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1.0

Before construction-
based solutions can be
considered, utilization
of current space should
be fully understood.

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Executive Summary

The Wyoming School Facilities Department (WSFD) seeks to make informed decisions regarding
the efficacy of current facilities to adequately serve their current and projected student enroliments.
In November of 2012, the WSFD retained the Planning Team of MOA ARCHITECTURE /
BrainSpaces to conduct facility Capacity Study of educational facilities for six school districts
throughout the state of Wyoming, including facilities that serve Kindergaren through 12 grades in
Campbell County School District #1, which is the focus of this report.

The study analyses the utilization of existing spaces within the district's schools and compares
them with statewide benchmarks for the room sizes and student capacities. The analyses result in
school capacity numbers for each school facility, based on usages of existing spaces. The
capacities of all schools are compared with both current and future student enrollments to identify
and/or locate capacity issues throughout the District. Once documented, these issues serve as the
starting point for the development of options and remedies, as needed, to define the best and most
cost-effective solution for the district to accommodate its student enroliments.

This report documents key components of the Capacity Study, and represents a compilation of
data, information and insights from a multitude of sources. Each of the District’s schools were
studied using floor plans, room inventories, enrollment data, and building tours as well as
correspondence with representatives from the District.

B. Facilities Addressed in the Study

K-6 Grade Level Schools
«  Buffalo Ridge Elementary
e Conestoga Elementary
e Hillcrest Elementary
e Lakeview Elementary
¢ Meadowlark Elementary
»  Paintbrush Elementary
¢ Prairie Wind Elementary
*  Pronghorn Elementary
»  Sunflower Elementary
¢ Wagon Wheel Elementary

7-9 Grade Level Schools
e Twin Spruce Junior High School (7-9)
«  Sage Valley Junior High School (7-9)

10-12 Grade Level Schools
o Campbell County High School South (10)
e Campbell County High School North (11-12)

Anomaly Schools not included in the Capacity Study
e Recluse Elementary School (K-8) — Rural
e Little Powder Elementary School (K-8) — Rural
»  Cottonwood Elementary School (K-6) - Rural
e Rozet Elementary School (K-6) - Rural
«  Rawhide Elementary School (K-6) - Rural
e 4J Elementary School (K-6) - Rural
e Wright Junior/Senior High School (7-12) — Rural

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-1
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CCSD has been and is
projected to sustain
considerable student
enroliment growth up to
year 2020. WSFD
enroliment projections
from 2011 to 2020
identify an increase of
2,691 students within
the K-12 grade levels
in the district by year
2020. This projected
growth occurs within a
district that is currently
reporting overcrowding
in its K-9 grade levels.

District wide, CCSD
had a significant K-6
capacity issue in

AY 2011/2012 that
continues to grow
yearly as enrollments
within the district
increase. District wide
in AY 2011/2012, the
K-6 schools were over
capacity by 444
students.

Strong growth in
enrollments is
projected to continue
up to and including
year 2020.

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

e Westwood High School (10-12) — alternative high school

C. Overview of Issues

Campbell County School District No. 1has a self-reported capacity concern in its K-9 grade levels.
CCSD operates schools within Gillette as well as the surround Campbell County community. The
capacity study focuses on capacity issues within the City of Gillette. The identified anomaly
facilities are either rural schools that does not factor into capacity within Gillette, or in the case of
Westwood Alternative High School, are not factored into the student enrollments or capacity.
CCSD grade level configurations are primarily K-6 / 7-9 / 10-12. The single district high school
operates with a split campus. Campbell County South High School serves grade 10, Campbell
County North High School serves grades 11-12. The district has expressed a willingness to
explore modification of grade levels to K-6 / 7-8 / 9-12 and K-5/ 6-8 / 9-12 configurations to align
school grade levels with available capacity.

To plan for future capacity needs, the facility plan should identify non-construction options before
considering construction options (renovation, additions, and construction of new buildings). Non-
construction options include maximizing capacity in underutilized school buildings; modifications of
school boundaries; modifications of school grade configurations; and similar approaches.

D.  Calculated Capacities vs. Enroliments

Itis not feasible to create a NON-CONSTRUCTION SCENARIO given the severity of the capacity
issue within Campbell County School District. Enroliment projections far exceed available capacity
in the K-9 grade levels. There is excess capacity available in the 10-12 grade levels through and
including year 2020.

The evaluation of AY 2011/2012 capacity issues within the K-12 grade levels in Campbell County
School District #1 are as follows:

Elementary Schools:

Overall, the K-6 schools within CCSD had a shortage in capacity of 444 students in AY2011/2022.
The capacity shortage has continued to grow at a steady pace. Two new K-6 schools are currently
in the planning/construction phases, and will provide additional capacity but they do not alleviate
the current shortage of capacity in K-6 schools.

K-6 Schools that had excess capacity available in 2011/2012 include:
+  None

K-6 schools that were close to capacity (+/- 10%) in 2011/2012 include:
*  None

K-6 schools that were significantly over capacity in 2011/2012 include:
«  Conestoga Elementary School (K-6)

Hillcrest Elementary School (K-3)

Lakeview Elementary School (K-6)

Meadowlark Elementary School (K-6)

Paintbrush Elementary School (K-6)

Prairie Wind Elementary School (K-6)

Pronghorn Elementary School (K-6)

Sunflower Elementary School (K-6)

Wagon Wheel Elementary School (K-6)

Jr. High Schools:
Overall, the 7-9 schools within the CCSD have available capacity of 177 students. However,
enrollment growth projects show capacity being reached by AY2015/2016.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-2
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7-9 Jr. High Schools that had excess capacity available in 2011/2012 include:

«  Twin Spruce Jr. High School (7-9)
«  Sage Valley Jr. High School (7-9)

High School Campus:
Overall, the 10-12 high school within CCSD does not have a current capacity issue. Furthermore,
the high school campus is not projected to have a capacity issue through AY2020/2021

10-12 high school campus facilities that had excess capacity available in 2011/2012 include:
+  South High School Campus (10)
«  North High School Campus (11-12)

In summary, currently District wide, CCSD had a significant K-6 capacity issue in AY 2011/2012 that continues to grow

the CCSD K-9 schools yearly as enroliments within the district increase. District wide in AY 2011/2012, the K-6 schools
show a capacity issue were over capacity by 444 students. AY 2012/2013 has experienced an actual enrollment

in which capacity is increase of 220 students. It is projected that in AY2014/2015, with the inclusion of two new K-6
significantly exceeded schools currently in planning/construction, enrollments will still exceed capacity by 365 students.

by current and Strong growth in enrollments is projected to continue up to and including year 2020.

projected enroliments. The grade level 7-8 Jr. High Schools within the district currently do not have a capacity issue,
however they are projected to reach capacity in AY2015/2016.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-3
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ENROLLMENT

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

The K-6 schools have WSFD APPROVED METHODOLOGY TO CALCULATE CAPACITY IN CCSD K-6 Schools:

a current capacity + K- Restricted Capacity for AY2011-2012 is 3,337 students

issue that continues to + K6 enrollment for AY2011-2012 was 3,821

grow. District wide in +  K-6 enroliment is on a path of steady growth and is projected to reach 5,230 in AY2020-
AY 2011/2012, the K-6 2021

schools were over +  Acurrent capacity issue is identified within the K-6 grade levels in AY2011-2012
capacity by 444 +  Current capacity will be exceeded by projected enroliments in AY 2020-2021 by 1,237
students students

WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (AY2011-12)
GRADES K-b

5,000

4,500

4,000

3,500

AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,377

3,000
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

ACADEMICYEAR

WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS: GRADES K-6
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2007 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377 3377
- ENROLLMENT 3,821 4,041 4,180 4,358 4,505 4,687 4,814 4,965 5083 5230
AVAILABLE CAPACITY (444) (664) (803) (581) (1128) (1,310) (1L437) (1,588) (1,706) (1,853)
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WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (AY2011-12)
WITH BUFFALO RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AND LAKEVIEW REPLACEMENT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

GRADES K-6
5,500 -
5,430
5,081
5,000 4363
4814
4,687
- 1,505
= 4500 -
e 158
= .
3 :
4,041
= 4,000
AY2014-15 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,953
o I PA - LAKEWIEW REPLACEMENT ELEMENTARY CAFACITY
%ﬁﬂﬁ&gﬁm fgg hpiﬁf,‘ 439 (REPLACEMENT SCHOOL) - 382 [OLD LAKEVIEW CAPACITY) = 117
3,500
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY 3,377
3,000
2011 7012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 7019 2020 2021

ACADEMICYEAR

WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS WITH BUFFALO RIDGE & LAKEVIEW: GRADES K-6
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3,876 3,876 3,993 3,993 3,993 3,993 3,993 3,993 3,993
- ENROLLMENT 3,821 4,041 4,180 4,358 4,505 4,687 4,814 4,965 5,083 5,230

AVAILABLE CAPACITY (444) (165) [204) (365) (512) (694) (821) (972) (1,090}  (1,237)
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EMROLLMENT

The 7-9 schools do not
have a current capacity
issue; however they
are projected to reach

capacity in

AY2015/2016.

3,000

2,500

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

WSFD APPROVED METHODOLOGY TO CALCULATE CAPACITY IN CCSD 7-9 Schools:

+  7-9 Restricted Capacity for AY2011-2012 is 1,944 students

«  7-9 enroliment for AY2011-2012 was 1,767

« 79 enrollment is on a path of slow but steady growth and is projected to reach 2,453 in
AY2020-2021

« Acurrent capacity issue is not identified within the 7-9 grade levels; however they are
projected to reach capacity in AY2015/2016.

WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (AY2011-12)
GRADES 7-9

2,000 AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,944
1,500
1,000
2011 2013 2014 2015 H01e 2017 2018 2019 200 2021

ACADEMIC YEAR

WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS: GRADES 7-9

SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944
- ENROLLMENT 1,767 1,876 1,929 1,916 1,994 2,026 2,166 2,242 2,397 2,453
AVAILABLE CAPACITY 177 68 15 28 (50 i82) (222) (298) (453) (509)
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-6
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

WSFD APPROVED METHODOLOGY TO CALCULATE CAPACITY IN CCSD 10-12 Schools:

The 10-12 high school
does not have a

current capacity issue;
nor is it projected to by

10-12 Restricted Capacity for AY2011-2012 is 2,463 students

10-12 enrollment for AY2011-2012 was 1,512

10-12 enrollment is on a path of slow but steady growth and is projected to reach 2,108
in AY2020-2021

A current capacity issue is not identified within the 10-12 grade levels nor will capacity be

AY2020/2021 reached in AY 2020/2021
WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (AY2011-12)
GRADES 10-12
3,000
2500 | AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 2,463
[
=
L
=
o
£ 2,000
1,500
1,000
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
ACADEMIC YEAR
WSFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONMNS: GRADES 10-12
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463
- ENROLLMENT 1512 1,569 1,654 1,752 1,823 1,873 1,861 1939 1,971 2,108
AVAILABLE CAPACITY 951 894 809 711 640 590 w02 524 492 355
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-7
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

E. Planning Scenarios

Based on the WSFD Methodology to Calculate Capacity, a total of seven scenarios were identified
and discussed with the School District and WSFD. After a collaborative review and discussion, five
scenarios were selected for further assessment and cost analysis as part of the Facility Plan. The

five scenarios were then presented to the School District and WSFD for review and discussion.

The five scenarios included for assessment and cost analysis are:

Scenario #1:

Five scenarios were
selected for further
assessment and cost
analysis as part of the
Facility Plan. The five
scenarios were then
presented to the
School District and
WSFD for review and
discussion.

Scenario #2:

Scenario #3:

Scenario #4:

CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO
INDEPENDENT COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE 9™
GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; PROVIDE RENOVATION
AND ADDITION TO SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE
JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
Convert North and South High School Campus into two,
independent comprehensive high schools. Provide renovations at
each campus to provide for comprehensive 9-12 educational needs
as independent high schools. Provide addition at South High School
to meet capacity needs. Grade level change at two Jr. High Schools
to go from 7-9 grade levels to 7-8 grade levels. Transition Jr. High
Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Build three new elementary
schools.

MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH
CAMPUS IS 9-10, NORTH CAMPUS IS 11-12; PROVIDE
RENOVATION AND ADDITION TO SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL
CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM
CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY
SCHOOLS

Move 9% graders into the high school system. South Campus serves
grades 9-10, North Campus serves grades 11-12. Provide flexibility
for future conversion to two independent comprehensive high
schools. Provide addition at South Campus to meet capacity needs.
Grade level change at two Jr. High Schools to go from 7-9 grade
levels to 7-8 grade levels. Transition Jr. High Schools to confirm to
85% utilization. Build three new elementary schools.

MAINTAIN DISTRICT GRADE LEVEL CONFIGURATION; NO
CHANGE TO EXISTING HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR.
HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW 7-9 Jr. HIGH SCHOOL; BUILD NEW K-
6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Maintain existing high school campus system and facilities.
Transition existing Jr. High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization.
Build one new grade 7-9 Jr. High School. Build three new elementary
schools.

CONVERT SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 7-9 JR.
HIGH SCHOOL. CONVERT NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A
GRADE 10-12 HIGH SCHOOL. EXPAND NORTH HIGH SCHOOL TO
MEET CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR. HIGH
SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS;
BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-8
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Scenario #5:

Convert and renovate South High School Campus from a grade 10
high school into a grade 7-9 Jr. High School. Provide addition and
renovate North High School Campus to convert from a grade 11-12
school into a grade 10-12 High School. Transition existing Jr. High
Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Build three new elementary
schools.

COMPLETE GRADE LEVEL TRANSFORMATION OF ALL SCHOOLS
WITHIN THE DISTRICT; EXISTING K-6 SCHOOLS CONVERT TO K-5
GRADE LEVELS; EXISTING GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH SCHOOLS
CONVERT TO GRADE 6-8 MIDDLE SCHOOLS; EXISTING GRADE
10-12 HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS CONVERTS TO GRADES 9-12
CAMPUS

Convert grade K-6 elementary schools to K-5 grade levels. Build two
new elementary schools. Convert grade 7-9 Jr. High Schools into
Grade 6-8 Middle Schools.

Transition Sage Valley and Twin Spruce Middle Schools to confirm to
85% utilization.

Build one new middle school. Move 9" grade into the high school
system. South Campus converts to a grade 9-10 campus; North
Campus stays a grade 11-12 campus.

Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs.

Scenarios Identified but not carried forward to assessment:

Scenario A:

Scenario B:

CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO
INDEPENDENT COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE ALL 10-
12 STUDENTS INTO NORTH UNTIL THE RENOVATION AND
ADDITIONS TO SOUTH ARE COMPLETE; MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO
THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO
MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
This scenario was eliminated for the following reasons:
*  North High School cannot handle the number of combined
9-12 grades, thus this scenario was determined to be
unfeasible.

MOVE 9™ GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH
CAMPUS IS 9-10, NORTH CAMPUS IS 11-12; RENOVATE JR. HIGH
SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS;
MOVE K-6 SCHOOL INTO THE SAGE VALLEY JR. HIGH FACILITY TO
CREATE TWO SCHOOLS ON THIS CAMPUS; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
This scenario was eliminated for the following reasons:
» District expressed a strong reluctance to place K-6 school on
the Jr. High campus
e Community has a strong reluctance to have a K-6 school
placed on the Jr. High campus
»  With the K-6 taking capacity at this school, a future addition
will be required for the Jr. High. There is not site area
available to accommodate a future addition. Thus, this
scenario was determined to be unfeasible.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 1-9
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Scenario #2 is
identified as the Most

Cost Effective Remedy:

SCENARIO #2:

Move 9th graders into

the high school system.

South Campus serves
grades 9-10; North
Campus serves grades
11-12.

Provide flexibility for
future conversion to
two independent
comprehensive high
schools.

Provide addition at
South Campus to meet
capacity needs.

Grade level change at
two Jr. High Schools to
go from 7-9 grade
levels to 7-8 grade
levels.

Transition Jr. High
Schools to confirm to
85% utilization.

Build three new
elementary schools.

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

F. RECOMMENDATION: Most Cost Effective Remedy

The five scenarios developed as part of this study are assessed using a three level scoring matrix
including 1) A basic question of feasibility, 2) A matrix of assessments of educational, operational,
site and community impacts, and 3) A cost analysis. Evaluation criteria are detailed in Section 6.0
of this report.

RANKING #1 - Most Cost Effective Remedy

Scenario #2: MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH CAMPUS
IS 9-10, NORTH CAMPUS IS 11-12; PROVIDE RENOVATION AND ADDITION TO SOUTH HIGH
SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Cost Impacts: $92,611,082 over an eight year time period. (Not including projected land costs)

Scenario #2 represents the Most Cost Effective Remedy. It directly and positively impacts
the district in several ways including:

This scenario provides the best transition of all district schools to state mandated conformance to
grade level capacity. This scenario is a system wide approach that works for all grade levels. This
scenario utilizes existing district resources and excess capacity well, results in the best utilization of
the existing Jr. Highs and High School, and best meets the values of the community. This is the
second lowest cost scenario with its costs are spread over an 8 year time period. It was
determined to provide the best educational value to the district.

This scenario:

1. Addresses Capacity Concerns: This scenario resolves the capacity issue utilizing
existing facility resources through a district approved reconfiguration of grade levels
in existing Jr. High and High Schools. The approach transforms 7-9 Jr. High
Schools into 7-8 schools, having the effect of reducing enroliments at these
schools. Ninth graders then move into the high school campus, utilizing available
excess capacity. Expansion of the high school is provided as enroliments increase
and justify additional capacity. New school construction is devoted to grade K-6
schools. New K-6 schools can be located in areas of need.

