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PROCESS

Advanced Planning

Building Programming
Schematic Design
Design Development

Construction Documents
Bidding
Construction

Project Completion
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Il FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - ROSMAN HIGH! MIDDLE SCHOOL

1I-A. FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - BUILDINGS

A

Educational Program Adequacy - Typucal size of classrooms and other functional
spaces compered to the N.C. Pubilc School Facility Guidelines

° B5% 10 100% of current guideines » 6

o 75% 10 85% of cument guidelines = 3

° Less than 75% of guidelnes or classrooms less than 600 sqfl. = 0

Historical or Archi al Significance
o Lisled on the National Hstorc Regl
architectural interest = 2
o Strang local histonc inferest or senliment or an example of good school

design =1
o No particular hstorical value or architectural intarest = 0

orof < gional

:

Safety and Code Compliance
o Genarally meets bulddng code requiremants (1578 or 1991 code) = 4
o Needs some modificaions in order 1o meet current bidg. code requirements
“2
o Needs substantial modifications ta meet curent bullding code requirements
=
0

Relationship to Other Buildings on Site (Incuding proposed saditions)

° Single bulding or buidings connected with enclosed comidors = 2

o Weill organized campus plan, buikdings connected with covered walks.
Irecior corridors « 1

o Multplo bulidings, not cannacted, some extenor camdorns = 0

Handicapped Accessibility

° Generally maets state of ADA handicapped code regur s and is
itable for use by physicaily handi d persons = 2

) Neads some modif 0 meat handicapped code reql and to

be used satistactorily by physically handicapped persons = 1
o Needs zubsiaatial modifications to be used satisfacioeily by physically
handicapped persons (e.q, elevators, Ifts, new tollet rooms, etc.) =0

Physical Condition of Bullding - {structural, roof. axtenor wals, windows, doors,

Intenior partitions , ceilngs , flcoring)

° Very good condgition, only minor repairs required =4

° Mod repairs ired. some repl {&.4.. new windows or roof)
*2

0o Structural problpms o exiensve repairs requred, replacement of saveral
systems required (naw cellings, roof, windows, extarior wall repair, maving
Imerior partitions. eto) =0

High School

Auditorium

Ants/Media/Caletena o

m

Middle School
New Gym

-

New, Old Gym (NOG) o

Il. FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - ROSMAN HIGH! MIDDLE SCHOOL

1I-A. FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - BUILDINGS

G.

Mechanical and Electrical Systems - (plumbing, heating, & conditioning,

electrical service, lighting, telecommurscations, fire atarm. computer)

° Good plumbing, central hasting and & condiioning, safe, efficent electrical
service and lighting; operable fire alarm and telecommunications = 4

o Moderate repairs and same repl quired | ple: may need now
air conditioning or Sghting, but plumbing, ing and man ol SOTVICD
In good condition) = 2

] Extensive repairs andior repl of several syst Quired » 0

H d Mal Is - (asb lead, radon, indoor air quality)
o Asbestos and other hazardous matenais aither not present or stabilized = 2

° Minor problems with hazardous materials, manag program in proge
=1
o Asbesios or other hazardous materiais present in bullding requinng removal
-
0

Total score (A through H) for buiding

edia/Caleteria o
m
-

2

, Old Gym (NOG) &

gh School
ditofium

iddle School

[37[as] 1218 13]1s5[33]

A TOTAL SCORE OF 13 OR MORE INDICATES GOOD FEASIBILITY FOR RENOVATION, A TOTAL SCORE OF 12 OR LE!
FEASIBILITY FOR RENOVATION. PROCEED WITH SITE ANALYSIS.

gs C, E & G are poor candidates for renovation, The condition of Bulldings A,

Foasibility scoring in that bul
B, & F are in fair condition, with A approaching good condition. The condition of Building D is good. Further cost
lysis required for all bulldings with the ion of Bullding D.
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Il. FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - ROSMAN HIGH/ MIDDLE SCHOOL
I1-B. FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - SITE

