
 

CITY OF NEWTON 
 

IN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 2012 
 

Present:  Ald. Salvucci (Chairman), Lennon, Albright, Gentile, Crossley, Danberg, and Laredo 
Absent:  Ald. Lappin 
Also present:  Ald. Blazar, Fischman, Fuller, Hess-Mahan, Linsky, Rice, Sangiolo, and Schwartz  
City officials present:  Lou Taverna (City Engineer), David Turocy (Commissioner of Public 
Works), Maciej Konieczny (Project Manager; Public Buildings Department), Miriam Tuchman 
(Project Manager; Public Buildings Department), Alex Valcarce (Project Manager; Public 
Buildings Department), Carol Chafetz (Director of Operations and Environmental Affairs), Sue 
Dzikowski (Director of Finance; School Department), Ouida Young (Associate City Solicitor), 
Claire Sokoloff (School Committee Chair), and Robert Rooney (Chief Operating Officer) 
 
#312-12 COMCAST petitioning for a grant of location to install 72’+ of 3” conduit in 

CHAPEL STREET from Pole #78/8 proceeding 41’ in a northerly direction 
thence turning westerly for an additional 31’ to 55 Chapel Street.  09/27/12 @ 
3:18 PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 6-0 (Gentile not voting) 
 
NOTE: Neil Carroll, Comcast Representative, presented the petition for a grant of 
location to install conduit in Chapel Street to provide cable and internet service to an office park 
at 55 Chapel Street.  The project would not disturb the sidewalk or curbing on Chapel Street and 
Comcast will restore the roadway to its original condition.  The public hearing was opened and 
no one spoke for or against the petition.  Ald. Lennon moved approval, which carried 
unanimously.   
 
#313-12 NATIONAL GRID petitioning for a grant of location to install and maintain 124’ 

+ of 4” gas main in BOUND BROOK ROAD from the existing 4” gas main at 83 
Bound Brook Road to 98 Bound Brook Road for a new gas service.  (Ward 8) 
10/02/12 @ 2:16 PM) 

ACTION: APPROVED WITH A CONDITION 6-0-1 (Gentile abstaining)  
 
NOTE: National Grid Permit Representative Dennis Regan presented the petition to 
extend an existing gas main in Bound Brook Road to provide new gas service to 98 Bound 
Brook Road.  The Department of Public Works has reviewed the petition and recommended 
approval of the item.  The public hearing was opened and no one spoke for or against the 
petition.   
 
The Committee discussed whether to condition this grant of location with a requirement that 
National Grid prepay the street opening permit fee due to National Grid’s failure to pay the fee in 
the past.  Public Works Commissioner David Turocy stated that he had met with National Grid 
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representatives and they have agreed to pay for all past street opening permits and are expected 
to pay the City on a monthly basis going forward.  The Committee decided a condition requiring 
payment in a timely fashion was appropriate.  Ald. Crossley moved approval of the petition with 
the condition, which carried by a vote of six in favor, none opposed and one abstention.  Ald. 
Gentile was not present for the entire discussion; therefore, he abstained.   
 
#301-12 DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE in accordance with §5-58 of the City of 

Newton Ordinances petitioning for site plan approval for the Carr School 
Renovation Project.  [09/24/12 @ 9:20 AM] 

ACTION: HELD 7-0 
 
NOTE: Public Buildings Commissioner Stephanie Gilman began the presentation by 
introducing Miriam Tuchman, who is the Public Building Department’s new project manager.  
Ms. Tuchman is a licensed architect with twelve years of experience in project management.  
She worked for the City of Cincinnati, OH; therefore, she is familiar with the public construction 
process.  Ms. Tuchman will be taking over project management of the Carr School from Maciej 
Konieczny. 
 