2. Educational Impact: This scenario maintains current split campus system and a
single high school within the district, but provides flexibility to convert to two
independent comprehensive high schools in the future should capacity reach a
level at which this was desirable to the district. The existing Jr. High Schools can
undertake renovations to provide staff planning spaces and conform to state
mandated 85% utilization.

3. Operational Impact: This scenario maximizes use of capacity at district schools,
thus limiting operational impacts. This scenario does not require forced mobility of
students through district boundary modifications. This scenario maintains minimal
district transportation costs for busing.

4. Site Impact: This scenario maximizes current school sites.

5. Community / District Impact: This scenario maintains a single high school system
but provides flexibility to migrate to a two high school system in the future. Grade
level changes occur in the Jr. High and High School system. The district is in
agreement with the grade level changes.

6. Cost Impacts: $92,611,082 over an eight year time period.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

2.0

Before construction-
based solutions can be
considered, utilization
of current space should
be fully understood.

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Introduction

A.  Why Study School Capacity?

The Wyoming School Facilities Department (WSFD) seeks to make informed decisions regarding
the efficacy of current facilities to adequately serve their current and projected student enrollments.

The study analyses the utilization of existing spaces within the district's schools and compares
them with statewide benchmarks for the room sizes and student capacities. The analyses result in
a school capacity number for each school facility, based on its usages of existing space. The
capacities of all schools are compared with both current and future student enrollments to identify
and/or locate capacity issues throughout the District. Once documented, these issues serve as the
starting point for the development of options and remedies, as needed, to define the best and most
cost-effective solution for the district to accommodate its student enroliments.

To plan for future capacity needs, facility planning strategies identify non-construction options
before considering construction options (renovation, additions, and construction of new buildings).
Non-construction options can vary widely, such as closing underutilized school buildings;
modifications of school boundaries; modifications of school grade configurations; and other similar
approaches. In short, the WSFD realizes that before any construction can be considered, utilization
of current space should be fully understood.

The purpose of the Capacity Study is to evaluate and future capacity within grades 6-12 in
Campbell County School District #1.

B. Whatis Included in This Report?

There are a number of factors important to determining the capacity of school facilities. These
factors are documented and collectively analyzed to inform the facilities strategies and
recommendations included in this report.

This report documents overall district parameters such as enrollment projections, boundary maps,
grade configurations and educational plans. The report also includes detailed information on
individual facilities in the district. Summaries of the capacity calculations for each facility are
included in the report, and floor plan diagrams are used to document current room assignments as
well as to illustrate areas within each school which deviate from the WSFD'’s benchmarks for
capacity.

The process used to complete the capacity study is defined, and meetings and conversations are
documented.

The report includes facility planning options that were identified during the process as well as the
criteria for assessment of each option. Ultimately, the recommendation for the most cost effective
remedy is defined and illustrated. Strategies are intended as a combination of broad-brush and
specific architectural planning actions. However, the actual feasibility of all architectural
interventions must be verified by a qualified team of architects and engineers before any action is
taken.

The appendix contains meeting minutes as well as a glossary of terminology used in the report.

C. How Was It Developed?

The purpose of the Capacity Study is to evaluate and future capacity within grades K-8 in the
Campbell County School District.

For the purposes of this report, the term “class” refers to the number of students and the term
“classroom” refers to a physical room.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Page 2-11
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Note that there is no intended hierarchy in the sequence that school data is presented in this
report, and lists included are generally not prioritized.

A description of the process used to develop this report follows.

2.A1 Approach

The review and assessment of capacity for school districts within this study has been
conducted in a collaborative process involving the School District, the WSFD and the
Planning Team. The process involved multiple meetings with each school district and
the WSFD to ensure all voices were heard.

An outline of the process is as follows:

»  MEETING #1 - Capacity Study kick-off meeting held at the School District.
Participants included the School District, WSFD and Planning Team
representatives.

»  Data collection by the Planning Team
»  Capacity analysis of individual schools identified within the study.

»  MEETING #2 - Options identification meeting held at the School District.
Participants included the School District, WSFD and Planning Team
representatives.

»  MEETING #3 - Options identification meeting held at the School District with the
District Planning Committee. Participants included the School District, WSFD and
Planning Team representatives.

»  Option feasibility study
e Option cost analysis

»  MEETING #4 - Collaborative review of option feasibility and costs as well as
Planning Team recommendation of the Most Cost Effective Remedy. Participants
included the School District, WSFD and Planning Team representatives.

e Preparation of Draft Plan and Final Opinion of the Most Cost Effective Remedy.
»  Preparation of Final Facility Capacity Plan
PRESENTATION TO THE WSFD COMMISSION

2.A.2 Data & Resources

The WSFD’s AiM database provided the data for the quantitative parameters such as
room uses, sizes, and quantities, as well as for overall site sizes and building square-
footages for each of the district’'s educational facilities.

Facility assessments were completed by FEA in spring 2012 and provided to the
Planning Team through the AiM database. These assessments of individual facilities
included data collected during the 2011-12 school year and thus represents room uses
identified at that time.

WSFD provided the Planning Team with enrollment history and enrollment projections
used in this study.

WSFD provided the Planning Team with building inventories for each district, including
both broad and specific information such as site information and school addresses,
building gross square-footages, etc.

Unique district-specific information was gathered directly from District personnel and/or
District resources, studies and other documents.
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2.A.3 Unique District Parameters

While there are blanket similarities in school facilities across the state, each district in the
study has identified issues, such as unique programs, operations, schedules,
demographics, facility uses and special needs populations, that are unique to their school
communities and/or to specific schools in the district.

Space utilization for educational facilities was studies through a combination of
quantitative and qualitative information. Mathematical calculations using established
formulas provide objective, quantifiable data. The goals and practices unique to each
district provided a qualitative overlay.

Where clarifications and/or modifications to the AiM data were warranted, additional
conversations occurred, and tours of some of the facilities were conducted.

The Planning Team collected and considered information from each district on changes
to facilities and/or room assignments that have taken effect after spring 2012. However,
since the purpose of the study was to evaluate school capacity only, changes to program
offerings, staffing, curriculum, joint use agreements, and/or other operational practices,
whether current or future, are not addressed.

2.A.4 WSFD Parameters

The Capacity Study utilizes specific parameters and criteria in the evaluation of capacity.
Parameters include:

- The base line school year for the study is 2011/2012.

- Actual enrollment data for school years 2011/2012 and 2012/2013 are utilized in the
study.

- Capacity is analyzed up to and including school year 2020/2021.

- Enrollment projections are based on the approved cohort methodology, data provided
thru AiM on 11/21/2012 with 10 years of trailing data.

- In Campbell County School District #1, the study was conducted for grades K through 8

- Utilization rates for the capacity studies are 100% for grades K-6 and 85% for grades 7-
12. If 6th grade is in a middle school configuration with grades 6-8, it is calculated using
an 85% utilization rate.

- Restricted classroom capacities are calculated according to the WSFD’s “Method to
Calculate School Building Capacity”, dated June 2012.

- Facility assessments were completed by FEA in spring 2012 and provided to the
Planning Team through the AiM database. The Planning Team has considered
information from each district on changes to facilities and/or room assignments that have
taken effect after spring 2012.

2.A.5 Proposed Adjustments to (or Clarifications of) WSFD
Parameters

During the course of the Capacity Analysis process, a number of issues have arisen in
which the Planning Team has applied its professional judgment. The issues include
inaccurate information contained within the Aim Database, information disputed by
individual school districts, inappropriate application of capacity to individual educational
spaces as well as others. A summary of modifications and process or inclusion of
updated information is outlined below.

a) Changes to Square Footage Allowances:
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These changes affect the “big box” spaces including gymnasiums, vocal music rooms
and instrumental music rooms. After discussions between the Planning Team, School
Districts and the WSFD, adjustments to the square foot per student allowance were
made to represent a more realistic model of how these spaces can be reasonably
scheduled and staffed, and how they are actually used.

- Gymnasiums are calculated on the basis of 200 square feet of useable space per
student. Useable space is defined as the open floor area of the gym less any areas
for fixed bleachers or other fixed equipment.

- For vocal and instrumental music rooms, capacity is calculated on the basis of 60
square feet per student. Instrumental rooms are capped at 50 students maximum,
however there is no cap for vocal music rooms.

b) Capacities for Very Small Classrooms:

Some schools include very small spaces that are being used classrooms and/or teaching
stations, and as such, they show student capacity in the AiM database. While it is
understood that school administrators may be using these small spaces out of necessity
to overcome overcrowded facilities, it is unreasonable to expect that a space smaller
than 500 net square feet can consistently support a teacher and a class of students
engaging in regular educational activities. Itis expected that these smaller rooms were
intended for functions, such as resource rooms, offices and storage, as opposed to
serving as classrooms. Therefore, such rooms that are smaller than 500 square feet are
excluded from the list of spaces that generate student capacity.

c¢) Classroom Sizes and “Capped” or “Maximum” Capacities:

The WSFD methodology for determining school capacity includes parameters for the
numbers of students per room (class-size) and square-footage per student (classroom
size) in rooms with various educational uses. It is important to note that these parameters
represent a methodology for generating uniform capacity calculations in schools
throughout the state — however, the parameters are not intended to serve as restrictions
for class-size or classroom size, nor are these parameters intended as requirements for
a district’s operational, programmatic or functional use of their schools.

For example, using the WSFD methodology, a high school general classroom has a
maximum restricted capacity of 25 students, which when multiplied by 37.5 square foot
per student, yields a classroom size of 937.5 square feet. It is recognized that many
classrooms are smaller than this, and that the capacity calculation methodology results in
a classroom capacity of fewer than 25 students. The smaller student capacity of a
smaller classroom helps create a more clear and consistent baseline for a given school
facility's capacity, but in no way is it meant to be a requirement for a district to limit the
number of students they wish to assign to a given classroom.

d) School district funded enhancements:

School district funded enhancements to increase gymnasium square footage will be
included as capacity carrying space. Pre-K classrooms built through enhancement
funding will not be counted towards capacity.

e) Career Technical Classrooms:

Recognizing that some CTE programs require both “classroom” space and “lab” space,
the AiM database counts capacity in only one or the other of these spaces. Increases in
the utilization of some of these classrooms can alleviate overcrowding in some instances,
and should be considered as capacity-generating spaces on a case-by-case basis.

f) Alternative Schools:

Alternative schools serve students who, for one reason or another, do not succeed in a
typical school environment. Additional supports and services are provided for these
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students to navigate their educations and succeed in school. In these environments,
class-sizes are capped at 15 students per classroom.

g) K-8 Schools:

Several K-8 schools exist throughout the state, primarily in rural areas and often with
smaller student enroliments. For the purposes of this study, K-8 schools are evaluated
on a case-by-case basis; however the majority of K-8 schools are calculated using the
WSFD’s methodology for elementary schools.

h) Pre-Kindergarten Classrooms:

Several schools throughout the state utilize a kindergarten classroom for pre-
kindergarten education. For the purposes of this study, classrooms designated in AiM as
pre-kindergarten classrooms are counted as capacity-generating spaces, similar to
kindergarten classrooms.

2.A.6 Development & Assessment of Scenarios

The three scenarios developed as part of this study are assessed based on a three level
scoring matrix. The first level is a general test of the scenario feasibility. The basic
question is, “Is the scenario feasible, or is there a factor or factors that render the
scenario infeasible?” Infeasibility is defined as educationally or functionally unachievable.
Based on that basic question, two of the scenarios were deemed to be infeasible. All
were then evaluated based on a second level of analysis.

The second level assessed each scenario based on the following criteria.

Educational Impacts - Does the scenario provide adequate space to meet the
educational specifications necessary to support the educational plan?

Operational Impacts — Does the scenario result in better operational efficiencies for the
District?

Site Impacts — How does the scenario impact the site or is the scenario impacted by the
site?

Community Impacts — Does the scenario address community concerns or does it result in
developing issues that the community will have concerns with?

District specific and unique issues — Each of the above criteria were also evaluated
against district specific and unique issues related to that particular category.

Each criteria was evaluated on a five (5) point scale where a mark of three (3) represents
a neutral score. In addition, each criterion was weighted on a five point importance factor
scale. Higher points were assigned to more significant criteria in the analysis so as not to
over or under emphasize a particular criterion.

A project cost analysis was then developed for each scenario, including costs associated
with renovation, additions, new construction, and changes in operational costs. Each
scenario was evaluated for “cost effectiveness” based on how it resolves capacity in
relationship to utilization facilities that have excess capacity. This ranking was developed
to provide an objective view to how wisely costs are balanced against use of existing
facility resources.

D.  Who Was Involved?
2.A.7 Acknowledgements
The MOA Architecture/BrainSpaces planning team extends its appreciation to Campbell
County School District #1, WSFD, and all those whose time, energy and insights were
offered throughout the Capacity Study and generation of this report.
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District Overview

A. Building Inventory

The following schools are included in this study:

Buffalo Ridge Elementary School (K-6)
Conestoga Elementary School (K-6)
Hillcrest Elementary School (K-6)
Lakeview Elementary School (K-6)
Meadowlark Elementary School (K-6)
Paintbrush Elementary School (K-6)
Prairie Wind Elementary School (K-6)
Pronghorn Elementary School (K-6)
Sunflower Elementary School (K-6)

10. Wagon wheel Elementary School (K-6)
11. Twin Spruce Junior High School (7-9)

12. Sage Valley Junior High School (7-9)

13.  Campbell County High School North (11-12)
14. Campbell County High School South (10)

NI W~

©

The following is a list of schools NOT being addressed in the study:

Recluse Elementary School (K-8) — Rural

Little Powder School (K-8) — Rural

Cottonwood School (K-6) — Rural

Rozet School (K-6) — Rural

Rawhide School (K-6) — Rural

4J School (K-6) — Rural

Wright Junior / Senior High School (7-12) - Rural
Westwood High School (10-12) — Alternative High School

PN WN

B.  Grade Configurations

Campbell County School District #1 currently operates in the following grade level
configurations:

- K-6 elementary school
- 7-9 middle school
- 10-12 high school

CAPACITY ANALYSIS Page 3-1
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C. District Growth Pattern Map

All schools in Campbell County School District #1 are located in proximity to each other with the
exception of the ‘rural’ schools.
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D.  Enrollment Projections

W

Actual Enrollment Projected Enrollment

Grade
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E.

District Unique & Specific Issues

Rural schools not viable option to alleviate capacity
Recluse K-8 excluded from study
Little Powder K-8 excluded from study
Wright JR / SR High School excluded from study?

District-wide approach to “Big Box” spaces for capacity
What is the “right size” capacity of these types of spaces?

Grade Configurations
Moving 6t Grade to Middle School configuration which would require additional
education by teachers

School Enrollment and Capacity
950 student maximum Middle School enrollment
State funding at 75% utilization VS. State classroom utilization rate at 85%

Classroom Utilization
Need for off period for classroom step up if teaching from carts

Attendance Policies
Enrollment & Capacity impacts from On-line courses and off-campus learning

Community growth identified in Zoning

Food Service
Junior High Schools food service near capacity
Delivery of food to schools

Transportation

Larger Middle Schools could potentially impact tiered bus system

Special Education
Greater increase of students in Individualized Education Program

Existing site or building limitations / opportunities
Need to consider Enrollment based on use of Temporary Classrooms but do not
account for Temporary Classroom space towards Capacity
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4.0 Capacity Analysis

A.

District wide Capacity Overview

The charts below illustrate school capacities using the approved SFD methodology. Schools
are listed in alphabetical order.
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10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment 0 435 413 382 346 486 446 453 447 413 3,821
BENCHMARK Utiizaton Factor (BUF): | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% -
BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF): 0 348 380 382 277 405 432 388 381 382 3,377
2011 ACTUAL Utiization Factor: 0% 0% 109% 125% | 120% | 103% | 117% | 117% | 108% -
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE 0 (87) (33) 0 (69) (81) (14) (65) (66) (31) (444)
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SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) 7-9 7-9 7-9 11-12 10 10-12
10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 826 941 1,767 876 540 1,416
BENCHMARK Utilization Factor (BUF): 85% 85% - 85% 85%
BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF): 934 1,010 1,945 1,458 1,005 2,463
2011 ACTUAL Utlization Factor: 75% 79% - 51% 46%
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE 108 69 178 582 465 1,047
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B.

Data & Tools Used for Capacity Calculations

4A1 AiM™ Data (WSFC'’s facility management system)

AiM refers to the facilities management data maintained by the Wyoming School
Facilities Commission. Data included in this web-based resource was downloaded for the
six school districts included in this study. Relevant data for the purposes of this capacity
study includes information for each school in the six districts studied. In addition to
overall information on each school, such as building area and site sizes) data relevant to
verifying and calculating capacity for the purposes of this study include the following
items for each individual school building:

a listing of all the spaces in the building

a space numbering system that corresponds to color-coded floor plans

the net square-footages for each space in the building

an identification of the use/function of every space in the building

a calculated capacity for each capacity-generating space (i.e. classrooms, etc.)

The planning team sorted, analyzed and summarized the data collected from the AiM
database, discussed these summaries with representatives from each school district, and
verified anomalies with both Districts and SFD staff.

4.A.2 Floor Plans

Floor plans for all schools in the study were developed in coordination with the AiM
database and graphically reflect the numerical data in AiM. The planning team used
these floor plans as part of the capacity study. While color coding of the original floor
plan files was removed, and plans were graphically enhanced for readability at reduced
sizes included in this Capacity Study report, the plans were used as-is without
modification to wall locations, room sizes or any other physical parameter used to
calculate capacities of existing buildings. Any proposed modifications to physical
facilities illustrated as part of the “remedies” are clearly marked as such.

4.A.3 SFD Methodology Guidelines

Classroom capacities for all schools in the study are calculated according to the WSFD’s
“Method to Calculate School Building Capacity”, dated June 2012. This methodology
outlines specific parameters for identifying which spaces carry capacities, the numbers of
students per classroom use/type, the maximums or caps on class sizes for the purposes
of calculating capacity, and the utilization rates that apply to elementary, middle and high
schools.

