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Original Charge

On November 3, 2008, the School Board presented the Committee with the following formal
charge:

Work in conjunction with the Superintendent, Business Administrator, Director of Special Services,

and Director of Maintenance to determine the Jeasibility of consolidating the Superintendent ’s
Office and the Special Services Office.

The investigation will include but not be limited to the Jollowing:
a) Reguirements that need to be met based on federal and state regulations and/or standard
practices.
b) Inventory of current sites to determine if existing functions could be performed elsewhere in
the district and/or equipment moved to other sites.
¢) Space utilization profile for each school and enrollment trends Jor the next five to ten years.
d) Consideration of four options, their associated costs and pros and cons for each alternative.
a. Building a new facility
b. Purchasing a facility
¢. Leasing space
d. Renovating existing space within a school that the district already owns.

e) Impact of the new court house on the configuration of the area around the town offices, the
church parking lot and the Mastricola Complex relative to the proposed project.

Summary

The Committee has thoroughly reviewed all the options suggested in the charge, as well as
suggesting and researching others. It is the Committee’s recommendation that the most efficient
and cost effective solution is the construction of a new consolidated Superintendent’s Office (SAU)
and the Special Education Services Office on the one-acre piece of school district owned property,
adjacent to both the High School parking lot and the Mastricola Elementary School athletic field.

The private residences that became the Superintendent’s office (aka Green Building) and the
Special Education office (aka Blue Building) were built in 1963. The District purchased the Green
Building in 1973 for $32,000 and the Blue Building in 1979 for $57,250. The Green Building
originally housed the administration of the combined Merrimack and Bedford School District until

the SAU split July 1, 1989. The Blue Building has been used for Special Education and other SAU
staff offices since the District purchased it.

Upgrading the Superintendent’s office has been a line item in the Capital Improvement Program
(C.LP.) since 1999. It has always been the wish of the Administration that the needs of the students,
in terms of facilities, space, staff and instructional materials, be met before addressing office
deficiencies. However, the federal and state requirements placed on the SAU function have
dramatically increased in the last two decades. These expanded roles have resulted in the Green
Building not being able to accommodate all the SAU staff and the functions they perform. In
addition, the Blue Building now fails to adequately meet the needs of the Special Education
Department in critical areas such as confidentiality and accessibility.
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Issues A, B. C & E raised in the charge:

A. Requirements that need to be met based on Jederal and state regulations and/or standard
practices.

Space for SAU or Special Education offices should comply with state and local building codes as

well as be ADA compliant, but it would not have to meet the specialized school building codes
unless it was located within a school.

B. Inventory of current sites

There are five parcels of land owned by the school District:
2. Land on Continental Boulevard across from Thomtons Ferry School (adjacent to the
land the District has agreed to give to the town for a fire station.)
One acre parcel adjacent to the high school.
Land behind the middle school fields.
Timmins site (Baboosic and S. Baboosic Lake Road.)
PTA Kindergarten (Depot Street.)
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The Committee rated each site on the following criteria:

Central location & proximity to schools

Utility availability and/or cost to provide utilities to the site.
Site development costs

Size of parcel

Topography of the parcel — is it flat?

Traffic and other accessibility considerations.
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The site with the best rating was the one-acre site adjacent to the high school.

C. Space utilization profile for each school and enrollment trends for the next 5 to 10 years

While all rooms in our schools are used daily, the space utilization profile of each school indicates
that all have some space that could be considered as “under-utilized.” The schools with the most
such space are the middle school (the four classrooms that were used for the fourth 7% grade cluster)
and the upper elementary school (some classrooms in the oldest section of the building.)

A review of enrollment projections indicates that the overall population of the District exhibits a
slight decline over the next few years. However, the population at both the upper elementary and
the middle school is projected to remain static for the next few years before showing an increase.

E. Impact of the new court house on the configuration of the area around the town offices, the
church parking lot and the Mastricola Complex relative to the proposed project.

The new court building opened in Spring 2010. Data shows no significant increase in traffic. No
additional impact is expected when the Merrimack Family Division Court opens in December
either. However, there would be additional traffic if the Milford District Court closes and the
expected Milford Family Division Court does not come to fruition.