 The architects, Peter Turowski and Bonne DeSousa of T2 Architects, provided the 
attached PowerPoint presentation of the Carr School renovation project.  The City is planning to 
use the Carr School for elementary school swing space during the renovations or replacements of 
the elementary schools over the next twenty years.  In order to use the school as swing space, the 
City needs to renovate the building and make it accessible.  Site plans were previously provided 
to the Committee and are available online on the Committee’s webpage.  Ald. Crossley pointed 
out that the plans did not include floor plans for the project, as required by City ordinance.  
Commissioner Gilman assured the Committee that the floor plans would be provided before the 
Board of Aldermen voted the site plan.  
 
 The architects reviewed the timeline for project.  It is expected that design development 
and creation of construction documents will take place this fall and winter. The bid process for 
the reconstruction should occur in Spring 2013; construction should begin in July, and be 
complete by August 2014 in time to use the Carr School as swing space for the Angier 
Elementary School.   
 
 The original Carr School was built in 1934 and an addition was built in 1966.  Since the 
addition, there has been very little work done on the building.  Therefore, a number of 
improvements are required to make the building appropriate for use as a school.  The renovations 
will include a bump out at the back of the building for an elevator and a fully accessible front 
entryway to meet building code along with window replacements, a new roof, cupola repairs, 
masonry work, site work and a new parking lot in the rear of the school.  The plan includes 
emergency vehicle access to the rear of the school.  There is no intent to change the exterior of 
the building except for the bump out in the rear for the new elevator shaft.   
 
 The proposed 23-space rear parking lot and 11-space front lot will allow for 34 parking 
spaces on site.  The parking plan also includes three handicap van loading spaces, two at the 
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front of the building and one at rear of the building at the elevator entrance.  One handicap 
parking space in the front of the school and the space in the rear would accommodate vans.  It is 
expected that the swing school will require at least 75 parking spaces for staff.  The Carr School 
was used for elementary school swing space in 2001 and 2003.  In addition, the Carr School 
currently houses a number of programs including the Newton Cultural Center, the Suzuki Music 
School and a daycare.  The current site does not provide adequate spaces for these uses.  A 
number of staff and visitors use on street parking.  The need for additional spaces when the 
building is used as swing space would be addressed through off-site parking in the neighborhood 
of Carr School.  There was concern among Committee members that there would be an impact to 
the neighborhood and that there did not seem to be a developed parking management plan for the 
off-site parking.   
 
 The site plan calls for a parent pick up and drop off in the rear of the school through the 
parking lot.  Police Sergeant Jay Babcock, Police Captain Marc Gromada, and Traffic Planner 
David Koses expressed discomfort with the plan to place the parent pick up and drop off at the 
rear of the building due to the potential for children to run into the parking lot.  The parent drop-
off and pick-up (blue zone) is not a safe solution and should be re-studied.  Committee members 
were in agreement that the blue zone in the rear of the school was not an appropriate location and 
asked if there was any consideration given to moving the parking lot further into the rear of the 
site.  Unfortunately, the parking lot cannot be moved, as there is a playground and baseball field 
located in the rear of the school.  There is also a steep hill in the rear of the building.  It was 
suggested that a blue zone be considered for the front of the school or along Linwood Avenue.  It 
is not possible to put a blue zone in the front of the school, as the loading zone for the busses is 
located there and there is not enough space to include both uses.  There are curb cuts every 30’ to 
40’ along Linwood Avenue; therefore, there is not enough room for a blue zone.  In addition, the 
right of way that provides access to the rear of the school would need to be widened to add a 
sidewalk.  A neighbor’s fence also encroaches on the right of way and would need to be moved 
back a few feet and two trees on the side of the right of way would need to be removed.   
 