4.A.4 Proposed Modifications/Clarifications to SFD Methodology

During the course of the Capacity Analysis process, a number of issues have arisen in
which the Planning Team has applied its professional judgment. The issues include
inaccurate information contained within the Aim Database, information disputed by
individual school districts, inappropriate application of capacity to individual educational
spaces as well as others. A summary of modifications and process or inclusion of
updated information is outlined below.

a) Changes to Square Footage Allowances:

These changes affect the *big box” spaces including gymnasiums, vocal music rooms
and instrumental music rooms. After discussions between the Planning Team, School
Districts and the WSFD, adjustments to the square foot per student allowance were
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made to represent a more realistic model of how these spaces can be reasonably
scheduled and staffed, and how they are actually used.

- Gymnasiums are calculated on the basis of 200 square feet of useable space per
student. Useable space is defined as the open floor area of the gym less any areas
for fixed bleachers or other fixed equipment.

- For vocal and instrumental music rooms, capacity is calculated on the basis of 60
square feet per student. Instrumental rooms are capped at 50 students maximum,
however there is no cap for vocal music rooms.

b) Capacities for Very Small Classrooms:

Some schools include very small spaces that are being used classrooms and/or teaching
stations, and as such, they show student capacity in the AiM database. While it is
understood that school administrators may be using these small spaces out of necessity
to overcome overcrowded facilities, it is unreasonable to expect that a space smaller
than 500 net square feet can consistently support a teacher and a class of students
engaging in regular educational activities. It is expected that these smaller rooms were
intended for functions such as resource rooms, offices and storage, as opposed to
serving as classrooms. Therefore, such rooms that are smaller than 500 square feet are
excluded from the list of spaces that generate student capacity.

c) Classroom Sizes and “Capped” or “Maximum” Capacities:

The WSFD methodology for determining school capacity includes parameters for the
numbers of students per room (class-size) and square-footage per student (classroom
size) in rooms with various educational uses. It is important to note that these parameters
represent a methodology for generating uniform capacity calculations in schools
throughout the state — however, the parameters are not intended to serve as restrictions
for class-size or classroom size, nor are these parameters intended as requirements for
a district’s operational, programmatic or functional use of their schools.

For example, using the WSFD methodology, a high school general classroom has a
maximum restricted capacity of 25 students, which when multiplied by 37.5 square foot
per student, yields a classroom size of 937.5 square feet. It is recognized that many
classrooms are smaller than this, and that the capacity calculation methodology results in
a classroom capacity of fewer than 25 students. The smaller student capacity of a
smaller classroom helps create a more clear and consistent baseline for a given school
facility's capacity, but in no way is it meant to be a requirement for a district to limit the
number of students they wish to assign to a given classroom.

d) Career Technical Classrooms:

Recognizing that some CTE programs require both “classroom” space and “lab” space,
the AiM database counts capacity in only one or the other of these spaces. Increases in
the utilization of some of these classrooms can alleviate overcrowding in some instances,
and should be considered as capacity-generating spaces on a case-by-case basis.

e) Alternative Schools:

Alternative schools serve students who, for one reason or another, do not succeed in a
typical school environment. Additional supports and services are provided for these
students to navigate their educations and succeed in school. In these environments,
class-sizes are capped at 15 students per classroom.

f) K-8 Schools:

Several K-8 schools exist throughout the state, primarily in rural areas and often with
smaller student enroliments. For the purposes of this study, K-8 schools are evaluated
on a case-by-case basis; however the majority of K-8 schools are calculated using the
WSFD’s methodology for elementary schools.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

g) Pre-Kindergarten Classrooms:

Several schools throughout the state utilize a kindergarten classroom for pre-kinder
education. For the purposes of this study, classrooms designated in AiM as pre-kinder
classrooms are counted as capacity-generating spaces, similar to kindergarten

classrooms.

The following charts summarize relevant adjusted guidelines used in this study.

Elementary Schools (utilization factor = 100%)

Spaces that carry capacity SF/Student Max/Restricted  Notes
Kindergarten 50 16

Grades 1-3 40 16

Grades 4-6 40 25

SpEd Self-Contained 80 10

Spaces that DO NOT carry capacity SF/Student Notes
Art Classrooms -

Music Classrooms

Science Classrooms

SpEd Resource Classrooms

P.E. / Multi-Purpose

Computer Labs

Modular / Temporary Classrooms

Administrative & Building Support

Spaces

Middle & Jr. High & High Schools (utilization factor = 85%)

Spaces that carry capacity SF/Student Max/Restricted  Notes
General Classrooms 37.5 25

Science Classrooms 60 24

SpEd Self-Contained 80 10

CTE Lab (Heavy) 125 25 includes FACS
CTE Lab (Light) 60 25

Computer Labs 37.5 no max.

Art Classrooms 50 25

Music (Vocal) 60 no max.

Music (Instrumental) 60. 50

Gymnasia 200 no max. unobstructed area
Fitness / Weights / Other PE 55. no max.

Health / PE Classroom 375 25

Broadcast / Recording Studio 62 25

Spaces that DO NOT carry capacity

Notes

SpEd Resource Classrooms

Library / Media Center

Dining / Commons

Modular / Temporary Classrooms

Administrative & Building Support
Spaces

CAPACITY ANALYSIS
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

C.  Capacity Calculation Methodology Explained

4A.5 Methodology Overview

The WSFD provided the framework, data and overall methodology used to calculate the
capacities of all schools in the study. The parameters were defined to achieve the most
consistent data possible across all schools in all districts. Specific unique characteristics
for both district-wide parameters and for individual schools were also defined and
considered so that the objective data generated from the standardized methodology
could be overlaid with recognition of unique and qualitative issues as applicable.

The methodology is summarized in the following steps:
a. ldentify the uses of all rooms in the school (per AiM Database & FEA Plans).
b.  Determine which rooms carry capacity (per SFD Methodology).
c. ldentify square-footages of each capacity space (per AiM Database).

d. Divide each room’s square-footage by the area per student (per SFD
Methodology).

e. Apply capacity restriction or cap as appropriate (per SFD Methodology).
f. Apply utilization factor (per SFD Methodology).
g. Apply a loading factor to accommodate small schools, as applicable.

The diagrams below illustrate how the SFD capacity parameters are used for the
purposes of determining a school’s capacity. It is important to reiterate that these
parameters represent a methodology for generating uniform capacity calculations in
schools throughout the state — however, the parameters are not intended to serve as
restrictions for class-size or classroom size, nor are these parameters intended as
requirements for a district's operational, programmatic or functional use of their schools.

When determining the capacity of the 940 square foot middle school classroom (left
diagram), the area of the classroom is divided by 37.5 square-footage per student,
resulting in a calculated capacity of 25 students.

The capacity of the smaller classroom (center diagram) is calculated similarly, however
because it is small, the resulting capacity is only 20 students.

Using the same methodology, the capacity of the larger classroom (right diagram) shows
a capacity of 30 students, but since this type of classroom is restricted to a maximum of
25 students, its capacity is 25.

GEMERAL CLASSROOM GENERAL CLASSROOM GENERAL CLASSROOM

740 sqquare el 750 square feat 1.130 square feet

3 3 3

sals.-la{:lan:{_d___h\ salevlation: el avlation:
D40 oy 12/ 575 XZBetrdents 759 o0 1t / 27.5 A20) U150 oy 4/ 275 = D0 studenss
-:zrurll;f 25 -sbrdent max) J\g@b-:.-.urtf.-
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.6 AiM Data Worksheet Explained

As mentioned above, the primary source of data used in this study was retrieved from the
state’s AiM database. The following illustrates the methodology used to sort this data
into relevant capacity calculation information. While this level of detail is not included in
the body of this report, AiM spreadsheets for each school are included in the Appendix.

EXAMPLE SCHOQOL DISTRICT 00
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Desirpon: DISTO0 - EXAMPLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.7 Capacity Study Worksheet Explained

Each school in the Capacity Study includes a calculation spreadsheet similar to the

example shown below. Each key category is linked to a summary spreadsheet so that
capacity issues can be viewed across the entire district.

EXAMPLE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT

PART 1
«*"' SCHOOL: EXAMPLE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL Shaded cells @ for inpul datn. Oifers caloula auomatcal
. g TS SEENERFEEEREREEEEREEEEER
L Physical Address: 123 Maln Street, Study City, WY FFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) .1
L | L]
= £ Retarence: 0001-043-0400 - 10/M2011 ACTUAL Enroliment: 340 sidonz g SYMMAEY
basie hdl'ﬁf : Ciraedees Sereed T Grode(s) W8 . BEMCHMARE Uilzakon Facbr (AUF) 100% . ,;.[-
infFermation: ™ Year Bult 1950 = BLOG CAPACITY [Restricted X BUF): et o llment
¥ Porities on S/ Use 0 . UMRESTRICTED Capasty X BUF. 425 siugenism
® Speial Considerations . 2011 ACTUAL Utizabon Fachr  101% a Y=
: IR A1, s school wes OVER ENRIOLLED by 4] su:hu: aaFa c.l'l:}f
s um *e *
a1 A EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEERES
:lEUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | IA.D.ILISTED CAPACITY [Leading Factor) |
-
d‘-!lﬂ‘blﬂﬂ v : 2011 Gross Duiding Area G0,000 sq. & 1112 Sie Se: 000 aones 10532011 ACTUAL Crrolment 340 nﬂnﬂs‘.
calculated = WEFD Areaibr 2011-17 Capack). _ 48,358 sq. & (max) SFD Sie Cak: 7.3 aomes OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factr (OLF) ~ 10 " loadin
. Bullding Is Crarsizad by: 11,648 30 A Site Ceersizad by: (165 aores SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:[ 336 [sncos §
L’"lul"'ﬂ k site w Exist Bldg a5 % of SFD Cale Area 1% % Exiing Sie 88 % ol SFD Cake W% I 2011, b school was OVER ENROLLED by, 6 suckism factor, I‘|.'
—1oth —h .
Slzes : % od2011-12 Enrolment 1% - aFrh;;k.h_
l' Nte WEFD A Ca'culsled using 33  Suden's Equals 2071-17 SFD Buiding Cazacky) - -
|TEA’EHIHG SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS Nl cakudaions inchude rr.|.r.|i.'|_'||
m" AR EEEREE
. Exisling Building | Use thodology * Notes:
: Ayl Size ¥ Sudesh ¥ Sudenk Tonal Toid " Nel Area blarimu @ mlerance
- CORE LEARNIMG: #Rooms  of Roomis) Resncled Unnesinchid (Resbcied) (Uressirichd) | por Studert # ol Sudens @ WGP
= P & K Classrooms 2 1,040 16 il 2 42 B0 16 : Ao
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1
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4.A.8 Floor Plan Diagrams Explained

Each school in the Capacity Study includes floor plans color-coded, similar to the
example shown below, for easy identification of challenges and potential opportunities for
accommodating student enroliments.

Using the AiM database’s indications for the function/uses of each space, the color
coding indicates areas where the size of the classroom is in good alignment with SFD
guidelines (green); areas where the size of the classroom is minimally smaller or larger
than the SFD guidelines (yellow); and areas where the size of the classroom does not
align with SFD guidelines for square-footages per student (red).

Remedies included later in this report are not expected to make small adjustments to
classroom sizes to rectify minor inconsistencies. Instead, the color coding is simply a
graphic documentation of the AiM data, illustrating classrooms where accommodating a
consistent class sizes may be challenging in a given school facility, and if remedies are
to include some extent of construction, these are the areas that might be targeted.

This floor plan shows a sample school with spaces color coded.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

D. Individual School Analyses

4.A.9 Buffalo Ridge Elementary School (no AiM data available)

4.A.10 Conestoga Elementary School

SCHOOL: CONESTOGA ELEMENTARY

Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically .

Physical Address: 4901 Sleepy Hollow Blvd., Gillette 82718

|SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12)

AiM Reference: 0301-016-0100
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6

10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment: 435  students

BENCHMARK Utilization Factor (BUF):  100%

Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):[ 348 Jsuens
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity XBUF: 396 students
2011 ACTUAL Utlization Factor:  125%

Special Considerations:

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 87  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 54,512 sq. ft 56,172 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 9.77 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment 435  students

WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 49,586 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc: ~ 7.48 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 4,926 sq. ft Site Oversized by:  2.29 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:[ 348 |students
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 110% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 131%  In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 87  students

Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 348 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

% 0f2011-12 Enroliment  20%

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS

Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students  # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 2 1,546 14 31 28 62 50 16 800 1@ 2,384sf, 1 @ 709sf
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 9 702 16 18 144 158 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 9 783 20 20 176 176 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Sel-Contained 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 9 428 - - - - 80 10 800
Computer Lab - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 855 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 711 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium - - - - 200 no max na
Fitness / Weight Room / Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Instructonal Area - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center - - - - - - -
# of capacity spaces: 396
CAPACITY ANALYSIS Page 4-9
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Conestoga Elementary School
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database:
I:I GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[:I YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
I RED = the space does nat align with SFD guidelines
[ WHITE = the space s 2 non-capacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A11 Hillcrest Elementary School

SCHOOL: HILLCREST ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 1500 North Butler Spaeth Rd., Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-034-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 413  students
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6 BENCHMARK Ufilization Factor (BUF): 100%
Year Buit: BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):| 380 |suents
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 475  students
Special Considerations: 2011 ACTUAL Utiization Factor: 109%

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 33  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 68,210 sq. ft 72,453 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 7.98 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 413  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 52,812 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc:  7.80 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 15,398 sq. Site Oversized by:  0.18 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:students
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 129% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 102% In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 33  students
% 0f2011-12 Enrollment 8%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 380 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) —per Student  # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 4 970 16 19 64 78 50 16 800
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 9 1,090 16 27 144 245 40 16 640 |VERIFY: 1@ 2,850sf, others avg 870sf
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 7 870 22 22 152 152 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Sel-Contained 2 1,150 10 14 20 29 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 12 603 - - - - 80 10 800 |6 are > 800sf
Computer Lab 2 1,098 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 1,047 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 1,043 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 4,120 - - - - 200 no max na
Finess / Weight Room / Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Instructonal Area - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 2,487 - - - - - - -
# of capacily spaces: 475
NOTE:

Hillcrest is a prototype school along with Prairie Wind. Currently the district is in
design/construction of two other schools utilizing this prototype. Hillcrest and Prairie Wind were
completed prior to state mandated 16:1 and 25:1 classroom ratios. Thus, capacity established
during planning of these schools does not currently apply. We are utilizing the actual WSFD
methodology for calculated capacity for each of these schools. Hillcrest Elementary functions as
the district center for several SPED programs that do not count towards capacity as they are not
self-contained. Thus, there is a difference in capacity between Hillcrest and Buffalo Ridge.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Hillcrest Elementary School
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Far the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database:
:] GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
] YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger thanSFD guidelines
|:| RED = tha space does nof align with 5F D guidelines

| WHITE = the SpEce is & non-capacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.12 Lakeview Elementary School (no AiM data available)

4.A13 Meadowlark Elementary School

SCHOOL: MEADOWLARK ELEMENTARY

Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically .

Physical Address: 816 East 7th Street, Gillette 82716

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12)

AiM Reference: 0301-007-0100

Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6

Year Built:

Portables on Site / Use:

Special Considerations:

10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 346  students
BENCHMARK Utilization Factor (BUF):  100%

BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):[ 277 |sudens

UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 314 students
2011 ACTUAL Utiization Factor:  125%

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 69  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE

| [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor)

2011 Gross Building Area: 35,086 sq. ft 37,854 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 2.88 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 346  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 42,058 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc:  6.77 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0
Building is Undersized by: -6,972 sq. Site Undersized by:  3.89 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:msmdems
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 83% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 43% In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 69  students
% 0f2011-12 Enroliment  20%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 277 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology
Avg. Size #Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) — per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 3 913 13 18 40 55 50 16 800 |1 @ 1,534sf, others +/- 600sf
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 6 840 16 21 96 126 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 6 887 22 22 133 133 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Self-Contained 1 656 8 8 8 8 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 6 233 - - - - 80 10 800
Computer Lab - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 953 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 1 1,211 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 3,177 - - - - 200 Nno max na
Fitness / Weight Room/ Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Insfructional Area - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 2,622 - - - - - - -
# of capacity spaces: 217 ] 314
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Meadowlark Elementary School
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AIM database:
|:| GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
(] YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger thanSFD guidedines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD quidelines
[:] WHITE = the space is a non-cepacily space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.14 Paintbrush Elementary School

SCHOOL: PAINTBRUSH ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 1001 West Lakeway Drive, Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-015-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 486  students
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6 BENCHMARK Utlization Factor (BUF): 100%
Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):[ 405 |stucents
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 469  students
Special Consideratons: 2011 ACTUAL Uflization Factor:  120%

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 81  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 57,032 sq. ft. 60,911 (AIM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 5.69 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 486  students

WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 55,299 sq. f (max) SFD Site Calc: ~ 8.05 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 1,733 sq. Site Undersized by: 236 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:[ 405 |studens
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 103% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 1% In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 81  students

% 0f2011-12 Enrollment  17%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 405 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |

Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) — per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 4 944 16 19 64 76 50 16 800 1PK@629sf, 3K @ 1050sfea.
Crades 1-3 Classrooms 9 874 16 22 144 197 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 9 874 22 22 197 197 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / SelfContained 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 7 296 - - - - 80 10 800
Computer Lab 1 998 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 1,187 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 661 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 5,586 - - - - 200 no max na
Finess / Weight Room / Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Instructional Area 2 856 - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 3,467 - - - - - - - 4 spaces
# of capacity spaces: 469
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Paintbrush Elementary School

GYM
RM 155
MUSIC MUSIC
M2 RM 125
fa
d—oa
ACT
Bl e
(L
7
9 speD ACT
LU
% |
- SPED SPED 4
="l Rl 153
[ £]
LIB
"LIIE‘ s
=
SPED ~ LIB R 197
RM 175 FAd 185 ?
LiB
SPED R 158
AT
iy
SPED
3 a ™
LT
ART COMP
FM 180 20
{m |
[

LEGEND

For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's Al database;
[ GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
|:] YELLCAY = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD guidslines

I wHITE = the space is & non-capacity space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.15 Prairie Wind Elementary School

SCHOOL: PRAIRIE WIND ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 200 Overdale Drive, Gillette 82718 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-033-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 446 students
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6 BENCHMARK Utilization Factor (BUF): 100%
Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):[ 432 |sudents
Porfables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity XBUF: 495  students
Special Considerations: Site size unavailable 2011 ACTUAL Utlization Factor:  103%

In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 14 students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 66,065 sq. ft 72,248 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size: 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrolment 446  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 57,978 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc: ~ 0.00 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 8,087 sq. f Site Oversized by: 0.0 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:students
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 114% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 0% In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 14 sfudents

% 0f2011-12 Enrollment 3%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 432 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |

Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 5 992 16 20 80 99 50 16 800
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 9 859 16 21 144 193 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 9 901 22 23 198 203 40 25 1,000 [2>1,000sf
Special Ed. / Self-Contained 1 1,043 10 13 10 13 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 8 681 - - - - 80 10 800 |4 > 800sf
Computer Lab 2 1,098 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 1,047 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 1,043 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 4,120 - - - - 200 no max na Gym only
Finess / Weight Room/ Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Separate MPR 1 2,458 - - - - - - - Includes separate MPR
Library/Media Center 1 4,120 - - - - - - -
# of capacity spaces: 495
NOTE:

Prairie Wind is a prototype school along with Hillcrest. Currently the district is in
design/construction of two other schools utilizing this prototype. Hillcrest and Prairie Wind were
completed prior to state mandated 16:1 and 25:1 classroom ratios. Thus, capacity established
during planning of these schools does not currently apply. We are utilizing the actual WSFD
methodology for calculated capacity for each of these schools. Hillcrest Elementary functions as
the district center for several SPED programs that do not count towards capacity as they are not
self-contained. Thus, there is a difference in capacity between Hillcrest and Buffalo Ridge.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

LEGEND

Far the use of the space as designated in the SFDVs AiM database:
[T GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD quidelines e
[ ] YELLOW = the space is minimally smalleror larger than SFD guidelines

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Prairie Wind Elementary School
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[ RED = the space does nat align with SFD guidelines
[_ WHITE = the space is a non-capacity space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.16 Pronghorn Elementary School

SCHOOL: PRONGHORN ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 3005 South Oakcrest Drive, Gillette 82718 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-018-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 453  students
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s)  K-6 BENCHMARK Utiizaon Factor (BUF): 100%
Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF): students
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 448  students
Special Considerations: 2011 ACTUAL Utilization Factor:  117%

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 65  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 60,857 sq. ft 65,289 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size:  10.64 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrolliment 453 students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 53,610 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc:~ 7.88acres ~ OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):~ 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 7,247 sq. ft Site Oversized by:  2.76 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:msmdents
Exist. Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 114% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 135%  In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 65  students
% 0f2011-12 Enrolment  14%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 388 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted)  per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 3 840 16 17 48 50 50 16 800
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 9 892 16 22 144 201 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 8 982 25 25 196 196 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Self-Contained 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 11 381 - - - - 80 10 800 1@ 982sf
Computer Lab 1 715 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms 1 1,084 - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 935 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 1,128 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 7,316 - - - - 200 no max na
Fitness / Weight Room / Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Instructional Area - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 3,737 - - - - - - - in 2 spaces
# of capacily spaces: 388 | 448
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Pronghorn Elementary School
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database
[T | GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
| YELLOW = the space is minimally smaler or larger thanSFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD guidefines
[ WHITE =the space is a non-capacity space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A17 Sunflower Elementary School

SCHOOL: SUNFLOWER ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically .
Physical Address: 2500 South Dogwood, Gillette 82716 [SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-017-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment: 447  siudents
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s)  K-6 BENCHMARK Utlization Factor (BUF): 100%
Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):studems
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 449 students
Special Considerations: 2011 ACTUAL Utlization Factor: 117%

In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 66  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 52,963 sq. ft 56,743 (AIM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 5.53 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 447  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capaciy): 52,912 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc:” 7.81acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):~ 1.0
Building is Oversized by: 51 sq. Site Undersized by: ~ 2.28 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:studems
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 100% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 1% In 2011, tis school was OVER ENROLLED by: 66  students
% of2011-12 Enroliment  15%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 381 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING:; #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 3 1,204 14 24 42 72 50 16 800 |1@2338sf 1 @ 472sf, 1 @ 804sf
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 10 791 16 20 160 198 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 9 797 20 20 179 179 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Seff-Contained 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 8 362 - - - - 80 10 800
Computer Lab 1 735 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 735 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 1 725 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 5178 - - - - 200 no max na
Finess / Weight Room/ Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Insfructional Area - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 3,492 - - - - - - -
# of capacity spaoes: 449
CAPACITY ANALYSIS Page 4-21
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Sunflower Elementary School

LEGEND

For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database:
:I GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[:] YELLCAY = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD guidelines
I wHITE = the space s & non-capacity space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.18 Wagon Wheel Elementary School

SCHOOL: WAGONWHEEL ELEMENTARY Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically .
Physical Address: 800 Hemlock Avenue, Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AiM Reference: 0301-014-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment: 413 students
Grades Served: 7 Grade(s) K-6 BENCHMARK Utiization Factor (BUF):  100%
Year Built BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):| 382 |suens
Portables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 446  students
Special Considerations: 2011 ACTUAL Utlization Factor:  108%

In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 31  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 48,302 sq. ft 52,710 (AiM) 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 6.72 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment 413  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 53,012 sq.  (max) SFD Site Calc:~ 7.82acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):~ 1.0
Building is Undersized by: -4,710 sq. ft Site Undersized by:  1.10 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:studems
Exist. Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 91% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 86% In 2011, this school was OVER ENROLLED by: 31  students
% 0f2011-12 Enrollment 7%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 382 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) — per Student # of Students NSF
PK & K Classrooms 3 1,071 16 21 48 64 50 16 800
Grades 1-3 Classrooms 9 852 16 21 144 192 40 16 640
Grades 4-5/6 Classrooms 9 846 21 21 190 190 40 25 1,000
Special Ed. / Sel-Contained 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
ACTIVITY SPACES: (non-capacity spaces)
Special Ed Pull-out/ Resource 1 287 - - - - 80 10 800
Computer Lab 1 785 - - - - 38 25 938
Science Classrooms - - - - 60 25 1,500
Art Classrooms 1 783 - - - - 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 1 796 - - - - 60 50 3,000
MPR/Gymnasium 1 3,049 - - - - 200 no max na
Finess / WeightRoom/ Other - - - - 200 25 na
Health/PE Classroom - - - - 55 25 1,375
Open Plan Instructional Area 1 850 - - - - - - -
Library/Media Center 1 2,862 - - - - - - - in two spaces
# of capacily spaces;| 21 | 446
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Wagon Wheel Elementary School
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFC's Aib database:
[T GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[ vELLOW = the space is minimally smaller of larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does notalign with 3FD guidelines
[ WHITE = thet SPACE IS & NON-CAPACHY 3pA0E
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.19 Sage Valley Junior High School

SCHOOL: SAGE VALLEY JUNIOR HIGH Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 1000 W. Lakeway, Gillette 82718 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-020-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 941 students
Grade LevelsiTeams: 3 Grade(s)  7-9 8 #Teams BENCHMARK Utiization Facior (BUF):  85%
Year Buit: 1981 BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):students
Porbleson Site / Use: 2 (1969, 1976) UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 1,102 students
Special Considerations: Detatched boiler building (3,500 sf) 2011 ACTUAL Utlizaton Factor: ~ 79%

In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 69 students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | |ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 168,551 sq. ft 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 21.04 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 941  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 149,743 sq. ft (max) SFD Site Calc:  20.10 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):  1.00
Building is Oversized by: 18,808 sq. f Site Oversized by: 094 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:[ 1,010 |suders
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 113% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 105% In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 69 students

% 0f2011-12 Enrollment 7%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 1,010 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students  # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) — per Student  # of Students NSF
Core Classrooms 24 1,024 24 27 571 655 37.5 25 938
Science Classrooms 7 1,221 20 20 142 142 60 24 1,440
Special Ed. / Self-Contained 2 725 9 9 18 18 80 10 800
SpEd Resource/Pull-out 7 652 - - - - - - - no capacity
ACTIVITY SPACES:
CTE Lab (Heavy) 4 1,085 9 9 35 35 125 25 3,125
CTE Lab (General) 3 1,875 25 31 75 94 60 25 1,500
Computer Lab 2 779 21 21 42 42 37.5 25 938
Art Classrooms 5 1,013 20 20 101 101 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 2,040 34 34 68 68 60 50 3,000
Gymnasium 1 10,017 50 50 50 50 200 no max na
Aux. Gym 3 4,079 20 20 61 61 200 no max na
Finess / Weight Room/ Other 1 1,623 25 30 25 30 55 25 1,375
Health/PE Classroom 0 0 0 0 37.5 25 938
# of capacity spaces: 1,296
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Sage Valley Junior High School
Basement

LEGEND
For fhe use of the space as designaled in the SFD's AiM database
| GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines

| YELLOW = the space s minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
[T RED = the space does notalign with SFD guidelines

WHITE = the space is a non-capacify space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Sage Valley JHS
Second Floor

Third Floor

LEGEND
For the use of the space &5 designated in the SFD's AiM database:
[:I GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[ vELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
- RED = the space does nof align with 5FD guidelines
|:] WHITE = the space is a non-capacify space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.20 Twin Spruce Junior High School

SCHOOL: TWIN SPRUCE JUNIOR HIGH Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 7th Street & Gillette Avenue, Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-019-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment: 826  students
Grade Levels/Teams: 3 Grade(s) 7-9 6 # Teams BENCHMARK Utilization Factor (BUF):  85%
Year Built 1925 (1965, 1986) BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):studems
Porableson Site /Use: 3 (1969, 1975) UNRESTRICTED Capacity XBUF: ~ 983 studens
Special Consideratons: Use 3 buildings: 2011 ACTUAL Uflization Factor:  75%
Main (204,694sf), Parish Hall (12,000sf), PE Storage (550sf) In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 108 students
BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 172,246 sq. & 2011-12 Site Size:  13.41 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 826  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 138,475 sq. f. (max) SFD Site Calc:  19.34 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):  1.00
Building is Oversized by: 33,771 sq. t Site Undersized by: 593 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:| 934 _|students
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 124% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 69% In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 108  students
% of2011-12 Enrolment ~ 13%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 934 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)
TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS |
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted)  per Student # of Students NSF
Core Classrooms 24 930 23 25 562 595 37.5 25 938
Science Classrooms 7 1,322 22 22 151 154 60 24 1,440
Special Ed. / Sel-Contained 1 653 8 8 8 8 80 10 800
SpEd Resource/Pull-out 6 625 - - - - - - - no capacity
ACTIVITY SPACES:
CTE Lab (Heavy) 2 931 7 7 15 15 125 25 3,125
CTE Lab (General) 2 1,742 25 29 50 58 60 25 1,500
Computer Lab 2 993 27 26 53 53 375 25 938
Art Classrooms 3 1,212 22 24 66 73 50 25 1,250
Music Classrooms 2 1,708 28 28 57 57 60 50 3,000
Gymnasium 1 11,559 58 58 58 58 200 no max na
Aux. Gym 3 3,692 18 18 55 55 200 no max na
Fitness / Weight Room / Other 1 1,670 25 30 25 30 55 25 1,375
Health/PE Classroom 0 0 0 0 375 25 938
# of capacity spaces: 1,099 1,157
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Twin Spruce Junior High School
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database;
GREEN = the space size aligns with 5FD guidelines
[ YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD quidelines
[ RED = the space doss not align with SFD guidelines
WHITE = the space is a non-capacity space
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Twin Spruce JHS - Second Floor
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For tha use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database;
7] GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
:' YELLOW = the space is minimally smalleror larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD guidelines
WHITE = the space is a non-cagacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Twin Spruce JHS - Third Floor

LEGEND

For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database:
|:| GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[ YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD gudelines
[ RED =the space does not align with SFD guidelines
| WHITE sthe space is a non-capacify space

Twin Spruce JHS - Fourth Floor
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.21 Campbell County High School - North

SCHOOL: CAMPBELL COUNTY HS - NORTH Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically .
Physical Address: 1000 Camel Drive, Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-023-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 876  students
Configuration/Grade Levels: 2 Grade(s) 11-12 BENCHMARK Ultlization Factor (BUF): ~ 85%
Year Built 2 BUILDINGS: 1972 (Main), 1977 (G) BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):| 1,458 |sudents
Portables on Site / Use: 3 (1969, 1975) UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 1,582  students
Special Considerations: Use 2 main buildings: Main (308,917sf), G Bldg (19,600sf), 2011 ACTUAL Utiizaton Factor:  51%
plus various small other out-buildings In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 582  students
BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 304,010 sq. f. 2011-12 Site Size: ~ 57.30 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 876  students
WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 244,463 sq. ft. (max) SFD Site Calc:  34.58 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF):  1.00
Building is Oversized by: 59,547 sq. f. Site Oversized by:  22.72 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:| 1,715 |students
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 124% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 166% In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 839  students

% 0f2011-12 Enrollment ~ 96%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 1,458 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS Note: calculations include mundingl
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students  # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms of Room(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted) — per Student  # of Students NSF
Core Classrooms 35 889 22 24 774 830 37.5 25 938 |5 < 650sf
Science Classrooms 9 1,286 21 21 186 193 60 24 1,440
Special Ed. / Self-Contained 3 723 9 9 27 27 80 10 800
SpEd Resource/Pull-out 11 693 - - - - - - - no capacity 9 > 600SF
ACTIVITY SPACES:
CTE Lab (Heavy) 10 2,793 20 22 198 223 125 25 3,125
CTE Lab (General) 4 1,026 17 17 68 68 60 25 1,500
Computer Lab 5 879 23 23 115 117 37.5 25 938  |1=530SF
Art Classrooms 4 1,126 18 18 72 73 62 25 1,550 |1@ 1,570sf
Music Classrooms 2 1,683 28 28 56 56 60 50 3,000
Gymnasium 1 11,300 57 57 57 57 200 no max na
Auxiliary Gym 2 6,587 33 33 66 66 200 no max na
Fitness / Weight/ Dance / Other 2 2,732 25 50 50 99 55 25 1,375
Health/PE Classroom 1 811 22 22 22 22 375 25 938
Performance/Drama 1 1,132 25 30 25 30 375 25 938 [non-auditorium space
Broadcast/Production Studio 0 0 0 0 62 25 1,550
# of capacity spaces:| 79 | | 1,715 | 1,861
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Campbell County High School - North

First Floor

LEGEND
Farthe use of the space as designaled in the SFD's AiM database: !‘
[Z] GREEN = tha space size akgns with SFO guideines
[T ¥ELLCW = tha spaca s minimally smalar or larger thanSFO guidaines
[0 RED = the space does nal algn with SFD guidelnes
|| WHITE = the spaceis & non-capacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School - North S
Second Floor

Third Floor

LEGEND
For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's Al database:
[:] GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
[ YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does nct align with SFD guidelines
[ WHITE = the space s a non-capacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School — North, G Building

LEGEND

For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database:
[ GREEN = the space size aligns with SFO quidelines
D YELLCAY = the space is minimally smaller or larger than SFD guidelines
[ RED = the space does not align with SFD guidslines
I wHITE = the space i & non-capacity space

CAPACITY ANALYSIS

Page 4-35

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces

FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

4.A.22 Campbell County High School - South

SCHOOL: CAMPBELL COUNTY HS - SOUTH Shaded cells are for input data. Others calculate automatically.
Physical Address: 4001 Saunders Blvd., Gillette 82716 SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) |
AM Reference: 0301-027-0100 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment: 540 students
Configuraton/Grade Levels: 1 Grade(s) 10 BENCHMARK Ufiization Factor (BUF):  85%
Year Buit 1999 BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF):studems
Porfables on Site / Use: UNRESTRICTED Capacity X BUF: 1,075 students
Special Considerations: Verify: Enroliment 2011 ACTUAL Utlizaton Factor:  46%

In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 465  students

BUILDING SIZE & SITE SIZE | [ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor) |
2011 Gross Building Area: 194,483 sq. ft 2011-12 Site Size: 5680 acres 10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment 540 students

WSFD Area (for 2011-12 Capacity): 174,399 sq. f. (max) SFD Site Calc:  30.05 acres OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): ~ 1.00
Building is Oversized by: 20,084 sq. Site Oversized by:  26.75 acres SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR:[ 1,183 Jstudents
Exist. Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 112% % Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 189% In 2011, there was space AVAILABLE for: 643  sfudents

% 0f2011-12 Enrollment ~ 119%
Note: WSFD Area Calculated using: 1,005 Students (Equals 2011-12 SFD Building Capacity)

TEACHING SPACES & CAPACITY CALCULATIONS Note: calculations include roundingl
Existing Building / Use Methodology Notes:
Avg. Size # Students  # Students Total Total Net Area Maximum  reference
CORE LEARNING: #Rooms ofRoom(s) Resricted Unrestricted (Restricted) (Unrestricted)  per Student # of Students NSF
Core Classrooms 26 918 24 24 614 636 375 25 938
Science Classrooms 5 1,791 24 30 120 149 60 24 1,440
Special Ed. / Sel-Contained 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 10 800
SpEd Resource/Pull-out 7 873 - - - - - - - no capacity
ACTIVITY SPACES:
CTE Lab (Heavy) 5 1,828 15 15 73 73 125 25 3,125
CTE Lab (General) 0 0 0 0 60 25 1,500
Computer Lab 4 1,016 27 27 108 108 375 25 938
Art Classrooms 2 1,708 25 28 50 55 62 25 1,550
Music Classrooms 1 2,947 49 49 49 49 60 50 3,000
Gymnasium 1 20,736 104 104 104 104 200 no max na
Auxiliary Gym 1 4,307 22 22 22 22 200 no max na
Fitness / Weight/ Dance / Other 1 2,713 25 49 25 49 55 25 1,375
Health/PE Classroom 0 0 0 0 375 25 938
Performance/Drama 0 0 0 0 37.5 25 938 | non-auditorium space
Broadcast/Production Studio 1 1,157 19 19 19 19 62 25 1,550
# of capacity spaces:| 47 | 1,265
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Plan Diagram: Campbell County High School — South
First Floor
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For the use of the space as designated in the SFD's AiM database

| GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
| YELLOW = the space is minimally smaller or larger than 5FD guidelines

| RED = the space does nof align with 3FD guidelines
WHITE = the space s & non-capacity space

CAPACITY ANALYSIS

Page 4-37

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces

FINAL: March 22, 2013
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School — South
Second Floor
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For the use of the space as designaled in the SFD's AIM database
| GREEN = the space size aligns with SFD guidelines
| YELLOW = the space is minimally smalleror larger thanSFD guidelines
[:' RED = the space does nof align with 3FD guidelines
| WHITE =the space is a non-capacity space
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

E.