Current status of each building

The Green Building has offices for the Superintendent, the Assistant Superintendent, the Director of
Human Resources and three Administrative Assistants on the first floor. The offices for the
Business Administrator, Payroll, Accounts Payable, Title 1 Administrator, the District Computer
Systems Manager and one Administrative Assistant are in the basement. Also in the basement, is

the SAU vault, which is a sub-terrain cement closet that has proved itself to be environmentally
inappropriate for statutory records retention.

The Blue Building has offices for the Special Education Director, two Administrative Assistants,
the Homeless Liaison, the Transportation Coordinator/Truant Officer, and the Out of District
Placement Coordinator. There are testing and service provision areas in the basement. Also, the
building has an unheated “meeting” room on the first floor.

The kitchens in each building serve as photocopy room, meeting room, interview area, break room
and secondary emergency exit. The waiting/reception areas of both building are contained in the
open office areas. This office configuration results in inadequate security and safety of the staff and
district records. In addition, there is potential for compromised confidentiality when dealing with
the public. Neither building has been updated to meet current building codes. The basement in
each building is not handicapped accessible. Due to current lack of space in the SAU building,
several department heads are scattered in other buildings throughout the district.

Current needs

Building security for staff and records (SAU and Special Education)
Meeting space (SAU)

Conference space (SAU and Special Education)

Office Equipment/Work Area (SAU and Special Education)

Air quality controlled Vault (SAU)

Storage Space (SAU and Special Education )

Handicapped Accessibility (SAU and Special Education)

Energy Efficiency (SAU and Special Education)

All staff located in one location for a more cohesive and efficient environment (SAU)
Confidentiality within offices and testing area (SAU and Special Education)
Sufficient parking (SAU and Special Education) e
Secure reception/waiting areas (SAU and Special Education)
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Four Options for new office

When considering the options for consolidated SAU/Special Education offices, the committee used
the same criteria for location by which it rated District owned parcels of land:
o Central location & proximity to schools
Utility availability and/or cost to provide utilities to the site.
Site development costs
Size of parcel: big enough for a single story 10,000 sq ft building & 36 parking spaces
Topography of the parcel — is it flat?
Traffic and other accessibility considerations.
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1. Leasing space

The Committee met with local realtor Mr. Bill Barry. Mr. Barry gave the Committee an overview
of rental properties that might be considered. The rental cost for each space would include gross
rent plus “triple net” (taxes, insurance and utilities.) The properties discussed included:

* Thomton Place: The space available is less than 10,000 square feet. It is not
handicapped accessible. Traffic accessibility would be an issue as there is no traffic
light. The cost to rent is $12 per square foot plus triple net.

Merrimack Commons: The space available is less than 10,000 square feet.

Shaw’s Plaza (DW Highway, near East Ridge condos): The land is owned by one entity
and the building is owned by another, who leases it to Shaw’s. There are 25 years left
on the Shaw’s lease and Shaw’s is planning to retain the lease. The cost to rent other
spaces is $16 per square foot plus triple net.

Shaw’s Plaza (Continental Blvd): The space available is less than 10,000 square feet.
Silver Building (DW Highway, near Thornton Cemetery): A charter school rents the
second floor. There is approximately 16,000 square feet of available space. The cost to
rent is $10 per square foot plus triple net (or $14.75 per square foot)

* Continental Boulevard: This area is zoned industrial. The old Texas Instruments
building is approximately 22,000 square feet. Rent is about $10.55 per square foot plus
triple net, and the current lease expires in 2011. There is available second floor space,
but there is no elevator. It would cost $116,000 per year to lease.

* Old Madden’s site. (DW Highway) This site is no longer available.

Mr. Barry told the Committee that basically there were no viable options that would cost less than

$10,000 per month to lease. In addition, he felt the “fit-up” costs (for example, HVAC renovations)
would be expensive.

Recently, Dennis Dancoes II contacted the District about a space for lease at Heron Cove Office
Park. A tour showed that the space needs substantial renovation and retrofitting in order to meet
the District needs. Initial cost estimates for rent were $16 per square foot.

© The Committee does not recommend leasing a facility as an option.