 Police Sergeant Jay Babcock and Police Captain Marc Gromada informed the Committee 
that they were apprehensive about the loading zone for the busses in the front of the school on 
Nevada Street.  When the busses drop-off and pick-up students on streets they are required to put 
out stop signs and barrier arms to stop all traffic on a street.  The estimated time it takes to 
unload a bus is about 15 minutes and to load a bus takes approximately 20 to 25 minutes.  The 
busses have the potential to create traffic issues throughout the neighborhood, particularly on 
California Street.  The Committee asked if there had been any consideration to relocating the bus 
zone to Linwood Avenue.  It was explained that Linwood Avenue is not wide enough to 
accommodate the busses and the curb cuts are too close together for a bus to drop-off or load.   
 

The Committee asked if there were any alternatives for the bus zone.  The architects 
provided an alternate plan showing a bus lane on the site in front of the school.  Having the 
busses unload and load on the site would allow a blue zone to be placed on Nevada Street in 
front of the school.  The drawbacks related to this alternative are that there would be a loss of 
approximately eight parking spaces in the front lot and children that are picked-up or dropped-off 
by parents would need to cross in front of the busses to access or exit the school.  The plan 
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would require monitoring by school staff to ensure the safety of the children.  Ald. Gentile 
suggested that the bus zone remain on Nevada Street in front of the school for now and if need 
be a bus lane on the school site could be added at a later date.  The Committee asked the 
architects and Public Building Department to further study the location of the bus zone. 

 
The School Department’s Director of Operations and Environmental Affairs Carol 

Chafetz has spoken with a number of School officials who were around during the previous uses 
of Carr School as swing space.  They informed Ms. Chafetz that the parent pick-up and drop-off 
decreased dramatically due to the distance of the school from home and the use of busses.  In 
addition, the school staff made sure that the students were ready to load before busses put out 
their stop signs.  It made the process much quicker and was only minor inconvenience to 
motorists.  

 
Commissioner of Public Buildings Stephanie Gilman stated that the City’s Transportation 

Team, which is composed of City staff that review traffic and parking issues related to 
construction, parking management, and regulations, has met regarding the site plan and parking 
management around the Carr School.  The team will continue to meet to develop a parking 
management plan and review options related to bus pick-up and drop-off.  Commissioner Gilman 
added that she expects that the Ward 1 and 2 Aldermen and the neighbors would be involved as 
the plans progress.  Ald. Albright urged that there be a neighborhood liaison committee formed 
to keep the neighborhood informed about all the issues related to the project. 

 
The public hearing was opened and George Howard, 243 Linwood Avenue, stated that it 

is his fence that abuts the right of way from Linwood Avenue.  Mr. Howard would like to be 
kept informed regarding the project, particularly anything that relates to the right of way.  Peter 
Richmond, 219 Linwood Avenue, stated that he is concerned that the additional parking in the 
area will hinder emergency vehicle access and suggested that the City may want to restrict 
parking to one side of the street on the neighborhood streets.  As his home is located on the 
corner of Linwood Avenue and Nevada Street he would like to be kept informed of the 
construction plan.   

 
A construction management plan has been developed for the project that includes the 

restriction of parking in front of the Carr site to only construction vehicles and the drop-off of 
materials for the project.  There will also be a safe walkway to the park in the rear of the site and 
appropriate fencing and water-filled jersey barriers at the gates.    

 
When design funds were requested for the site plan development for this project, the 

Committee was told that the estimated cost was somewhere between $8 and $10 million.  The 
new estimate for the project is over $12.7 million.  The Committee asked why the estimate had 
increased so much.  It was explained that a full roof replacement is necessary and has increased 
the estimate by $600,000.  The roof replacement was originally included in the SEA Building 
Assessment with a lower estimated cost.  However, at that point it was considered a stand-alone 
project, which would result in a lower estimate.  There is an increase of $1 million for the 
necessary reconfiguration of interior space, interior finishes, mechanical, electrical, plumbing, 
fire and interior accessibility upgrades.  There is a $500,000 increase for the disposal of 
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hazardous materials and a $500,000 increase for soft costs, the general contractor and 
contingency.  There is also a $235,000 escalation increase.  The Committee felt that it would be 
helpful to have a cost summary of the project.   