District-wide Capacity Summary

The following chart summarizes capacity calculations for 6-12 schools in Campbell SD1:

The charts below illustrate school capacities using the approved SFD methodology.
0] « 4
oE | |QE|ZE|=sE|BE = |QE|Z2E | EE E
<6 |bE|=c |2 |88 |88 | 25|25 |28 |28 ©
U | OW | T |IJWw || adw |aa |aw |om | = X
J J J J J J J J J J J
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6 K-6
10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enroliment 0 435 413 382 346 486 446 453 447 413 3,821
BENCHMARK Utiization Factor (BUF): | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100%
BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF): 0 348 380 382 277 405 432 388 381 382 3,317
2011 ACTUAL Ufilizaton Factor: 0% 0% 109% 125% | 120% | 103% | 117% | 117% | 108% -
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE | 0 87) | (33 0 69) | (81) | (14) | (65) | (66) | (31) (444)
ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor)
OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR: 0 348 380 382 277 405 432 388 381 382 3,377
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE | 0 87) | (33) 0 69) | (81) | (14) | (85 | (66) | (31) (444)
BUILDING SIZE (2011-12)
2011 Gross Building Area: 0 54,512 | 68,210 | 35,057 | 35,086 | 57,032 | 66,065 | 60,857 | 52,963 | 48,302 | |478,084
WSFD GSF (2011-12 Capacity): 0 49,586 | 52,812 0 42,058 | 55,299 | 57,978 | 53,610 | 52,912 | 53,012 | |417,267
(-) = Area NEEDED, (+) = Area AVAILABLE 0 4926 |15,398 | 35,057 | (6,972) | 1,733 | 8,087 | 7,247 51 (4,710) | | 60,817
Exist Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: 0% 110% | 129% 0% 83% | 103% | 114% | 114% | 100% | 91% 115%
SITE SIZE (2011-12)
2011-12 Site Size: | 0.00 9.77 7.98 0.00 2.88 5.69 0.00 10.64 | 5.53 6.72 49.21
SFD Site Calc: | 0.00 7.48 7.80 0.00 6.77 8.05 0.00 7.88 7.81 7.82 53.63
() = Acreage NEEDED, (+) = Acreage AVAILABLE | 000 | 229 | 0.18 | 0.00 | (3.89) | (2.36) | 0.00 | 276 | (2.28) | (1.10) || (4.42)
Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: 0% 131% | 102% 0% 43% 71% 0% 135% | 71% 86% 92%
NOTE:
Capacities for Buffalo Ridge Elementary School and Lakeview Replacement Elementary
School will utilize planning capacities established by the WSFD. Each school will utilize
a planning capacity of 499 students. Future studies should look at actual capacities of
these two schools once they are in service. The capacity shown for Lakeview
Elementary school in the matrix above is the existing Lakeview, not the replacement
school.
NOTE:
The existing Lakeview Elementary School will be replaced with a new school currently in
the planning process. The existing Lakeview capacity will be removed upon opening of
the replacement school and is reflected so in all scenarios. The district would like to
maintain the option to keep the existing Lakeview Elementary School as a temporary
relief to capacity issues dependent upon the selection of the recommended scenario,
funding for recommended remedies and schedule dates for opening of new K-6 schools.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1
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SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS (2011-12) K-6 7-9 7-9 7-9 11-12 10 10-12
10/3/2011 ACTUAL Enrollment | 3,821 826 941 1,767 876 540 1,416
BENCHMARK Uflizaton Factor (BUF): 85% 85% - 85% 85% -
BLDG CAPACITY (Restricted X BUF): | 3,377 934 1,010 1,945 1,458 1,005 2,463
2011 ACTUAL Utilization Factor: 75% 79% - 51% 46% -
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE | (444) 108 69 178 582 465 1,047
ADJUSTED CAPACITY (Loading Factor)
OBSERVATIONAL Loading Factor (OLF): 1.0 1.0 - 1.0 1.0 -
SFD CAPACITY x LOADING FACTOR: | 3,377 934 1,010 1,945 1,715 1,183 2,898
(-) = Space NEEDED, (+) = Space AVAILABLE | (444) 108 69 178 839 643 1,482
BUILDING SIZE (2011-12)
2011 Gross Building Area: | 478,084 || 172,246 | 168,551 || 340,797 || 304,010 | 194,483 || 498,493
WSFD GSF (2011-12 Capacity): |417,267 || 138,475 | 149,743 || 288,218 || 244,463 | 174,399 || 418,862
(-) = Area NEEDED, (+) = Area AVAILABLE | 60,817 || 33,771 | 18,808 52,579 59,547 | 20,084 79,631
Exist. Bldg as % of SFD Calc. Area: | 115% 124% 113% 118% 124% 112% 119%
SITE SIZE (2011-12)
2011-12 Site Size: | 49.21 13.41 21.04 34.45 57.30 56.80 114.10
SFD Site Calc: | 53.63 19.34 20.10 39.45 34.58 30.05 64.63
(-) = Acreage NEEDED, (+) = Acreage AVAILABLE | (4.42) (5.93) 0.94 (5.00) 22.72 26.75 49.47
Existing Site as % of SFD Calc: | 92% 69% 105% 87% 166% 189% 177%
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

5.0

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Option Identification

A.  Scenario Development Overview

Based on the WSFD Methodology to Calculate Capacity, a total of seven scenarios were identified
and discussed with the Campbell County School District and WSFD. After a collaborative review
and discussion, five scenarios were selected for further assessment and cost analysis as part of
the Facility Plan. The five scenarios were then presented to the School District and WSFD for
review and discussion.

The five scenarios included for assessment and cost analysis are:

Scenario 1

CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO INDEPENDENT
COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE 9™ GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM,;
RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD
NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Convert North and South High School Campus into two, independent comprehensive high schools.
Provide renovations at each campus to provide for comprehensive 9-12 educational needs as
independent high schools. Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs. Grade
level change at two Jr. High Schools to go from 7-9 grade levels to 7-8 grade levels. Transition Jr.
High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Build three new elementary schools.

Scenario 2

MOVE 9™ GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH CAMPUS IS 9-10, NORTH
CAMPUS IS 11-12; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Move 9t graders into the high school system. South Campus serves grades 9-10; North Campus
serves grades 11-12. Provide flexibility for future conversion to two independent comprehensive
high schools. Provide addition at South Campus to meet capacity needs. Grade level change at
two Jr. High Schools to go from 7-9 grade levels to 7-8 grade levels. Transition Jr. High Schools to
confirm to 85% utilization. Build three new elementary schools.

Scenario 3

MAINTAIN DISTRICT GRADE LEVEL CONFIGURATION; NO CHANGE TO EXISTING HIGH
SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW 7-9 Jr. HIGH SCHOOL,; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY
SCHOOLS

Maintain existing high school campus system and facilities.  Transition existing Jr. High Schools
to confirm to 85% utilization. Build one new grade 7-9 Jr. High School. Build three new
elementary schools.

Scenario 4

CONVERT SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH SCHOOL.
CONVERT NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 10-12 HIGH SCHOOL. EXPAND
NORTH HIGH SCHOOL TO MEET CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR.
HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

OPTION IDENTIFICATION Page 5-1
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Convert and renovate South High School Campus from a grade 10 high school into a grade 7-9 Jr.
High School. Provide addition and renovate North High School Campus to convert from a grade
11-12 school into a grade 10-12 High School. Transition existing Jr. High Schools to confirm to
85% utilization. Build three new elementary schools.

Scenario 5

COMPLETE GRADE LEVEL TRANSFORMATION OF ALL SCHOOLS WITHIN THE DISTRICT;
EXISTING K-6 SCHOOLS CONVERT TO K-5 GRADE LEVELS; EXISTING GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH
SCHOOLS CONVERT TO GRADE 6-8 MIDDLE SCHOOLS; EXISTING GRADE 10-12 HIGH
SCHOOL CAMPUS CONVERTS TO GRADES 9-12 CAMPUS

Convert grade K-6 elementary schools to K-5 grade levels. Build two new elementary schools.
Convert grade 7-9 Jr. High Schools into Grade 6-8 Middle Schools.

Transition Sage Valley and Twin Spruce Middle Schools to confirm to 85% utilization.

Build one new middle school. Move 9 grade into the high school system. South Campus
converts to a grade 9-10 campus; North Campus stays a grade 11-12 campus.

Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs.

Scenarios Identified but not carried forward to assessment:

Scenario A: CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO
INDEPENDENT COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE ALL 10-12
STUDENTS INTO NORTH UNTIL THE RENOVATION AND ADDITIONS TO
SOUTH ARE COMPLETE; MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL
SYSTEM; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM
CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
This scenario was eliminated for the following reasons:

»  North High School cannot handle the number of combined 9-12
grades, thus this scenario was determined to be unfeasible.

Scenario B: MOVE 9™ GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH CAMPUS
IS 9-10, NORTH CAMPUS IS 11-12; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO
MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; MOVE K-6 SCHOOL
INTO THE SAGE VALLEY JR. HIGH FACILITY TO CREATE TWO
SCHOOLS ON THIS CAMPUS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
This scenario was eliminated for the following reasons:

» District expressed a strong reluctance to place K-6 school on the Jr.
High campus

»  Community has a strong reluctance to have a K-6 school placed on
the Jr. High campus

»  With the K-6 taking capacity at this school, a future addition will be
required for the Jr. High. There is not site area available to
accommodate a future addition. Thus, this scenario was determined
to be unfeasible.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

B.

Scenario 1

CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO INDEPENDENT
COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE 9™ GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM;
RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS;
BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

1.

5.

Convert North and South High School Campus into two, independent comprehensive
high schools. Provide renovations at each campus to provide for comprehensive 9-12
educational needs as independent high schools.

Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs.

Grade level change at two Jr. High Schools to go from 7-9 grade levels to 7-8 grade
levels. Transition Jr. High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Renovate to provide
teacher planning facilities (this will decrease available teaching stations but increase
utilization).

Incorporate capacity increases with Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools.
Utilize planning capacity of 499 students each for these two schools.

Build three new elementary schools.

The following comments pertain to this scenario:

Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by moving 9t graders into the
high school system.

Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools have a planned capacity assigned by
the WSFD of 499 students.

Capacity utilizing the WSFD approved methodology was used for Hillcrest and Prairie
Wind Elementary Schools. These are two prototype schools that originally had a
planning capacity of 499 prior to State Statute requirements for classroom capacity. As
such, we recommend utilizing the capacity identified with the approved methodology
rather than the planning capacity. This is consistent with our approach on other schools
within the State.

Hillcrest Elementary School contains a district wide SPED program which effectively
lowers its capacity. We point this out because Hillcrest and Prairie Wind are similar
prototype schools but are shown with dissimilar capacities.

Confirm timing for opening of new elementary school B. If actual enroliments are below
projections, that school may be able to open a year later.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Currently Planned or Under Construction Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current | Planned Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Levels Increase
Buffalo Ridge | K-6 Fall 2012 0 499 499 0 sf
Elementary
Lakeview K-6 Fall 2013 382 499 117 0 sf
Elementary

*Capacities shown for these two schools are planning capacities established by the WSFD. Future
studies should look at actual capacities of these two schools once they are in service.

Proposed New K-6 Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Levels Increase Const
SchoolA- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolB- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolC- | K-6 Fall 2018 0 483 483 63,944
sf
Proposed Grade Level Change to Existing Jr. High Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Increase
Sage Valley | 7-8 Fall 2016 1,010 1,010 0 0 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-8 Fall 2016 934 934 0 0 sf
Jr. High
Proposed Renovations to 7-8 Schools for Staff Planning Areas
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Decrease
Sage Valley | 7-8 Fall 2016 1,010 885 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-8 Fall 2016 934 809 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High

*these renovations enable the school to adhere to the classroom utilization requirements- confirm #
of staff members to be accommodated with school district @ 75 sf per staff member,
(accommodates 12 staff members in a 900 sf room)
*Parish Hall located at Twin Spruce Jr. High is currently high on the WSFD condition index. Should
it be scheduled for removal/replacement, future planning should incorporate classroom and staff

planning needs as a result.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Proposed Grade Level Change of North and South Campus into 9-12 High Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of

Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Increase

South High | 9-12 Fall 2016 1,005 1,005 0 24,373

School sf

North High 9-12 Fall 2016 1,458 1,458 0 0 sf

School

Proposed Addition to South High Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of

Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Levels Increase

South High | 9-12 Fall 2016 1,005 1,458 453 70,064 sf

School

K-6 Grade Levels

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 3,821 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 3,367 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 5,230 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 5,432 students

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 202 students

Enroliment Growth AY2011/2021 1,409 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 2,065 students

7-8 Grade Levels

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 1,224 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 1,944 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 1,666 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 1,694 students (includes deduction of 250)

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 28 students

Enroliment Growth AY2011/2021 442 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 (250) students (includes deduction of 250)

9-12 Grade Levels

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 2,055 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 2,463 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 2,895 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 2,916 students

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 21students

Enroliment Growth AY2011/2021 840 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 453 students
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #1
K-6 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT VS. CAPACITY
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4,000
AY2014-15
AYZ2012-13 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,993
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A¥2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY 3,377
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ACADEMIC YEAR

SCENARIO 1: GRADES K-6
SCHOOLYFAR. 20110 2012 2013 2014 2015 201R 2mA7 AMA& 2019 20R0 D0x 2032 2o

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3,876 3,876 3,993 4950 4959 4950 5442 5442 5442 5442 5442 5442
-EMROLLMENT 3,821 4,041 4,180 4358 4505 4,687 4814 4965 5083 5230 5377 5505 5672
AVAILABLE CAPACITY,  (444)  (165) (304)  [365) 454 272 145 477 355 212 85 (83)  (230)
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

2,500

2,000

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #1

7-8 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,944

AY2016-17 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE

AY2016-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,684
RENOVATE TO ADD STAFF PLANNING AREAS
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2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2015 2020 2021
ACADEMIC YEAR
PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE
SCENARIO 1: GRADES 7-8
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2013 2020
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1944 1944 1944 1944 1944 1694 1694 1694 1694 1694
- ENROLLMENT
AVAILABLE CAPACITY 177 68 15 28 (50) 314 239 148 85 28
OPTION IDENTIFICATION Page 5-7

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces

FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #1
9-12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

AY2016-17 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE
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ACADEMIC YEAR
PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE
SCENARIO 1: GRADES 9-12
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,916 2,916 2,916 2,916 2,916
- ENROLLMENT 1,512 1,569 1,654 1,752 1,823 2,519 2,571 2,635 2,755 2,895
AVAILABLE CAPACITY a51 894 809 711 &40 97 345 81 157 21
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

C.

Scenario 2

MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH CAMPUS IS 9-10, NORTH
CAMPUS IS 11-12; PROVIDE RENOVATION AND ADDITION TO SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL
CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

1.

Move 9t grade into the high school system. South Campus converts to a grade 9-10
campus; North Campus stays a grade 11-12 campus.

Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs.

Plan south addition to allow flexibility for future conversion of south into a comprehensive
9-12 high school.

Grade level change at two Jr. High Schools to go from 7-9 grade levels to 7-8 grade
levels. Transition Jr. High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Renovate to provide
teacher planning facilities (this will decrease available teaching stations but increase
utilization).

Incorporate capacity increases with Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools.

Build three new elementary schools.

The following comments pertain to this scenario:

Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within
the district, but provides flexibility to convert to two independent comprehensive
high schools in the future should capacity reach a level at which this was
desirable to the district.

Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by moving 9t graders into the
high school system.

Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools have a planned capacity assigned by
the WSFD of 499 students.

Capacity utilizing the WSFD approved methodology was used for Hillcrest and Prairie
Wind Elementary Schools. These are two prototype schools that originally had a
planning capacity of 499 prior to State Statute requirements for classroom capacity. As
such, we recommend utilizing the capacity identified with the approved methodology
rather than the planning capacity. This is consistent with our approach on other schools
within the State.

Hillcrest Elementary School contains a district wide SPED program which effectively
lowers its capacity. We point this out because Hillcrest and Prairie Wind are similar
prototype schools but are shown with dissimilar capacities.

Confirm timing for opening of new elementary school B. If actual enroliments are below
projections, that school may be able to open a year later.