2. Purchasing a facility

There is no question that there are many buildings — commercial, retail and residential — that are for
sale in Merrimack. However, there are only a few that that exceed 10,000 square feet and none that
are centrally located. Further, all would require extensive renovation in order to meet the District
needs and these costs would be over and above the cost of purchasing the facility. In most cases,
the initial square foot cost estimates for renovation exceed the cost of purchasing the facility.

© The Committee does not recommend purchasing a facility as an option.

3. Renovating other available space in district

a. The goal of this project is the consolidation of all the SAU Administrative functions. A
review of the space utilization shows that there is not sufficient space available in any school
that could accommodate all the SAU functions. The Committee discussed the possibility of

temporarily relocating some or all the SAU or Special Education offices but agreed that this
would not be a permanent long-term solution.

b. The Committee researched the possibility of using classrooms at the middle school to
alleviate some of the SAU staff space needs. The Committee concluded that the classrooms
were not situated in a location that was convenient or casily accessible. Additionally, the
Committee had concemns for the lack of sufficient parking to accommodate SAU needs and
for building safety and security.

c. The Committee investigated the possibility of renovating some space at the upper elementary
school to house the Special Education department, which would allow some staff from the
SAU building to be moved to the current Special Education building.

The Committee consulted with Marinace Associates and put together a couple of design
options to renovate the space at the upper elementary school to meet the Special Education
department needs which include a Separate entrance, parking, quiet testing areas,
administrative offices, service spaces, waiting areas and storage. Each alternative resulted in
significant potentially negative impact on internal traffic patterns as well as building safety
and security concerns. Further, the area in question is the oldest school space within the
district and was not included as part of the Honeywell energy upgrades. As a result, the
minimal cost of renovating the area would be at least $509,000. Potential additional costs, an

energy upgrade and installation of one way soundproofed windows, could bring the cost to
over $700,000. (See attached report.)

While this would alleviate the overcrowding at the current SAU office, it would not meet the
goal of consolidating the SAU and Special Education Administrative offices. In addition to
the cost of renovating the upper elementary school, there would be additional costs for
renovations to both the SAU and Special Education Buildings to address ADA accessibility,
environmental issues, building safety and security concerns.

d. The Committee also reviewed the use of trailers as a short-term alternative to alleviate
overcrowding at the SAU building, for use if either the SAU or Special Education building

was being renovated or as an alternative to building a new facility for the combined
SAU/Special Education offices.



Estimates were obtained from the Schiavi Leasing Corporation and the Committee learned
that each trailer has 1,450 square feet and costs $2,466 per month to rent. The trailers would
be similar in shape and size of the type used at Mastricola Middle School a few years ago.
The Committee calculated that 5 trailers (7,280 square feet) would be needed in order to
provide sufficient staff office space for a combined SAU, but that there would no meeting
space available. Thus the annual rental fee would be $147,960. There would be additional
installation costs: stairs/ramps, the electrical hook ups, the sewerage hook ups, and an HVAC

system. The Committee learned that the cost of four staircase/ramps would be approximately
$24,000 alone.

In addition to cost, the Committee considered where the trailers could be located. If the
trailers are placed anywhere around the high school, a minimum of 70 parking spaces would
be lost which would impact parking for both the high school and the SAU offices.

o The Committee does not recommend renovating other available spaces in the
district or utilizing trailers as an option.

4. Building a new facility

The Committee met with Frank Marinace and Tybor Farkas of Marinace Architects who specializes

in educational facilities. Marinace Associates has successfully worked with the Merrimack School
District on past projects.

In 2007, Marinace Associates provided sample building plans to help the Committee begin
preliminary discussions. The Committee developed a questionnaire/survey of needs, which each
staff member in both buildings completed. The Committee determined that issues of major concern
for this consolidated office space included ADA accessibility, HVAC, storage, building safety and
security, meeting space, confidentiality, and sufficient parking.

After funding for an architectural and engineering study was passed at the 2010 School District
meeting, the Committee met with Mr. Farkas to discuss the parameters of the project. Mr. Farkas
also met with District’s administrative staff to review what they perceived as their needs and toured
the current SAU and Special Education office buildings as well as the one-acre site of land adjacent
to the high parking lot and Mastricola Elementary School athletic field

.

At the suggestion of the Committee, Mr. Farkas presented the Committee with two options for a
consolidated SAU/Special Education building. :

The first option utilized the current Special Education building space. Two designs were
considered:

* Renovations to the current Special Education building to include a new wing.