 
Committee members would not support a site plan, which included a parent pick-up and 

drop-off in the rear of the site.  Ald. Albright moved hold in order for further information on the 
parent drop-off and pickup, parking management, the bus zone and a draft board order with 
conditions reflecting the need for study of the parent drop-off and pickup, parking management, 
the bus zone.  The motion for hold carried unanimously. 

 
REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 

#321-12 HIS HONOR THE MAYOR requesting authorization to appropriate the sum of 
six hundred ninety-five thousand five hundred fifty-eight dollars ($695,558) from 
bonded indebtedness for the purpose of completing design services through the 
construction administration phase of the Carr School Building renovation project.  
[10/09/12 @ 2:37 PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 7-0 
 
NOTE: The request is for funding to complete the design services to the construction 
administration phase, which includes 100% construction drawings.  The request is being made at 
this time in order to ensure that the project is ready to go out to bid in April 2013.  The schedule 
for the renovation is very tight, as it needs to be completed by September 2014 for occupation by 
the Angier School during construction at that school.  The Committee understood the need for 
the funds and Ald. Crossley made a motion for approval, which carried unanimously.   
 

REFERRED TO PROGRAMS & SERV. AND PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEES 
#315-12 ALD. FULLER, RICE AND GENTILE of the Angier School Building 

Committee providing updates and discussion on the Angier School Building 
Project as it develops through the site plan approval process.  [10-02-12 @ 
3:37PM] 

 PROG & SERV HELD 5-0 (Linsky and Merrill not voting) on 10/17/12 
ACTION: HELD 7-0 
 
NOTE: The Programs & Services Committee joined the Committee for the discussion of 
the Angier School Building Project and the Massachusetts School Building Authority (MSBA) 
process. Ald. Fuller provided the Committees with an update on the work of the Angier School 
Building Committee and the project schedule (attached) for the next few months.  Josslin Lesser 
Project Management has already been chosen as the owner’s project manager.  DiNisco has been 
chosen as the project designer.  The next three months will include a lot of big picture decisions 
on the Angier School Project.  The next meeting of the Angier School Building Committee is 
scheduled for October 18, 2012 with the Design Review Committee.  The committees will 
develop evaluation criteria, which relates to the alternatives related to the project, which include 
renovation, renovation with an addition, a partial renovation and new construction.  All 
interested Aldermen are encouraged to attend the meeting.   
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Associate City Solicitor Ouida Young outlined what the role and responsibilities of the 
Board of Aldermen, the Angier School Building Committee and the Design Review Committee 
are in terms of the project.  The MSBA recently changed its requirements for funding by the 
MSBA.  The Angier School Project is the first project the City has done with the MSBA since 
the changes.   The attached MSBA documents provide the requirements through the feasibility 
study process.  The City’s procedures do not mesh well with the MSBA requirements and the 
City has already had to amend an ordinance related to the designer selection process to allow for 
the procedure the City must follow to be eligible for MSBA funding.  The final designer 
selection is done by a panel that is primarily composed of members of the MSBA with some city 
representation.   

 
The City is in the process of marrying the two procedures, the local and the MSBA 

requirements. One of the things that the MSBA requires is the creation of a School Building 
Committee.  The Angier School Building Committee was formed last year in accordance with 
the MSBA regulations.  The MSBA clearly specifies the type of members who must be on the 
School Building Committee, which consists of twelve voting members and a number of non-
voting members. The Angier School Building Committee is preparing for a number of meetings 
with the Design Review Committee in order to follow the City’s process for building 
construction.  The City’s ordinances require the Design Review Committee review and approve 
the substantive development with the designer of the program and of the actual design of the 
building.    