OPTION IDENTIFICATION Page 5-9

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22,2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Currently Planned or Under Construction Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current | Planned Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Levels Increase
Buffalo Ridge | K-6 Fall 2012 0 499 499 0 sf
Elementary
Lakeview K-6 Fall 2013 382 499 117 0 sf
Elem.

*Capacities shown for these two schools are planning capacities established by the WSFD. Future
studies should look at actual capacities of these two schools once they are in service.

Proposed New K-6 Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Levels Increase Const
SchoolA- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolB- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolC- | K-6 Fall 2018 0 483 483 63,944
sf
Proposed Grade Level Change to Existing Jr. High Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Increase
Sage Valley | 7-8 Fall 2016 1,010 1,010 0 0 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-8 Fall 2016 934 934 0 0 sf
Jr. High
Proposed Renovations to 7-8 Schools for Staff Planning Areas
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Decrease
Sage Valley | 7-8 Fall 2016 1,010 885 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-8 Fall 2016 934 809 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High

*these renovations enable the school to adhere to the classroom utilization requirements- confirm #
of staff members to be accommodated with school district @ 75 sf per staff member,
(accommodates 12 staff members in a 900 sf room)
*Parish Hall located at Twin Spruce Jr. High is currently high on the WSFD condition index. Should
it be scheduled for removal/replacement, future planning should incorporate classroom and staff

planning needs as a result.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Proposed Grade Level Change to Existing High School

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of

Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Levels Increase

South 9-10 Fall 2016 1,005 1,005 0 16,323

Campus sf

Proposed Additions to High School Campus

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of

Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Levels Increase

South 9-10 Fall 2016 1,005 1,605 600 94,711 sf

Campus

K-6 Grade Levels

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 3,821 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 3,367 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 5,230 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 5,432 students

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 202 students

Enroliment Growth AY2011/2021 1,409 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 2,065 students

7-8 Grade Levels

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 1,224 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 1,944 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 1,666 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 1,694 students (includes deduction of 250)

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 28 students

Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 442 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 (250) students (includes deduction of 250)

9-12 Grade Levels Combined

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 2,055 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 2,463 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 2,895 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 3,063 students

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 168 students

Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 840 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 600 students

9-10 South Campus

Enrollment AY 2011/2012 1,088 students

Capacity AY 2011/2012 1,005 students

Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 1,588 students

Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 1,605 students

Available Capacity AY2020/2021 17 students

Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 500 students

Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 600 students
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

11-12 North Campus

Enroliment
Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity
Available Capacity

Enrollment Growth

Capacity Growth

OPTION IDENTIFICATION

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

967 students
1,458 students
1,307 students
1,458 students
151 students

340 students
0 students
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #2
K-6 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY
&,000
AY2018-19 BUILDING CAPACITY = 5,442 "
5 500 HEW SCHOOL 'C' WITH CAPACITY OF 483
5,000
4,500
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TWO NEW SCHOOLS {'A° & "B') WITH CAPACITY OF 483 EACH
4,000
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BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,876 LAKEVIEW REPLACEMEMNT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AT 499
21,500 BUFFALD RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AT 499 |NET INCREASE OF 117)
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY 3,377
3,000
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ACADEMIC YEAR
SCENARIO 2: GRADES K-6
SCHOOL YEAR 011 0132 013 2014 015 016 2017 2018 2014 2020 021 022 2023
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3876 3876 3,993 | 4,959 4959 4959 5442 5442 5447 5442 5442 5442
-ENROLLMENT 3,821 4041 4,180 4,358 4,505 4687 4,814 4965 5083 5230 5377 5525 5,672
AVAILABLE CAPACITY  (444)  [165)  (304)  (365) 454 272 145 477 359 212 &5 (#3) (230
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #2
7-8 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY
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SCENARIO 2: GRADES 7-8
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2D14§ 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1944 1944 1944 1944 1944 1694 1694 1694 1694 1694
- ENROLLMENT

AVAILABLE CAPACITY 177 68 15 28 (50) 314 239 148 85 28
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #2
9-10 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

AY2016-17 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE

2,000
AY2016-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,605
LARGE ADDITION TO SOUTH 600 CAPACITY
I ::
1,500
S ) 304
= 1,280
E 1,17
Q
o
Z
“ 1,000 - - — -
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPALCITY = 1,004
CAPACITY OF SOUTH OMLY
S00
a
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2015 2020

ACADEMIC YEAR

SCENARIO 2: GRADES 9-10 - SOUTH HIGH 5CHOOL CAPACITY
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,005 1,005 1,005 1,005 1,005 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605
-EMROLLMENT| 1,088 1,170 1,280 1,301 1,304 1,320 1,367 1,418 1,496 1,588
AVAILABLE CAPACITY (83) [165) (275) (296) (299 285 238 187 109 17
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #2

11-12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

2,000

AYZOL1-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,458

1,500

|

ENROLLMENT
.

500
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
ACADEMIC YEAR
SCEMNARIO 2: GRADES 11-12 - NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 013, 2014 2015 2016 017, 2018 2019 2020
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458
- ENROLLMENT 967 1,009 1,034 1,081 1,182 1,198 1,204 1,217 1,263 1,307
AVAILABLE CAPACITY 491 449 424 377 276 260 254 241 195 151
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

D.

Scenario 3

MAINTAIN DISTRICT GRADE LEVEL CONFIGURATION; NO CHANGE TO EXISTING HIGH
SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM
CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW 7-9 Jr. HIGH SCHOOL; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

1.

2.

Maintain current split campus high school system. No change to high school facilities.
Transition existing Jr. High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Renovate to provide
teacher planning facilities (this will decrease available teaching stations but increase
utilization).

Construct one new grade 7-9 Jr. High School.

Incorporate capacity increases with Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools.

Build three new elementary schools.

The following comments pertain to this scenario:

Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within the
district.

Scenario does not take advantage of available capacity at High School to alleviate
capacity issues in the Jr. High schools.

Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools through construction of a third
Jr. High School.

Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools have a planned capacity assigned by
the WSFD of 499 students.

Capacity utilizing the WSFD approved methodology was used for Hillcrest and Prairie
Wind Elementary Schools. These are two prototype schools that originally had a
planning capacity of 499 prior to State Statute requirements for classroom capacity. As
such, we recommend utilizing the capacity identified with the approved methodology
rather than the planning capacity. This is consistent with our approach on other schools
within the State.

Hillcrest Elementary School contains a district wide SPED program which effectively
lowers its capacity. We point this out because Hillcrest and Prairie Wind are similar
prototype schools but are shown with dissimilar capacities.

Confirm timing for opening of new elementary school B. If actual enroliments are below
projections, that school may be able to open a year later.

Scenario has significant impacts to district transportation costs. Additional costs are
estimated to be approximately $600,000 per year.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Currently Planned or Under Construction Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current | Planned Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Grade I
ncrease
Levels
Buffalo Ridge | K-6 Fall 2012 0 499 499 0 sf
Elementary
Lakeview K-6 Fall 2013 382 499 117 0 sf
Elem.

*Capacities shown for these two schools are planning capacities established by the WSFD. Future
studies should look at actual capacities of these two schools once they are in service.

Proposed New K-6 Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Increase Const.
Levels
SchoolA- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolB- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolC- | K-6 Fall 2018 0 483 483 63,944
sf
Proposed Renovations to 7-9 Schools for Staff Planning Areas
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Decrease
Levels
Sage Valley | 7-9 Fall 2014 1,010 885 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-9 Fall 2014 934 809 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High

*these renovations enable the school to adhere to the classroom utilization requirements- confirm #
of staff members to be accommodated with school district @ 75 sf per staff member,
(accommodates 12 staff members in a 900 sf room)
*Parish Hall located at Twin Spruce Jr. High is currently high on the WSFD condition index. Should
it be scheduled for removal/replacement, future planning should incorporate classroom and staff

planning needs as a result.

Proposed New 7-9 Jr. High School

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New

Grade
Increase Const.

Levels
SchoolD- | 7-9 Fall 2016 0 818 818 121,277
sf
OPTION IDENTIFICATION Page 5-18
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

K-6 Grade Levels
Enrollment

Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity

Enrollment Growth
Capacity Growth

7-9 Grade Levels
Enroliment

Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity
plus addition of 818)

Enrollment Growth
Capacity Growth
plus addition of 818)

10-12 Grade Levels
Enrollment

Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity

Enroliment Growth
Capacity Growth

OPTION IDENTIFICATION

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

3,821 students
3,367 students
5,230 students
5,432 students

202 students

1,409 students
2,065 students

1,767 students
1,944 students
2,453 students
2,512 students

59 students

686 students
568 students

1,512 students
2,463 students
2,108 students
2,463 students

355 students

596 students
0 students

(includes deduction of 250

(includes deduction of 250
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #3
K-6 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY
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4,000
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3,000
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SCEMARIO 3: GRADES K-&
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3876 3,876 3,993
-EMROLLMENT 3,821 4041 4,180 4,358

ACADEMIC YEAR

2015 2016 2017 2018 201% 2020

4,959 4959 5442 5442 5442 5442
4,505 4687 4,314 4965 5083 5230

2021 2022 2023

5442 5442 5442
3,377 | 53525 5,672

AVAILABLE CAPACITY (444}  [165)  (304)  (365)

454 272 628 477 359 212
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #3
7-9 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY
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1,500
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SCEMARIO 3: GRADES 7-9
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,943 1,943 1,543 1,694 1,654 1,694 2,512 2,512 2,512 2,512
- ENROLLMENT : 37! 329 1,01 1,9 £

AVAILABLE CAPACITY 176 &7 14 ﬂ22] (300) (332) 346 270 115 59
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

SCENARIO #3
10-12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

2,500

AY2011-12 BLILDING CAPACITY = 2,463

ENROLLMENT

1,000
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

ACADEMIC YEAR

SCEMARIO 3: GRADES 10-12
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463 2,463
- ENROLLMENT

AVAILABLE CAPACITY 951 894 209 711 &40 580 &02 224 452 355
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

E.

Scenario 4

CONVERT SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH SCHOOL.
CONVERT NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 10-12 HIGH SCHOOL. EXPAND
NORTH HIGH SCHOOL TO MEET CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR.
HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

1.

2.

4.
5.

Convert South High School Campus from a grade 10 high school into a grade 7-9 Jr.
High School. Renovate South building to conform to Jr. High educational needs.
Convert North High School Campus from a grade 11-12 school into a grade 10-12 High
School. Renovate and provide addition to accommodate grade level restructuring and
additional capacity.

Transition existing Jr. High Schools to confirm to 85% utilization. Renovate to provide
teacher planning facilities (this will decrease available teaching stations but increase
utilization).

Incorporate capacity increases with Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools.
Build three new elementary schools.

The following comments pertain to this scenario:

Scenario takes advantage of available capacity within high schools by converting south
campus into a Jr. High.

Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by creating a third Jr. High.
Scenario allows existing Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through
renovations to provide staff planning offices.

Scenario eliminates current split campus system and creates a single high school
within the district with minimal opportunity to transform to a two high school
district. This will be a very large high school.

Scenario requires significant renovations at South campus to accommodate grade 7-9
educational needs.

Scenario requires renovations at north campus to accommodate grade 10 educational
needs.

Scenario expands north campus.

Scenario could incorporate alternate to replace North with a new school ifiwhen
suitability needs index allowed. However it is difficult to align these schedules.
Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Scenario doesn't take grade 9 out of Jr. Highs.

Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools have a planned capacity assigned by
the WSFD of 499 students.

Capacity utilizing the WSFD approved methodology was used for Hillcrest and Prairie
Wind Elementary Schools. These are two prototype schools that originally had a
planning capacity of 499 prior to State Statute requirements for classroom capacity. As
such, we recommend utilizing the capacity identified with the approved methodology
rather than the planning capacity. This is consistent with our approach on other schools
within the State.

Hillcrest Elementary School contains a district wide SPED program which effectively
lowers its capacity. We point this out because Hillcrest and Prairie Wind are similar
prototype schools but are shown with dissimilar capacities.

Confirm timing for opening of new elementary school B. If actual enroliments are below
projections, that school may be able to open a year later.

Scenario has significant impacts to district transportation costs. Additional costs are
estimated to be approximately $600,000 per year.
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»  North High School is high on the WSFD condition index, thus, scenarios that involve
utilizing it as a single high school should strongly consider a replacement high school as
an alternate.

Currently Planned or Under Construction Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current | Planned Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Grade I
ncrease
Levels
Buffalo Ridge | K-6 Fall 2012 0 499 499 0 sf
Elementary
Lakeview K-6 Fall 2013 382 499 117 0 sf
Elem.

*Capacities shown for these two schools are planning capacities established by the WSFD. Future
studies should look at actual capacities of these two schools once they are in service.

Proposed New K-6 Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Increase Const.
Levels
SchoolA- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolB- | K-6 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolC- | K-6 Fall 2017 0 483 483 63,944
sf
Proposed Renovations to 7-9 Schools for Staff Planning Areas
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity Renov.
i Decrease
Levels
Sage Valley | 7-9 Fall 2014 1,010 885 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 7-9 Fall 2014 934 809 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High

*these renovations enable the school to adhere to the classroom utilization requirements- confirm #
of staff members to be accommodated with school district @ 75 sf per staff member,
(accommodates 12 staff members in a 900 sf room)
*Parish Hall located at Twin Spruce Jr. High is currently high on the WSFD condition index. Should
it be scheduled for removal/replacement, future planning should incorporate classroom and staff

planning needs as a result.

Proposed Conversion of South High School Campus into a Grade 7-9 Jr. High School

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity Renov.
Ll Increase
Levels
South Jr. 7-9 Fall 2016 1,005 1,005 0 48,362sf
High
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Proposed Conversion of North High School Campus into a Grade 10-12 High School

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity f-apaclty Renov.
ncrease
Levels
North High 10-12 Fall 2016 1,458 1,458 0 0 sf
School
Proposed Addition to North High School
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity f:apamty Addition
ncrease
Levels
North High | 10-12 Fall 2016 1,458 2,208 750 125,752
School sf
Alternate #1 - Construct Replacement for North High School
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity Const.
Increase
Levels
North High | 10-12 Fall 2016 0 2,208 2,208 370,215
School sf
K-6 Grade Levels
Enrollment AY 2011/2012 3,821 students
Capacity AY 2011/2012 3,367 students
Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 5,230 students
Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 5,432 students
Available Capacity AY2020/2021 202 students
Enroliment Growth AY2011/2021 1,409 students
Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 2,065 students
7-9 Grade Levels
Enrollment AY 2011/2012 1,767 students
Capacity AY 2011/2012 1,944 students
Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 2,453 students
Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 2,699 students (includes deduction of 250
plus addition of 1,005)
Available Capacity AY2020/2021 246 students
Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 686 students
Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 755 students (includes deduction of 250
plus addition of 1,005)
10-12 Grade Levels
Enrollment AY 2011/2012 1,512 students
Capacity AY 2011/2012 1,458 students
Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 2,108 students
Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 2,208 students
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Available Capacity AY2020/2021 100 students
Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 596 students
Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 750 students
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SCENARIO #4
K-6 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT VS, CAPACITY

5,000
672
AY2017-18 BUILDING CAPACITY = 5,442
5,500 NEW SCHOOL 'C' WITH CAPACITY OF 483
F---..-----------..--- - -
: 5377
I
I
spo0 '
4300 4358 AY2015-16 BUILDING CAPACITY = 4,959
TWO NEW SCHOOLS (‘A" & "B') WITH CAPACITY OF 483 EACH
4,000
- A¥2014-15
AY2012-13 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,993
BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,876 LAKEVIEW REPLACEMENT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL AT 439
RIIFFAICY RINGF FIFMFNTARY SCHOO AT 4594 {MET INCREASE OF 117}
3,500
AY2011-12 BUILDMNG CAPACITY 3,377
3,000
2011 012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 20138 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
ACADEMIC YEAR
SCENARIO 4: GRADES K-B
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 20181 2018 20200 2021 2022 2023
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3,876 3,876 3993 4,959 4,959 4,959 5442 5442 5442 | 5442 5442 5442
-ENROLLMENT 3,821 4,041 4,180 4,358 4505 4687 4,814 4965 5083 5230 5377 5525 5672
AVAILABLE CAPACITY  (444) [165)  (304) [365) 454 272 145 477 359 212 65 (83) (230)
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SCENARIO #4
7-9 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT VS. CAPACITY

3,000
e —
1 AY206-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 2,659
: SOUTH CONVERSION TO JUNIOR HIGH (+1,005)
2 500 1 SAGE [-125], TWIN SPRUCE [-125) FOR STAFF PLANNING AREAS
r i
i 2,397 -
£ 1 2,453
w I
2 i
= ]
=] I
] I
- i
[Y¥)
2,000
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,944
TWIN SPRUCE [934) + SAGE VALLEY [1,010)
1,500
2011 2012 03 24 2015 2ma 07 2018 2019 2020
ACADEMIC YEAR
SCENARIO 4: GRADES 7-9
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 212 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
SED CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,944 2,699 2,699 2,699 2,699 2,699
-ENROLLMENT 1,767 1,876 1,929 1,916 1,984 2,026 2,166 2,242 2,397 2,453
AMAILABLE CAPACITY 177 68 15 28 (50) 673 533 457 302 246
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SCENARIO #4
10-12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

AY2016-17 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE

2,500
A¥2016-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 2,208
LARGEADRITON TRMOBTH 28 cciiansanssnssansnns snnsnnansasnnsnsanansns:
2,183
2,000 2,108
1,939 1971
/ 1861
1,500
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,458
MORTH CAPACITY OMLY
11 -12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

ACADEMIC YEAR

SCEMARIO 4: GRADES 10-12 - SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2019 2020 2021 2022

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 2,208 2,208 2,208 2,208 2,208 2,208 2,208
- ENROLLMENT 1873 1861 1,939 1971 2108 2183 23

AVAILABLE CAPACITY 4391 445 424 a7 276 335 347 269 237 100 25 {124)
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F.