* Raze the current building and build a new structure in that space.
Both design plans utilized the existing basement for storage and called for demolishing the SAU
building for parking spaces. However, Mr. Farkas did not recommend either option as the best plan
for the District because in both cases, the resulting building would overwhelm the site, the Special
Education department offices would have to temporarily relocated somewhere else which would
increase the overall costs of the project and construction would have a potentially severe impact on



available parking at the high school.

© The Committee does not recommend using the current Blue Building site for a
consolidated SAU/Special Education building.

The second option was a one-story building comprising approximately 10,800 square feet to be built
on the one-acre site adjacent to the high school. This building would be large enough to house all
the SAU and Special Education personnel, have a large meeting space for 40 + people and small
conference rooms for confidential meetings. To address security issues, there would be limited
access to office areas. Construction time will be approximately five to six months after obtaining
complete architectural plans which will take roughly four months to finalize. Even though it
requires a larger footprint, a one-story building is less expensive to build — a two-story building
requires an elevator and two stairwells. Since this is not a facility that will be used for student
education, it does not have to be built to the same building standards that a new school building
would require. Wood frame construction is considerably less expensive than the masonry
construction that would be required for a school building. The Committee also researched the cost
and possible benefits of steel building construction. While the Committee has researched

construction types, the actual construction cost will depend on the final building design and
specifications.

o The Committee recommends building a one story building on the one-acre parcel of
land adjacent to the high school. (See attached proposed building plan.)

Combination Build
The Committee also considered the possibility of renovating space at JMUES to locate the Special
Education department there and building a new, but smaller, SAU building. Mr. Farkas estimated

the cost to include the Special Education department in the new SAU building would be slightly
less than the cost to renovate space at IMUES for it.

Funding

The Committee explored state aid. Due to budgetary cutbacks, it does not appear that state aid is
available for this project. The Committee suggests continued efforts to search for other funding
sources to supplement regular sources. For example, there could be grants available for the use of

“green” or energy efficient construction materials should the District decide to use “green”
construction methods.

Future Use of Existing Buildings

The Committee is also of the opinion that any new building plan should include a plan for the
current buildings. The Committee recommends that the two existing office/house structures should
be demolished. Both buildings are over 50 years old and each has significant internal issues. The
Committee believes the space resulting from demolishing both buildings could be used for much
needed additional parking at the high school. The Green Building space could be more utilized for
additional handicapped, visitor and main office staff parking. The space from the Blue Building
could be additional faculty or student parking as there will be some loss of student parking spaces
with the location of the new SAU office. The Committee’s suggestion is that the fire and/or police
departments might be able to use these buildings for a training exercise before or as part of
demolition. This would give the buildings one last final and important use for our community.



Conclusion & Recommendation

The Planning and Building Committee believes the citizens of Merrimack and the School District

would be well served with the consolidation and relocation of the SAU and Special Education
offices.

This project was first introduced into the Town's Capital Improvement Plan in 1999. Due to other
more pressing School District needs over the past ten years, this project has been repeatedly
postponed.  With due diligence, the Committee researched many options and met with
administrators and various professionals to support our conclusion to bring forth the option of
building a new combined SAU/Special Education office building. After years of building tours,
consultations with professionals and hard work at Committee meetings, the Committee has finalized
this report. The Committee feels strongly that while this project has been put off for many reasons,
it can wait no longer. The data supports that the building is necessary and relevant for the safety and
the improved functionality of the SAU staff to better conduct business.

The School District Planning and Building Committee unanimously recommends that a new
consolidated SAU/Special Education office building be built on the one-acre parcel of land adjacent
to the High School parking lot and Mastricola Elementary School Athletic Field.

The Committee is confident that the School Board and the citizens share our vision and are willing
to consider a new SAU/Special Education building. This Committee stands ready to help in any
way it can to promote the project.

