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ARCHITECTS AGENDA

Project Progress

PSR Overview

Preliminary Options

Review PDP concepts 

Reduce options to narrow the focus of the PSR

Next Steps

Standing Building Committee Meeting 1/15/19

Reduce options to final 3



Project Progress

• PDP submitted 11-21-18 – acknowledged by MSBA

• District Meeting 11-27 – Review of Options

• HS PTO Presentation 12-3



PSR Overview

• 11/21/18 – 3/21/19

• Narrow options and study in greater detai l

MSBA Requires three alternatives:

• Code Upgrade

• Add/Reno 

• Replacement

• PSR wil l  document and substantiate the 

distr icts selection and recommendation of the 

preferred solution



Preliminary 

Options



Preliminary Option R1

Renovation Option

• Satisfies MSBA required 
option at PSR



Preliminary Option AR-1

Renovation/Addition Option

• More efficient classroom 
layout; Two floors

• Large addition + demo 
exist. classroom wing

• Accommodates space 
template

• Less disruption to school 
during construction 

• Better utilization of site 
than AR-2 option



Preliminary Option AR-2

Renovation/Addition Option

• Constrained fit on site
• Disruptive classroom addition 

in phases
• Less efficient layout
• Uses more of the original 

facility = more constraints
• Accommodates space 

template
• Temporary modulars reqd.
• 4 major construction phases 

– occupied construction
• Const. fall 20 – fall 24



Preliminary Option N1

Replacement Option

• Two floors
• Two wings per floor
• Larger classroom wings; 

300 students per wing
• Expansive layout
• Less accommodating of 

future educational needs
• Less disruption than 

add/reno



Preliminary Option N2

Replacement Option

• Two Floors
• Two wings per floor
• Larger classroom wings; 

300 students per wing
• Auditorium south side 

away from entrance
• Expansive layout
• Less accommodating of 

future educational needs
• Less Disruption than 

add/reno



Preliminary Option N3

Replacement Option

• Two Floors
• Three wings per floor
• Smaller learning 

communities of 200 
students per wing is 
desirable

• Public functions in front
• Better accommodates 

future changes in 
education 

• Less disruption than 
add/reno



Preliminary Option N4

Replacement Option

• Two Floors
• Three wings per floor
• Smaller learning 

communities of 200 
students per wing is 
desirable

• Public functions in front
• Better accommodates 

future changes in 
education 

• Less disruption than 
add/reno



Preliminary Option N5

Replacement Option

• Three Floors
• Two wings per floor
• 200 students per wing
• Classrooms on east
• Public functions in front
• Does not gain more site 

than other N options
• More separation 

between 3rd floor and 1st

floor
• Isolated 3rd floor 

program
• Less appropriate scale to 

neighborhood context



Conceptual Cost Opinions



Conclusions:

• Narrow Options to be considered

Do not study AR2
Do not study N1
Do not study N2
Do not study N5

• Recommendation

• Study R1 in greater detai l

• Study AR1 in greater detai l

• Study N3 & N4 in greater detai l  (poss ib le var iat ions)

• Narrow to preferred replacement opt ion on January 15 th

• Focus PSR on R1,  AR1 & preferred replacement opt ion.



Next Steps:

• Update MSBA on PSR Progress

• PTO Meeting 12-11

• Distr ict  Meetings 12-11 & 1-8

Distr ict  review of replacement options to develop preferred 
approach based on Distr ict  Ed.  Program

• School  Bui lding Committee Meeting 1 -15-19

Building Committee selection of  preferred option

• Public  Forum 1-24 - present 3 options,  publ ic  feedback

• Complete PSR submitted to MSBA (3 -21-19)



Thank You