Scenario 5

COMPLETE GRADE LEVEL TRANSFORMATION OF ALL SCHOOLS WITHIN THE DISTRICT;
EXISTING K-6 SCHOOLS CONVERT TO K-5 GRADE LEVELS; EXISTING GRADE 7-9 JR.
HIGH SCHOOLS CONVERT TO GRADE 6-8 MIDDLE SCHOOLS; EXISTING GRADE 10-12
HIGH SCHOOL SPLIT CAMPUS CONVERTS TO GRADES 9-12 SPLIT CAMPUS

1.

Convert grade K-6 elementary schools to K-5 grade levels. This will reduce capacity at
all existing schools due to a higher percentage of K-3 grade level students within the
schools.

Incorporate capacity increases with Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview Elementary Schools.
Build two new elementary schools.

Convert grade 7-9 Jr. High Schools into Grade 6-8 Middle Schools.

Transition Sage Valley and Twin Spruce Middle Schools to confirm to 85% utilization.
Renovate to provide teacher planning facilities (this will decrease available teaching
stations but increase utilization).

Build one new middle school.

Move 9t grade into the high school system. South Campus converts to a grade 9-10
campus; North Campus stays a grade 11-12 campus.

Provide addition at South High School to meet capacity needs.

Plan south addition to allow flexibility for future conversion of south into a comprehensive
9-12 high school.

The following comments pertain to this scenario:

Scenario reduces capacity issue at elementary schools transforming grade 7-9 Jr. High
Schools into grade 6-8 Middle Schools.

Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-5 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Scenario does not align existing K-5 school capacity with grade level capacity
needs.

Scenario requires forced mobilization due to boundary modifications.

Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

Scenario does not alleviate capacity issues at Twin Spruce and Sage Valley.
Scenario only shifts 9th grade out and 6t grade in. Thus, scenario requires
construction of a new middle school.

Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within the
district, but provides flexibility to convert to two independent comprehensive high schools
in the future should capacity reach a level at which this was desirable to the district.
Scenario has significant impacts to district transportation costs. Additional costs are
estimated to be approximately $600,000 per year.

Scenario has significant impacts to district due to transition into Middle Schools. Costs
are driven by Department of Education requirements. Cost impact is estimated to be
approximately $700,000.
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Currently Planned or Under Construction Schools

School Proposed | Completion Current | Planned Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Grade I
ncrease
Levels
Buffalo Ridge | K-5 Fall 2012 0 499 499 0 sf
Elementary
Lakeview K-5 Fall 2013 382 499 117 0 sf
Elem.

*Capacities shown for these two schools are planning capacities established by the WSFD. Future
studies should look at actual capacities of these two schools once they are in service.

Proposed New K-5 Schools
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Increase Const.
Levels
SchoolA- | K-5 Fall 2015 0 483 483 63,944
sf
SchoolB- | K-5 Fall 2018 0 483 483 63,944
sf
Capacity Reductions at Elementary Schools due to Grade Level Reconfiguration
School Proposed | Completion Current Revised Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
Decrease
Levels
Buffalo Ridge | K-5 Fall 2015 499 481 18 3,000 sf
Elem.
Conestoga K-5 Fall 2015 348 334 14 3,000 sf
Elem.
Hillcrest Elem. | K-5 Fall 2015 380 365 15 3,000 sf
Lakeview K-5 Fall 2015 499 481 18 3,000 sf
Elem.
Meadowlark K-5 Fall 2015 277 266 1 3,000 sf
Elem.
Paintbrush K-5 Fall 2015 405 389 16 3,000 sf
Elem.
Prairie Wind K-5 Fall 2015 432 415 17 3,000 sf
Elem.
Pronghorn K-5 Fall 2015 388 372 16 3,000 sf
Elem.
Sunflower K-5 Fall 2015 381 366 15 3,000 sf
Elem.
Wagon Wheel | K-5 Fall 2015 382 365 15 3,000 sf
Elem.
Proposed Renovations to 6-8 Schools and inclusion of Staff Planning Areas
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School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
il Decrease
Levels
Sage Valley | 6-8 Fall 2014 1,010 885 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High
Twin Spruce | 6-8 Fall 2014 934 809 125 4,500 sf
Jr. High

*these renovations enable the school to adhere to the classroom utilization requirements- confirm #
of staff members to be accommodated with school district @ 75 sf per staff member,
(accommodates 12 staff members in a 900 sf room)
*Parish Hall located at Twin Spruce Jr. High is currently high on the WSFD condition index. Should
it be scheduled for removal/replacement, future planning should incorporate classroom and staff

planning needs as a result.

Proposed New 6-8 Middle School

School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity New
Increase Const.
Levels
SchoolC- | 6-8 Fall 2016 0 700 700 104,745
sf
Proposed Grade Level Change to Existing High School
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Renov.
i Increase
Levels
South 9-10 Fall 2014 1,005 1,005 0 16,323
Campus sf
Proposed Additions to High School Campus
School Proposed | Completion Current New Net SF of
Grade Date Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | Addition
Increase
Levels
South 9-10 Fall 2015 1,005 1,605 600 94,711 sf
Campus
K-5 Grade Levels
Enrollment AY 2011/2012 3,310 students
Capacity AY 2011/2012 3,244 students (calculated as if these
schools were functioning as  K-5 schools) (does not include Buffalo Ridge and Lakeview schools)
Projected Enroliment AY2020/2021 4,518 students
Projected Capacity AY2020/2021 4,790 students
Available Capacity AY2020/2021 262 students
Enrollment Growth AY2011/2021 1,208 students
Capacity Growth AY2011/2021 1,546 students
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6-8 Grade Levels

Enroliment
Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity
plus addition of 682)
Available Capacity

Enroliment Growth

Capacity Growth

plus addition of 682)

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

9-12 Grade Levels Combined

Enroliment
Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity

Enroliment Growth

Capacity Growth

9-10 South Campus

Enroliment
Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity

Enroliment Growth

Capacity Growth

11-12 North Campus

Enroliment
Capacity

Projected Enroliment
Projected Capacity

Available Capacity

Enrollment Growth

Capacity Growth

OPTION IDENTIFICATION

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021
AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

AY 2011/2012
AY 2011/2012
AY2020/2021
AY2020/2021

AY2020/2021

AY2011/2021
AY2011/2021

1,735 students
1,944 students
2,377 students
2,394 students

17 students

642 students
450 students

2,055 students
2,463 students
2,895 students
3,063 students

168 students

840 students
600 students

1,088 students
1,005 students
1,588 students
1,605 students

17 students
500 students
600 students

967 students

1,458 students
1,307 students
1,458 students

151 students

340 students
0 students

(includes deduction of 250

(includes deduction of 250
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SCENARIO #5

K-5 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT VS. CAPACITY

5,500
5,000 AY2018-19 BUILDING CAPACITY = 4,804 1,80
NEVLSCHAOL B NTH CAPACITY OFABR. - o e e m e
AY2015-16 BUILDING CAPACITY = 4,321 1
4,500 MEW SCHOOL A" WATH CAPACITY OF 483 :
! GARADE LEVEL RECOMFIGURATION { !55] i
................... i
=
1
i
E 4000 i
= AY2014-15 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,993
S LAKEVIEW REPLACEMENT ELEMENTARY [NET INCREASE +117)
2
& 3,500 AY2012-13 BUILDING CAPACITY = 3,876
BUFFALD RIDGE ELEMENTARY 493 CAPACITY
AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY 3,377
3,000
2,500
011 2012 FOL3 2014 FOLS 2016 2017 FOLR 2019 Z020 2021 FOF2 2023
ACADEMIC YEAR
SCEMARIO 5: GRADES k-5
SCHOOLYEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 3,377 3876 3,876 3,993 4321 4321 4321 4804 4804 4804 4804 4804 4,804
-EMROLLMENT 3,310 3499 3,652 3,777 3937 4043 4172 4268 4394 4519 4644 4,770 4,895
AVAILABLE CAPACITY &7 377 224 716 384 278 145 536 410 285 160 34 {91)
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SCENARIO #5
6-8 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT VS. CAPACITY

AY2016-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 2,354

2,500
BLILD MIDDLE SCHOOL "'C WITH 700 CAPACITY

2,000

AY2011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1 944

Ssspnnsnnnnslasfessssnnnnnnnnmny

ENROLLMENT

12014-15 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,694
SAGF (-175), TWIN SPRLICE (-125) FOR STAFF PLANNING ARFAS
1,500
1,000
ama 202 M3 2014 25 2016 amz 2018 2ma 2020 2021

ACADEMIC YEAR

SCEMNARIO 5: GRADES 6-8
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 20149 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,944 1,944 1,944 1,654 1,694 2,394 2,354 2,394 2,394 2,354
- ENROLLMENT 1,735 1,808 1,797 1,865 1,899 2,024 2,098 2,242 2,298 2,377

AMAILABLE CAPACITY 209 136 147 1171} (205) 370 295 152 96 17
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SCENARIO #5
9-10 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

2,000 AY2014-15 PROPOSED GRADE LEVEL CHANGE

AY2016-17 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,605
ADCITICH 10 SOUTH FEeH SCHODL OF 00 ADDTIONM SAPRCTTE

1,653

1,588

— =

AYZ011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,005
CAPACITY FOR SOUTH

EMROLLMENT

560

10 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT

2011 2012 2013 20L4 2015 2016 2017 2018 019 2020 2021
ACADEMIC YEAR

SCENARIO 5: GRADES 9-10 SOUTH HIGH 5CHOOL CAPACITY
SCHOOL YEAR 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,005 1,005 1,005 1,005 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605

- ENROLLMENT 545 560 620
AVAILABLE CAPACITY 460 445 385 (296) 301 285 238 187 109 17
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SCENARIO #5
11-12 PROJECTED ENROLLMENT V5. CAPACITY

2,000
1,500
AYZ011-12 BUILDING CAPACITY = 1,458
= CAPACITY OF NORTH DMLY 1,383
had
E 1,307
a 1,263
1,217
g 1,182 1,138 R
w
1,0E1
1,000 1,034
1,009
500
2011 2012 2013 014 2015 016 2017 2018 2019 2020 021
ACADEMIC YEAR
SCENARIO 5: GRADES 11-12 - NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAPACITY

SCHOOL YEAR ‘ 2011‘ 2012 2013 2014 2015 20 IE| 2017 2018 2019

SFD CAPACITY CALCULATIONS 1,458 1,458
- ENROLLMENT
AVAILABLE CAPACITY

1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458 1,458
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Option Assessment

A.

Assessment Criteria

The five scenarios developed as part of this study were assessed based on the three
level scoring matrices. The first level was a general test of the scenario feasibility. The
basic questions was, “Is the scenario feasible or is there a factor or factors that render
the scenario infeasible?” Infeasibility can be described as educationally or functionally
infeasible. Based on that basic question, two of the scenarios were deemed to be
infeasible. All were then evaluated based on a second level of analysis.

The second level assessed each scenario based on the following criteria.

1.

2.

Educational Impacts - Does the scenario provide adequate space to meet
the educational specifications necessary to support the educational plan?
Operational Impacts — Does the scenario result in better operational
efficiencies for the District?

Site Impacts — How does the scenario impact the site or is the scenario
impacted by the site?

Community Impacts — Does the scenario address community concerns or
does it result in developing issues that the community will have concerns
with?

District specific and unique issues - Each of the 4 above criteria were also
evaluated against district specific and unique issues related to that particular
category.
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Each criteria was evaluated on a five (5) point scale where a mark of three (3)
represents a neutral score. In addition, each criterion was weighted on a five point
importance factor scale. Higher points were assigned to more significant criteria in the
analysis so as not to over or under emphasize a particular criterion.

A project cost analysis was then developed for each scenario, including costs
associated with renovation, additions, new construction, and changes in operational
costs. Each scenario was evaluated for “cost effectiveness” based on how it resolves
capacity in relationship to utilization facilities that have excess capacity. This ranking
was developed to provide an objective view to how wisely costs are balanced against
use of existing facility resources.

180 Points

160 Points

140 Points

120 Points

100 Points

80 Points

60 Points

40 Points

20 Points

0 Points

RECOMMENDATION

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues at little to no cost and
utilizes facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that
are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with limited renovations
and utilizes facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities
that are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant
renovations and/or additions and utilizes facilities that have excess capacity to
the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant
renovations and/or additions along with new construction and utilizes facilities
that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over
capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with new construction and
utilizes facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that
are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with limited renovations
and does not utilize facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those
facilities that are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant
renovations and/or additions and does not utilize facilities that have excess
capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant
renovations and/or additions along with new construction and does not utilize
facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over
capacity.

Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with new construction and
does not utilize facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those
facilities that are over capacity.

Scenario does not resolve capacity issue.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

CAPACITY STUDY
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CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY
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CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

R mpbell County School District Mol Scenaria Na, 1
Scenano #1 ordeptual Cost Analysts - Semmary PROJECT COST SUBMMARY
Bpacily Study: K-12 Date: 3719/2013
SCENARID AL 2014 2016 2017 Taotal
Subtotal Progect Cost 559,595917 55,843,246 522,306,271 SBY. 746,433
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST £59,556,917 55,843,246 £x2,306,271 SB7, 746,433
120 Points Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant renovations
and/or additions along with new construction and utilizes facilities that have
excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.
. mpbell County Schoal District Ml Scenaria Na, 2
Scenano #2 onceptual Cost Analysis - Summary PROJECT COST SUMMARY
apacity Study: K-12 Diate: 3/19/2013
SCENARID #2 2014 HlE 2017 Total
Subitatal Progect Cost 566,179,978 54,134,833 $22,306,271 592,611,082
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 466,179,978 54,124,833 SX2.A06,271 402 611,082
120 Points Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant renovations
and/or additions along with new construction and utilizes facilities that have
excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.
. mpbell County School District Mo.1 Scenario No. 3
Scenarlo #3 anceptual Cost Analysis - Summary PROJECT COST SUMMARY
pacity Study: K-12 Date: 3/19/2013
[scEnARIO #3 2014 2017 Total
Subtotal Project Cost 481,411,378 522,306,271 5103,717,648
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 581,411,378 522,306,271 5103,717,648
20 Points Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with new construction and
does not utilize facilities that have excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities
that are over capacity.
. [[Eampbell Courty Schoal District Ha.d Scansnia No, 4
Concepiual Cost Analysis - Summary PROJECT COST SUMPMERY
Scenarlo #4 Capacity Study: K-12 Dakes 3715/2013
SCENARID Ad 2014 2015 2018 Toaal Altgrnate
Sebiotal Propct Cost 574950061 Rashon: SF15ET.06 S06A51 A2 50,2200
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 574,958, 361 53,955 042 531,537,065 5106451 482 $90,232,031
120 Points  Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant renovations
and/or additions along with new construction and utilizes facilities that have
excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.
. mphell County Schoal District Mol Scenaria No, 5
Scenaﬂo #5 enepiual Cost Analysis - Sumenary PFROIECT COST SUMBARY
Bpacity Study: K-12 Date: 37193013
SCENARIO HS 2014 2015 017 Total
Subibatal Progect Cost SB4, 379,357 52,058,437 522,306,271 S108,744,065
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 584,579,357 62,058,437 £X2,306,271 S108, 744,065

120 Points  Scenario accomplishes resolution of capacity issues with significant renovations
and/or additions along with new construction and utilizes facilities that have
excess capacity to the benefit of those facilities that are over capacity.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell School District 1

Summary of Scenario Assessments

Operational Impact i
Educational Impact 235
Site Impact (31
Community Impact 120
Caost 130
Total | |
Operational Impact 287
Educational Impact 165
Site Irmpact 54
Community Impact 135
Cost 130
Total | |
Operational Impact 191
Educational Impact 158
Site Impact &5
Community Impact 105
Cast 20
Total | |
Operational Impact 165
Educational Impact 200
Site Impact 43
Community Impact 55
Cost 120
Total | |
Operational Impact 132
Educational Impact 170
Site Impact 43
Community Impact B0
Congt 130
Total I I
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

B. Scenario 1 Cost Assessment

=
imiplae B County Schood District Mol Scesario No. 81 - 1014
Concipluil Do Ahabsii
Capacity Sluy: K-12 Data: 3/19/3013
COMSTRUCTION COSTS AREAKDOWN ] Pt ] [T Subbctal Cont Total
ke Zulding Conmrction Dost Mew Desgn 63,540 FE5000 515,585,000
ialiehine Losl - Frobadpoa [ERC 38000 A15.085,000
i frmd + St s lsmmant IR SRR FAETR ERFH]
Frozossd Resgwotsd Zulding ares - 313000 n
P oocesad S 3pacs Sreds and o Hinon Ae Gsdtii L2000 i
itenzazeeil Girscn Lirsel Cintessindzs Gran - S1RIE 30
Propased Impeoements to Existing Bulding e - FEA Report 000 0
Darvaabtion of Exkting Buliding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION (05T 545 584, 800
Corvnpiney (5% Cosstretton B I Diign for Sew & Dereobiian Wivk) e £2,J3E,040
Corvsngency (7% Casstrection B % Devgn for Additon) q9.0ir% 41,761,182
Conpngenoy (LI Canstruction & 2% Design Tor Renawsions| IZ00% K]
SUBTOTAL CORSTRUCTION CO5T BREAKDOWR 197,05} A% 03% 514098 —- 40 A8 Y, 02
ESCALATION FACTOR (4% per yeary Pt i) Cos f 5F Subbotal Cost Tonal
LR P IR B TR e LTRSS 4o LS R H]
ke Byiding Donstruchine Dock - Srokobppe AGIEA 00 Lo R ]
ke Euiding Sdoiion Dometnioion Tost L L0080 £260,512
Frenzrrabud Coraliactinn AL ] 0
e=alhns Arita ol s
Contingenoy (Desizn & Hew Wersl AT 0o 3Rz
Conlingincy | Dinign & Addinions] 4005 S0 550,846
= v Deign & | A.00r% 000 L]
SUBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR DOST 338 £0.00 = 51,575,350
COMETALKCT I COST = Pat 0% ot S 5F Subbotal Coat Tosal
TOTAL CORSTRUCTION COST 197.95% BE35% 4155.98 —- 551,463,353
OTHER COGTS Pea (] Com [ 5F Subtotal Cost Toaal
Locse Fumihings / Equipment {Phone equipment, buildisg fumiuee,
laasiozm fu B, a0 e R e e oetan sikbe g, Doo shedes,
g ribees, e, clasming sssment, SHE esirochnral Ly pren, sey taemnel 1 Ll Cizals fer
tezono opy bor ren-sir ek aral porposes] 605 2000 ELOGTL0E [Mew comelreTien any
Locsz Fumihigs § Bqu peei (Fhoce ecouioment, suidivg lminrs,

e, aliege e g, el oeden slebon, - shielarz, Zevanzd s Lonnal Casala oy
rApar rither, mpee, clasting ssuisment, ST eetrochnral g pren, ey rebebpre cens mctineg
bectnm gy bar non bstrock onal porposss) 530 2000 SLOAT.L0T [onky
Lizae Tnmehe g S by pnsnt Phome pgasment, sobeg ime s,
chazrsem umiue Fotgs sheing, media canter shebing sons shelees, Zased on Const Jests or
AR CUTDERS, Cope s, chaniog exuizment, CTE nsir.cdonal Bqu pricat. a7y rew addton
[EEETEET (TERPHTR S TS R TR LR - R S 5 s S | FERTEITIE) PR )