 
In terms of the Boards role, as you know, the times for input into the project are at the 

site plan approval point, which is likely to occur in mid-June and as well as appropriation points 
in the project.  The Board will obviously want to be more involved with this project.  In the past, 
the Public Facilities Committee has been updated and briefed during City construction projects 
and although it is not required by ordinance, it is a helpful practice.  The practice will continue 
with this project through updates from the aldermanic representative on the Angier School 
Committee to the Public Facilities and Programs & Services Committees, Committee of the 
Whole meetings and written updates.   There is a clear commitment by the administration that 
there needs to be consensus on the building process as the project moves forward through each 
step of the project.  
 

There are already two joint meetings set up for the School Committee and the Board of 
Aldermen.  The Board and School Committee are not being asked to vote at either of the 
meetings but it is an opportunity for an update on the project and to get input from the Board and 
School Committee if there are any concerns.  After those meeting the Angier School Building 
Committee and the Design Review Committee will be informed of any suggestions or concerns.  
The first meeting is scheduled for November 19, 2012 for an update on the educational 
programming and an evaluation of general, broad options for the school construction. The 
second meeting will be on January 10, 2013 to review the preferred schematic design alternative. 
The MSBA considers the preferred schematic design to be preferred options for renovation, or 
the option for a whole new school. 
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The City’s Project Manager Alex Valcarce explained that at this point in the project the 
City is now launching into the full-blown feasibility study.   The Angier School Building 
Committee with the Design Review Committee are going to be the guiding force that is going to 
help shepherd the City through the process. The attached timeline was put together to help 
illustrate the first part of the written schedule provided by the owner’s project manager.  

 
The MSBA only meets six times a year and every submittal to them needs to occur about 

six weeks in advance of a meeting.   The City needs to do any required local approval before any 
submittal.  The City has attempted work through the schedule with all involved parties to lay out 
a schedule that allows the City to work through its local process and address any issues that the 
City could encounter through the design process.  The meeting of the Angier School Building 
Committee and the Design Review Committee tomorrow night is to develop evaluation criteria 
to develop the design options.  The design options would then be evaluated to determine which 
options meet the criteria.  The design or designs that meets the most criteria should be the ones 
that become the preferred option(s).  The preferred option(s) will be submitted and developed 
into the schematic design.  That design will lead into the budget and scope of agreement. The 
submittal to MSBA of the preferred option is scheduled for February 14, 2013 and will go to the 
April 2013 MSBA meeting.  Mr. Valcarce highlighted the joint presentations to the Board of 
Aldermen and School Committee.  The joint meetings will allow input from the Board and 
School Committee regarding the educational program and the preferred schematic design 
alternatives.  The input will be used to reassess the decisions and if possible, incorporate the 
input in order to build a maximum consensus on the project.     
 
 The budget will not be available until the schematic design process is complete, which 
should occur in June 2013.  At that point the schematic design and budget are submitted to the 
MSBA for approval.  Once the MSBA approves the design and budget, the City has 120 days to 
get local approval.  
 

Ald. Hess-Mahan stated that the Board and voters are going to be asked to vote on debt 
exclusions without budgets for either Angier Elementary School or Cabot Elementary School, 
which seems backwards.  Ald. Gentile responded that there are estimates for buildings based on 
square footage cost.  The estimate for the Angier School is $35 to $37 million, based on a 75,000 
sq. ft. building at an estimated cost of approximately $400 per square foot.  The same type of 
estimation has been done for Cabot Elementary School but the square footage cost was increased 
to $500 to account for escalation. Both estimates are conservative.  There will be a slightly 
improved estimate available in January 2013. 
  

Unfortunately, the City cannot put dollar figures in the ballot question text.  The 
Administration will have to inform citizens of the costs through literature, information on the 
City website and community meetings.  In addition if there is a significant increase in the costs 
compared to what the Administration tells citizens, the Department of Revenue will not allow an 
increase in the debt exclusion to cover the additional overage.  If the City quotes $35 million for 
the Angier School and it comes in at $50 million, The Department of Revenue is not going to 
allow the City to increase the debt exclusion for anything over the figure that was identified to 
the voters.   
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There was concern that the override questions were being put on the ballot before the 

MSBA approved the project or there was a more definite estimate.  It is possible that the override 
votes could wait until the MSBA approved the project and its budget.  The City has 120 days to 
get local approval.  

