stairwell Addition
51% 15,790 ft2| 43% 366 ft?
[J 1969 Addition 3 [0 2003 Classroom Addition
49% 21,881 ft2 50% 13,878 ft3
1 1989 Addition 4
45% 550 ft?|
[J 2003 Addition 5
47% 14,156 ft?|
IGrades Housed - Proposed 7-12, CT Offsite PK-6 1-6
Projected Enroliment 932 507 506
ICT Projected Enroliment 44
IScope of Work Abandon Renovate Renovate Renovate
ICEFPI| Rating Borderline Borderline Borderline Borderline
Existing ft2 16,330 178,238 83,563 70,084
Cost/ft2 (DM) $253.50 $241.06 $233.90 $233.90
Cost to Replace $4,139,655.00 $42,966,052.28 $19,545,385.70 $16,392,647.60
Cost to Renovate $2,808,900.46 $28,544,206.62 $16,115,402.18 $13,652,186.16
Reprogramming $0.00 $362,886.97 $182,764.94 $224,077.21
Renovate+Replace 68% 67% 83% 85%
Right Replacement $36,358,596.51 $15,198,107.81 $15,167,872.05
Right Ratio 80% 107% 91%
IAddition Required No No No No
Addition ft? Addition ft2 Addition ft2 Addition ft2
Proposed Enrollment Students sf/Student sf required Students sf/Student sf required Students sf/Student sf required Students sf/Student sf required|
Elementary (PK-K) x = 0 x = 0 152 x 119.05 = 18,096 x = 0
Elementary (PK-5) X = 0 X = 0 433 x 119.05 = 51,549 433 x 119.09 = 51,566
iddle (6-8) X = 0 299 x 148.65 = 44,446 74 x 147.35 = 10,904 73 x 147.40 = 10,760)
High (9-12) x = 0 633 x 163.76 = 103,660 x = o) x = 0
ICareer Technical Core Space x = 0 44 x 97.64 = 4,296 x = 0 x = 0
[Total ft2 Required 152,402.59 62,452.55 62,326.17]
Ft2 Existing 16,330 178,238 83,563 70,084
Large Group Restroom Fixture No No No No
Replacement
IComprehensive Vocational No No No No
Oversized ft2 7,362 5,290 2,501
Less Oversized ft2 16,330 170,876 78,273 67,583
CT ft2 Existing
CT ft2 Not Programmed
Less CT ft2 16