Members of the Committee
Richard Hendricks, Chair
Gage Perry, Vice Chair
Stanley R. Heinrich

Davis Powell

Finlay Rothhaus

Laurie Rothhaus
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P.O0.BOX 429  NEW HAMPTON, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03256 PHONE (603) 744-5144 FAX. (603) 744-5145
P.0.BOX 53 WALPOLE, MAINE 04573 PHONE/FAX (207) 563-2023

Feasibility of Locating District Special Ed Offices in
the Mastricola Upper Elementary School

August 12, 2010

This report is in response to the request by Mr. Matt Shevenell, Business Administrator for SAU #26, to
determine the feasibility of locating the District Special Ed. Offices at the exi
Elementary School.

sting Mastricola Upper
Proposed location

1. Because there are several under used classrooms in the Mastricola Upper Elementary School, it is
proposed that the new District Special Education offices be relocated there.

a. The best location within the school for these facilities is the ground floor in the northeast
corner of the building,

new 3p. ed. :
antrance beyond

closest parking area proposed location of
] district sp. ed. offices

sp. ed. entrance
- new door & canopy

b. See sketch of the proposed floor plan the following page.
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2. Why should these offices be located in this part of the building?

a. This location is the least intrusive for the elementary school, since it is outside the main
circulation area,

b. Anew entrance in this area (see pictures on previous page) can be created for the special
ed. Suite, to avoid having to enter through the north entrance enclosed by the playground.

¢. This entrance is clearly visible from the parking area, and is near the front of the school.
Thus, the new offices will be easy to find.

d. The location is accessible by wheelchair — this includes the parking area and the route from
parking to the entrance,

Access and Security

1. About twelve parking spaces will need to be dedicated for Special Ed staff and visitors. These

parking spaces can be taken from the current spaces to the east of the building (close to Baboosic
Lake Road).

2. Toincrease security, the new entrance can be monitored with closed circuit TV cameras and visitors

can be buzzed in. Remote mon itoring of entrances is less than ideal, because of the possibility of
visitors getting access to the rest of the school.

Special Ed Suite layout

1. The attached floor plans derive from a sketch by Mr. Richard Hendricks, and discussions with SAU
and school administrators.

2. We have studied the circulation requirements in this area of the building and have calculated the
egress capacity of the existing stairs.

a. We have determined that neither Stair A nor Stair B can be removed. Therefore, access to
the Special Ed Suite has been changed as shown.

3. To provide security and privacy for the Special Ed offices, general school traffic through existing
ground floor corridor will be eliminated. Access will be available only to persons who have business
at the special education offices.

a. A window between the receptionist and the corridor will provide selective access to visitors
who will be buzzed in through Door #1, and sit in the waiting area.

b. Door #2 will be used only for egress from the Special Ed suite.
This arrangement meets Code egress requirements, but blocks up school circulation,
because only the second floor corridor is left open,

i. All ground floor traffic must take Stair A or Stair B to second floor and then down
again.

’

Suitability of location
1. Noise from playground can be distracting both for offices and testing rooms.

a. Because testing rooms should be located in the quietest part of the suite, we have located
these on the courtyard side.

b. However, this means that other important spaces, such as the Meeting Room and the
Special Ed. Director’s Office will be exposed to periodic noise from the playground.
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Project cost estimate

ltem Description Cost

1 Sitework $ 5,000
2 General exterior & interior renovations (3250 sf) $ 330,000
3 Soundproofing of existing windows $ 15,000
4 New accessible washrooms (incl. underslab drain) $ 25,000
5 Furnishings S 20,000
6 Administrative costs (@20%) S 76,000
7 Contingency (@ 10%) S 38,000

TOTAL PROJECT COST $509,000

1. Unit cost per square foot of floor area provided is thus $157/sf.

2. If the special education suite were to be located in a new building, it could be accommodated in
approx. 20% smaller footprint (total 2,600 sf) than in this renovated space, because of inefficiencies
inherent in converting existing classroom spaces into offices.

3. Since the incremental cost of accommodating special ed. offices in a new SAU building is approx.
$185/sf (full project cost, including administrative costs, contingency, and furnishings), the total
cost would be approx. $481,000, which is marginally less expensive than renovating the existing
spaces.

Limitations of proposed solution

1. The main advantage of locating district-wide Special Education offices in this building is the

availability of space in this school. However, converting classroom spaces into an office suite has its
limitations:

a. Most of the existing space must be reconfigured.
Totally new lighting, and additional power will be required.

c. New heating radiators and controls will be required, and the spaces will need to be air
conditioned.

d. Separate staff washrooms and a wheelchair accessible public washroom will be
required.

e. The relationship between spaces is limited by the existing geometry.

f.  Existing school circulation will be disrupted on the ground floor.