A Site Adequacy - Size of she compared to the N.C. Publc School Faciity Guidelnes.
o B0% 16 100% of current guidelings (or addtions! land svalable) =3
o B5% to B0% of current guideinas =1
o Less than 65% of current guidelines =0 o
B Location
L] Near the center of the studert population served =2 2
° Impantant focus of an cldar neighborhood, S0% of More Sudents e in Ihe)
neighborhood = 4
o Not cantrally located, mast sudents would be bussed from othar awas =0
C.  Sewer and Water Systems
o Murvcipal or county sewer and wasor sysiem =2 2
o On-sile sewer, adequeie Sor bee of studk county water or good well
with pressure tank =1
o Inadequate on-sife sewer system or well =0
D.  Parking and Traffic Control
o0 Paved drives with auto and bus iraffc sep d, quat =2
o Some paved drives ar minor raflic confiicts, not encugh paring =1
Bus and autos use same drive o chidren must cross doves 1o toach
o play or some g% Of bus andior auto drop-off o0 sireet, biveted

parking = 0

E. Playgrounds and Playfiolds
o Ample, woll developed piayfields, geetly sloping, handicapped sccessible <2

o Limited playfiekds, well developed, can be made handicapped sccossible <1

o Very small playfields or localed across a sireet from the schoal o near a busy|
sireot or on A steeply sloping site =0

F. Drainage

o Good site drainage. 00 problems =2

o Some minor d can be by =1
Drainage pe ding waler an sie, would be costly 1o carrect, or in
fiood plain =0

il

o

G. Environmental Problems
o No envennmantal problams =2
o Mincr problems or posstaity of minor leaks =1
Leaking fusi 1ank or well o probk wWih Bewer Eystem
ischarge or standing water under bullding or other major prablom =0

[ CLR 1T LT 10 L= 1111

Totnl scoew (A through G) for ste

A TOTAL SCORE OF 10 OR MORE INDICATES GOOD SITE FEASIBILITY. A TOTAL SCORE OF 7 OR LESS INDICATES

POOR SITE FEASIBILITY .
Feasibility scoring Indicates poor slte feasibility for the g site. Existing p g and ath flelds are in pooe
condltion, to ibes Ing and travel time, most are in the flood plain and suffer frequent
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1 PARCEL $552-89-4323-000 {1)
Hith 12 84 ALEN

2 PARCEL 8552-
AEA 030 ATHEE

3 PARCEL 8552-29-8466-000
MER Q37 ANES

4 PARCEL 8552-89-1245-000
MR A WACRES

MAN G

5 PARCEL 8552-80-4323-000 (2}
AREA 1383 MCHER

6 PARCEL 8552.78-9617-000
AR 137 ACSES

7 PANGEL 8552-87-1004.000
AA 228 ACAES

PANCEL 8552-77-4820-900
MUA 1,40 ACRES
9 PARNCEL 8S52-77-5673-800
AT 198 A05EY

SITE ANALYSIS: EXISTING SITE PARCELS
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SITE ANALYSIS: EXISTING 5(T%
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SITE ANALYSIS: FLOODWAY
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SITE ANALYSIS: 7ONING
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SITE ANALYSIS: PARKING REQUIREMENTS
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SITE ANALYSIS: BUILDAKLE AREA * CLARKNEXSEN
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SITE ANALYSIS: SOCAR PATH
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SITE ANALYSIS
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SITE ANALYSIS: LITILITES "% CLARKNEXSEN
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SITE ANALYSIS: VEMHICULAR CIRCULATION
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SITE ANALYSIS: VEMICULAR CIRCULATION a CLARKNEXSEN



SITE ANALYSIS:

EXISTING PARKING

STUDENTNVISITOR PARKING
OFF GTEFET LUTH ! DEFATED SRENS

M6 WLES
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PG | LIADING | S SATON

~1 DEANED TPACES
FACULTY PARKING
OFVBTRERT DFSIGWTED AMEAS

- APy

VISITOR / EVENT
OFF STRFET ESENATID AiA

-0 GN(ES

X BUS PARKING @ RES.
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SITE ANALYSIS: PEOESTRIAN CIRCULATION a CLARKNEXSEN



SITE ANALYSIS
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EXISTING CAMPUS &
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OPTION 1: BUILDINGS TO BE DEMOLISHED




OPTION 1: PHASE 1 NEW CONSTRUCTION &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 1 MOVE &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 2 RENOVATIONS / MOVE &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 2 DEMOLITION &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 3 NEW CONSTRUCTION &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 3 MOVE / RENOVATIONS &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 3 RENOVATIONS &
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OPTION 1: PHASE 3 MOVE &
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OPTION 1: PROJECT COMPLETION &
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