 
 It was pointed out that there was a recently constructed elementary school in Dedham that 
was funded through a debt exclusion override, which went through a similar process.  The 
Dedham School is comparable but not the same size.  The Committees asked that further 
information on the Dedham project be provided.  Mr. Valcarce agreed to provide the 
information.  The owner’s project manager could also provide the Committees with information 
regarding the budgeting process for the schools.  They have worked on twelve similar types of 
school building projects. 
 
 It was pointed out that the Committees are scheduled to have another update on 
November 7, 2012 and then there will be an opportunity to continue the conversation regarding 
the debt exclusions.  It is a difficult process with a large amount of risk involved.  There was a 
motion to hold the item in both Committees, which carried unanimously in both Committees.   
 

REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 
#320-12 ALD. SALVUCCI AND GENTILE requesting a discussion with the Engineering 

Division of the Public Works Department regarding the billing and collecting of 
street opening permit fees.  [09/28/12 @ 10:28 AM] 

ACTION: HELD 7-0 
 
NOTE: The City has not received any payments from National Grid for street opening 
permits since 2003.  The Commissioner of Public Works ordered a halt to non-emergency 
National Grid work and met with National Grid representatives on October 12, 2012 regarding 
the unpaid permit fees.  The Public Works Department was able to provide copies of all of the 
unpaid National Grid street opening permits.  National Grid concurred that they should have 
been paying all street opening permit fees since 2003.  National Grid has $232,300 of unpaid 
street opening permit fees.  National Grid will pay the outstanding $230,300 once they have 
reviewed and verified each of street opening permits.   
 
 The Commissioner stated that National Grid has completed its review of the 2012 permits 
and will be providing a check in the next week to pay the 2012 balance.  The Commissioner 
expects that all outstanding fees will be paid by the end of this calendar year.  The Public Works 
Department and National Grid have agreed that the Department of Public Works will bill 
National Grid on a monthly basis and National Grid will pay each bill within 30-days.   
 
 It was suggested that the item be held for an update in February 2013.  The Committee 
would like to ensure that National Grid has paid all outstanding fees and that the new invoicing 
system is working.  Therefore, the Committee voted unanimously to approve a motion to hold.    
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REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 

#54-12 ALD. SALVUCCI, BLAZAR AND FULLER requesting the creation of a 
revolving fund into which 50% of all betterment income shall be deposited to be 
used exclusively for individual requests for betterments.  [02/02/12 @ 10:21 AM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 6-0-1 (Crossley abstaining) 
 
NOTE: The docket item is a request to create a revolving fund to be used exclusively for 
betterments requested by property owners.  The Department of Public Works has not done any 
homeowner requested sidewalk or curb betterments in approximately 10 years.  There is 
currently a betterment revolving fund, which was created for the purpose of funding individual 
betterments but is being used for betterments done in the course of street reconstruction projects.  
The proposed revolving fund would be funded with 50% of all income collected from completed 
betterments.  The other 50% of collected income would continue to be used for betterments 
during road reconstruction projects.   
 

Commissioner Turocy explained that currently when the Public Works Department 
repaves a street, the property owners on that street are offered a curbing betterment.  
Commissioner Turocy added that it is more efficient for the Public Works Department to address 
betterments when they are working on a street.  The Commissioner added that if the above 
request were approved, it would be helpful if the Board of Aldermen would consider raising the 
betterment assessment threshold from $500 to somewhere between $1,500 and $2,000.  The 
Committee members were in favor of the increase in the betterment threshold and an item 
requesting the increase will appear on the next docket. 