2. School buses will block access to the allocated parking spaces in the mornings and afternoons. Since
no cars can cross the line of buses, visitors to the Special Education offices will have to park
somewhere else if they arrive at these times.

3. There is insufficient parking at the school, and allocating twelve existing parking spaces to the
Special Ed. offices makes the situation worse.

4. District Special Education offices would benefit from being located with the rest of district-wide
facilities. More exchange of ideas, and possibly, better decision-making might result.
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October 06, 2010

Floor area of habitable space: 8,800 sf Floor area of basement: 2,100 sf

Drive and parking for 32 cars: storm water disposal;
water anid sewer connection; lighting & landscaping

$1,274,000

8,800 s.f. Single Story Wood-framed Structure (@$3140/sf)
2,100 s.f. Basement (@$20/sf)

FF&E Allowance $100,000
- Computer Systems Allowance $15,000
driristrative Gosts S D
Survey & Geotech $7,000
A&E $133,000
Materials Testing $8,000
Electric Company Backcharges $10,000
Legal & bonding $25,000
Contingency (@5%) = -

| Project Total:"




New SAU #26 Building - Outline Specifications

Site Development

Paved access drive, parking & sidewalks: site drainage, municipal water and
sewage systems; site lighting

Building Structure

Foundation & Slab: reinforced concrete, incl. basement walls and floor slab

Exterior walls: insulated 2x6 woodframed walls above grade with additional rigid
insul. on exterior and fiber cement siding

Wood framed interior walls with 5/8” gypsum board finish
Pitched roof with wood roof trusses and metal roofing; R40 attic insulation

Doors

Main entrance: aluminum storefront with Kynar finish and insulating glass

Other exterior doors: insulated hollow metal with 16 gauge galvanized steel
frames

Interior doors: 1-3/4" solid core oak and 16 gauge steel door frames

Door hardware: Schlage L9000 Series mortise locksets, LCN parallel arm closers
Von Duprin exit devices, stainless steel ball bearing hinges

Windows

Aluminum double-hung or sliding windows with thermal break frames and Kynar
Duranar 500 finish

High performance low-e insulating glass and aluminum mesh screens

Flooring

Vinyl Composition Tile: 12"x12"x1/8" Armstrong Excelon

Carpet: Class A, 30 oz. nylon, anti-static, anti-microbial, high-performance
backing

Stair treads and landings: radial rubber
12"x12" porcelain paver tile in lobby areas
Ceramic tile in toilets

Specialties

Markerboards: porcelain on steel with maprail

Tackboards: vinyl covered cork

Toilet compartments: solid phenolic, floor mounted, overhead braced
Casework: solid hardwood frame, oak veneer plywood construction, plastic
laminate tops with hardwood edge

Flagpole: 24’ aluminum
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Furnishings

(Selected existing furnishings reused / relocated from existing facility)
Meeting rooms: worktables and chairs

Office areas: desks, chairs, file cabinets, tables and shelving

Signage and room identification

Computer systems

Storage room shelving

Appliances

Window Treatment: chain/clutch operated fiberglass shades, 3% open
Janitorial equipment

Misc.: wastepaper baskets, pencil sharpeners, room flags, etc.

Plumbing

Wall-hung toilets and urinals with automatic infrared flush valves
Countertop-mounted lavatories with automatic infrared operation
Automatic sprinkler system to comply with NFPA 13

Heating & Ventilating

Perimeter overhead radiant panel radiation for heating
Air conditioning in all main floor; ventilation with heat recovery units
Automatic DDC controls and energy management system

Electrical

Lighting: T5 or Super T8 lamps and electronic ballasts, exit and emergency
fixtures; indirect dual lighting level switching with occupancy sensors

Fire Alarm: Smoke and heat detectors, duct-mounted smoke detectors, pull
stations, strobe/horns, valve tamper switches, flow switches
Telecommunications: Integrated telephone and intercom; computer network
CATV wiring, intrusion alarm and electronic entry access system

Emergency generator to run heating system, emergency lighting and alarms,
communications system

Frank P. Marinace, Architect P.A.
10/06/2010