 
The Commissioner informed the Committee that new sidewalks are installed at no cost to 

property owners during reconstruction projects.  The Commissioner is planning to continue this 
practice for both types of betterments, as one of the Administration’s goals is a more walkable 
City and additional sidewalks coincide with the walkability goal.  If an individual property 
owner were to request a sidewalk betterment, the Commissioner would need to determine where 
the sidewalk is located and how much pedestrian traffic is in the area to prioritize the betterment.  
The closer a sidewalk betterment request is to a village center or school the higher priority it will 
become.   

 
Ald. Gentile moved approval of the item, which carried by a vote of six in favor and one 

abstention.  Ald. Crossley abstained, as she would like further information on the impact to the 
Commissioner’s current betterment program.  The Committee also docketed the below item to 
increase the betterment threshold. 
 
Text of the new docket item: 

REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 
#54-12(2) PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE proposing that Chapter 26, Section 71 

(b)(1) & (2) and Section 73(c)(2) of the City of Newton Ordinances be amended 
by increasing the assessment minimum from five hundred dollars ($500) to no 
more than two thousand dollars ($2,000).  [10/17/12]  
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#99-12 ALD. LAREDO, ALBRIGHT, CROSSLEY & KALIS requesting a discussion 

with His Honor the Mayor regarding the creation of a long-range master plan (20-
25 years) regarding the means, methods, timing, and coordination to address the 
City’s complete infrastructure needs, including but not limited to school 
buildings, fire stations, other municipal buildings, streets, sidewalks, trees, 
playgrounds and other recreational facilities, water, stormwater, and sewer 
systems, and all other facilities and infrastructure identified in the city’s recent 
capital assessment.  The master plan should be comprised of specific plans from 
individual departments and at a minimum, the master plan should (a) identify 
those infrastructure needs and (b) present a phased plan, with identifiable funding 
sources for meeting those needs.  [04-04-12 @ 10:30 PM] 

ACTION: HELD 7-0 
 
NOTE: The above item was held without discussion. 
 
  Respectfully submitted, 
 
  Anthony J. Salvucci, Chairman 
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print date: 10/19/2012

Angier Elementary School - Newton, MA

Date Time Item

 Thurs 10/18/12 2:30PM Educational Programming Meeting

 Thurs 10/18/12 5:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC to review evaluation criteria and 
construction delivery alternatives

Thurs 11/08/12 5:00PM Meeting with ASBC/DRC to review educational programming 

Thurs 11/15/12 6:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC to review concept and design 
(possible Public Forum) 

Mon 11/19/12 8:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC presentation to Board of Aldermen 
and School Committee

Thurs 11/29/12 6:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC to review design based on feedback 
(vote to authorize submittal of PDP)

Fri 12/14/12 --- Preliminary Design Program Report submission to MSBA

Thurs 01/03/13 6:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC to review final options and vote to 
submit to MSBA 

Thurs 01/10/13 7:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC presentation to Board of Aldermen 
and School Committee 

Thurs 01/17/13 6:00PM
Meeting with ASBC/DRC to approve Preferred Schematic 
Design alternative

Thurs 02/14/13 --- Submit Preferred Schematic Report to MSBA

02/27/13 or 03/20/13 MSBA Facilities Assessment Subcommittee

Wed 04/03/13 --- MSBA Board Meeting to approve Preferred Option 

04/04/13 06/2013 --- Schematic Design 

Jun 2013 TBD
Designer Review Committee approval; Newton Code Section 5-
58 Approvals

Thurs 06/13/13 --- Submit Schematic Design to MSBA

Wed 07/31/13 --- MSBA Board Meeting to approve Schematic Design

Aug 2013 ---
Local Approval of the Project - Appropriation by the Board of 
Aldermen for the approved budget amount 

Designer Selection, Feasibility Study and Schematic Design

Projected Meeting and Milestone Schedule: 
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