TOTAL OTHER CDSTS 197 553 5.06% = 53,002,924
= LEN B
|SOFT COSTS: [ Pt %] Cost S5F Subbctal Cont Total
Pristing - Bid Docusents 197,553 1k S0.70 5138951 Bagind on ot Codt
kaprtii for Bid FUERCH] noFR L. 415,430 Hased on Comt Coit
[ELERTTIN RERKETH e LR LA EXEL] Taerdd =n Cnrat Dot
S0l Soring f Fhoge LEreronmaant:] 1Z1.=E 010 D] FolecE Basod on Coret Coot
Cowi el Agancy Rie e Fai 107,053 0255 S0.55 S12EB3E Baziad o Corst Cost
Leninirhns e g s REEN=TH 1% L1 LAFER STH laskal =n Cared Lot
Comredssordng - 3nd Forty Zree [ hckat ) e GRG0 Brsed on Corek Cook
apchizsonoral Focs § Roimbusscade:s  Mow Constnucton 63,040 G 51633 LL.28%,E15 Inchdas Coier Costs
ol P | Wi i - Probotyps Desgn B3,544 51580 L1,000, 395 Inchudes Other Coxly
Archiiectural Fees / Reimburseables - AddRign: 0,06 il 51398 51,680,303 Inchydes Jthes Costs
Architectural Fees /) Remburseables - Rendvanion L2 D0 S0 =0 Inchides Other Costs
Conulisction Managsman (O Feds 197,95} [iTeic S 50 Irechuichan S cpasuci g
[ramas s cosrs s2587 = s512050 |
PROIECT COST 5 Pt £%1 o S 5F Subbotal Coat Tosal
TOTAL PROUECT COET 297 981 205 00% 430107 —- S50, 5508 51T
TIDHAL COGTS 5 Paa (%] Com [ 5F Subtotal Cost Toaal
Leilitian - Electrical Comsumption FUER"H] .00r% .00 0
Lsiiies - Gas Consumption 197,953 e 50,00 50
Undithes - Waner Corgumption 197,553 [ile i S0 =0
Lmiditias - Sorasar | WaEte Watir 197,95} [iTeic S0 S0
Comtodial FLER: 3 0o ok ] n
Mainienance - Current 197,553 0.0 S0 50
s i s - Defairind 197,553 [iEe i S0 50
Site [ Grousds - Masingensnce FUERH] 00 L. 0
Transgortation - Busing - Cost per il in espess of existing mute [ e S0.5G5 K]
TOTAL OPERATIONAL COSTS 197,05} 0.3 £0.00 —- 30
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

oty Sohaal Districs Mo.1 Scenariy Mo, ¥l - 2006
ofcapiual (ot Analyss
by Stuchy; K-13 DOate: L1205
CORSTRUCTION COSTS BREAKDOWN SF Pet fa} ol ) 5F Subsbotal Cost | Total
|
How Buldng Dorstruction Dost - how Desge FRI0.00 e
Fisw: il ng, Doesbrnstion Doak - Py e GEALOA i
Propoeed Mo ddd ton e - BHe Dovelopment Fe.00 e
Propoed Reovated Bulding drca 5
Propoead g Sprce Ateas ancfor Biner Berevatinns X s 1 Rl ]
Praopzeed Grce Lovel Comsordon aroas w373 53 635,550
Propoded Impeosmans to Exsting Buldng Area - FES Repor 4]
Demattion of Existing Bulding e
SUNTOTAL CORSTAUCTION (08T 54,108,550
Coatingency (58 Coranuction & T8 Detiga for Mo & Dervoliion Waik) 0% S0
Coatingency (7% Carsinuction K 7% Devign for dddinngy 0% 5]
Comtingency (10 Corenarion B 2 Desigs for Renratont) 12.00% 552,714
SUBTOTAL CONSTRLKCTION COST BREAKDOWN mana| oo $117.480 — 1,550 464
ESEALATION TACTOR (1% par ywar] Pet (%] Cont/ & Saibotal Cont Tote
Hew Building Consbruction Cost - Mew Desigs 12.00% 5000 50
MNew Bulding Camstruction Cont - Pratobyps 1200% 000 e
Mew Bulding addition Construction Cost 12.00% S000 0
Riscvatied Casslrustion 1200% 2000 S0, T1IE
Demalition 12.00% .00 o]
Corgingency |Desigs B Mew Work) 12 00% S000 e
Comtingancy |Daigs & Additions) 1200% S0.00 s
= pency |Deugn & 1] 12.00r% s 0126
SUBTETAL ESCALATION FACTOR CORT A% SO0 - S551.840
CONSTRUCTION COST SF Pe [} Cost |/ Substoeal Cost Toad
TOTAL CONSTRLICTION COST 23373 ARaaN $154.33 e $5,150,504
CITHER CO4TS Pt i%} Coat & Susbotal Cost | Tartal
]
Liszcas - urnihicgs § Expopmment [Peane sauipmees, bulilng fusiturs,
classmorn umiture, storzge smekng modia comter smeking, bock shh,
e o, gk, Csening sga gl STE el lianal Ecuipran, Banend o Doanal Combs N
2y bzchinology o non-insnuckional puposss] 530K 000 4| bz constricion anks
Loces Fu-nshivgs d Equiprisnt [ e o Ll Tuicitm,
clazsranm umitture, shorzpe smekng, modi conter smaking, bock shahes, Baszd o Comst Costs har
pipe CoTles, CopRE, Cianing 2qupmcnt, CTE letuctonal Eauignen, FrOlOINEE CERSIFC L h
ey bz hrecdiggy Tor st bl pungisss) RANY Sk Sy arly
Lo Fusnishinga /£ L Pz Lrasduliang Tursiturg,
classroom fumiture, shorage steking, media center sheking. book shebees, Based o Const Conts for
paper cutiers, copers, cheaning equipment, CTE Intructional Bgulpesen, et Bikdition
sy tchisligy for nen-inanactional purpaies) 6308 S0.00 i |sosstrustion asly
TOTAL OTHER COSTS 33373 Q00 S0u00 e 1]
SOFT COSTS SF Pt (%} Cost 5 Subbotal Cost Toial
Printing - Bid Documents. 337 TIT% s0.az 513506 [Based on Const Toal)
Advertise for Bid 33373 3% 5005 31545 [Eased on Const Dost)
Lastad Sunviry . 03N S0.00 31545 Baiad on Const Dol
Sei! Moving f Fraws 1 Tnvincamsnial . i S Favad on Conet Gosh
Gocr-metal Agorey Rovies Soes 33,371 0.25% ok Sascd on Const Tozk
Lomsbnzhio: Tasling [ s picticns . L2 ] GIRAVE satwnl en Cimnad Sl
Co—misminting - Ies Pariy [ S0 or el 1Y Zased on Const Dest
arztitcctural Foes f Reimbuseabies  Mow Corstrucion 200 S0.00 s meluces Sther Dosts
arssibarhical Faps f Hemhnmbhes - Pobekype e L8] “a mrzes ither Dk
arcribachiral Fees ! Belmburseabies - addions - FLEE s0.00 5 Incluges Other Cosky
Architecberal Fees | Reisburseables - Resovation 33373 12.00% 513.52 5618.060 Includes Other Coots
Coratruction Management ({06] Feas 13371 0O0% ol ] e Inchudes Sequernc
[rona sors cosrs san| waee | s —
PROVECT COGT aF Pet {5} Coat 5 Subbokal Cost Tatal
TOTAL PROJECT COST A% 3TI 100G 517589 —en 55, B43, 298
OPFERATIORAL COSTS 5F Pet %} Cost | 5F Subbotal Cost | Total
T
il - Fle nizsl Consomptins EEE | LAy ] G
LHitHes - Sas Camsumckon 13971 [ ouk i) [
- Wl Canan 43,373 (L S0 IK £
L Hithp - Spmar §dinnba aner FER ] 1ot L] o
Citacizl 33373 0o00E S0.00 B
Pdamlanance - Corram 45453 [T Sl S
Mantenance - Deferred 13373 0% o=} 0
Sitg J G ounds - Manenanti 33373 [l SO0 E)
Tranaportation - Busing - Cost ger mile in secess of sxRbing routs [ T $0.568 5]
TOTAL OPERATIOMAL OOSTS 35373 00N S0.00 — £
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

oty Sohaal Districs Mo.1 Scenariy Mo, ¥l - 2007
ofcapiual (ot Analyss
by Stuchy; K-13 DOate: L1205
CORSTRUCTION COSTS BREAKDOWN SF Pet fa} ol ) 5F Subsbotal Cost | Total
|
How Buldng Dorstruction Dost - how Desge FRI0.00 e
Fisw: il ng, Doesbrnstion Doak - Py e (R EE] GRS YRR T ]
Propoeed Mo ddd ton e - BHe Dovelopment - Fe.00 e
Fropoeed Beovated Bulding arca F1E0.00 e
Proposad eng tprce Aoearn ot o
Propoced Grace Level Comscrdan Arsas oo s Minar Reoawankons 5000 a0
Propoded Impeosmans to Exsting Buldng Area - FES Repor S0.00 4]
Demattion of Existing Bulding 512,00 e
SUNTOTAL CORSTAUCTION (08T $1% U8R D0
Coatingency (58 Coranuction & T8 Detiga for Mo & Dervoliion Waik) 0% 51,119,020
Coatingency (7% Carsinuction K 7% Devign for dddinngy 0% 5]
Coatingency (LT Comtrumion & 3% Desgs for Aenrason) 12 0% o]
SUBTOTAL CORSTRLKTION COHST BREAKITNN G398 0% 524750 = $17.105.000
ESEALATION TACTOR (1% par ywar] Pet (%] Cont/ & Saibotal Cont Tote
Hew Building Consbruction Cost - Mew Desigs 16.00% 5000 50
Mew Building Comsbruction Cont - Protobyps 16 00 S0.00 43,587,780
Mew Bulding addition Construction Cost 16.00% S000 0
Riscvatied Casslrustion 16.00% 2000 &
Demalition 16.00% .00 5]
Corgingency |Desigs B Mew Work) 16.00% S000 S179.043
Comtingancy |Daigs & Additions) 16.00% S0.00 s
= pancy |Desgn & 1] 18.00% ot ] e
SUBTETAL ESCALATION FACTOR CORT 123 SO0 - 43,736,805
CONSTRUCTION COST SF Pe [} Cost |/ Substoeal Cost Toad
TOTAL CONSTRLICTION COST 61941 | ARSTN $110.30 e $19,541,831
CITHER CO4TS Pt i%} Coat & Susbotal Cost | Tartal
]
Liszcas - urnihicgs § Expopmment [Peane sauipmees, bulilng fusiturs,
classmorn umiture, storzge smekng modia comter smeking, bock shh,
e o, gk, Csening sgopresnl, STE el lianal Ecuipran, Banend o Doanal Combs N
2y bzchinology o non-insnuckional puposss] 530K 000 4| bz constricion anks
Loces Fu-nshivgs d Equiprisnt [ e o Ll Tuicitm,
clazsranm umitture, shorzpe smekng, modi conter smaking, bock shahes, Baszd o Comst Costs har
pipe CoTles, CopRE, Cianing 2quprcnt, CTE letuctonal Eauignen. FrOlOINEE CERSIFC L h
ey bz hrecdiggy Tor st bl pungisss) RANY Sk L R
Lo Fusnishinga /£ L Pz Lrasduliang Tursiturg,
classroom fumiture, shorage steking, media center sheking. book shebees, Based o Const Conts for
paper cutiers, copers, cheaning equipment, CTE Intructional Bgulpeen, et Bikdition
sy tchisligy for nen-inanactional purpaies) 6308 S0.00 i |sosstrustion asly
TOTAL OTHER COSTS 63,984 5.14% 513.17 e 51,168 357
SOFT COSTS SF Pt (%} Cost 5 Subbotal Cost Toial
Printing - Bid Documents. 0398 TIT% SO 53373 [Based on Const Toal)
Adwvertise for Bid 63984 3% 5009 55953 [Eased on Const Dost)
Lastad Sunviry 63944 03N SO0 35,953 Baiad on Const Dol
Sei! Moving f Fraws 1 Tnvincamsnial [k i 1 H9AAF Favad on Conet Gosh
Eoscremetal Agooy Rov o Sl LRI 0.I3% S07E 548 205 Zascd on Const Togk
Lomsbnzhio: Tasling [ s picticns [ELE] L2 G v SANENS satwnl en Cimnad Sl
Co=miminning - Irc Pary 034904 (13 5161 S10,17F Zanzd on Const Jork
arztitootural Foes ! Reimbuseabies  Mow Corstrucion 200 S0.00 s meluces Sther Dosts
arssibarhiral Fams f Hermhnmhes - Pobekype e (AT 1550 SLIEA AN rrluzes lther Dok
arcribachiral Fees ! Belmburseabies - addions - FLEE 5000 ) incluces Other Cosky
Architecberal Fees | Reisburseables - Resovation 12.00% S0.00 S0 Includes Other Costs
Coratruction Management ({06] Feas [ E:E 0O0% ol ] e Inchudes Sequernc
[TOTAL SOIT COSTE HH) % Sa0.57 =
PROVECT COGT aF Pet {5} Coat 5 Subbokal Cost Tatal
TOTAL PROJECT COST BE 84 100G 534884 —en S33, 506,271
OPFERATIORAL COSTS 5F Pet %} Cost | 5F Subbotal Cost | Total
T
il - Fle nizsl Consomptins [EL ] LAy ] G
LHitHes - Sas Camsumckon 03504 [ ouk i) [
- Wl Canan LELE ] (L S0 IK £
L Hithp - Spmar §dinnba aner (R 1ot L] o
Cutacicl E394 0o00E S0.00 B
Pdamlanance - Cormm LELET} [T Sl S
Mantenance - Deferred 63,944 0% o=} 0
Sitg J G ounds - Manenanti 63944 [l SO0 E)
Tranaportation - Busing - Coxt ger mile in seces of sxibing routs [ T $0.568 5]
TOTAL OPERATIOMAL OOSTS BR04 | 000N SO.00 — £
RECOMMENDATION Page 6-11
MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

C.

Scenario 2 Cost Assessment

—
imiplae B County Schood District Mol Scesarnio No. 8 - 1014

Concipluil Do Ahabsii
Capacity Sluy: K-12 Data: 3/19/3013
COMSTRUCTION COSTS AREAKDOWN ] Pt ] [T Subbctal Cont Total
ke Zulding Conmrction Dost Mew Desgn 63,540 FE5000 515,585,000

ialiehine Losl - Frobadpoa [ERC 38000 A15.085,000

i frmd + St s lsmmant LU | SRR FAHEEERH]

Frozossd Resgwotsd Zulding ares - 313000 n
P oocesad S 3pacs Sreds and o Hinon Ae Gsdtii L2000 i
itenzazeeil Girscn Lirsel Cintessindzs Gran - S1RIE 30
Propased Impeoements to Existing Bulding e - FEA Report 000 0
Darvaabtion of Exkting Buliding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION (05T 51514, 700
Corvnpiney (5% Cosstretton B I Diign for Sew & Dereobiian Wivk) e £2,J3E,040
Corvsngency (7% Casstrection B % Devgn for Additon) q9.0ir% 41,704, 750
Conpngenoy (LI Canstruction & 2% Design Tor Renawsions| IZ00% K]
SUBTOTAL CORSTRUCTION CO5T BREAKDOWR 221,509 A1 A SI46.44 —- 554,857,038
ESCALATION FACTOR (4% per yeary Pt i) Cos f 5F Subbotal Cost Tonal
LR P IR B TR e LTRSS 4o LS R H]
ke Byiding Donstruchine Dock - Srokobppe AGIEA 00 Lo R ]
ke Euiding Sdoiion Dometnioion Tost L L0080 £757,638
Frenzrrabud Coraliactinn AL ] 0
e=alhns Arita ol s
Contingenoy (Desizn & Hew Wersl AT 0o 3Rz
Conlingincy | Dinign & Addinions] 4005 S0 £6E, 192
= v Deign & | A.00r% 000 L]
SUBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR DOST 338 £0.00 = 52,194,233
COMETALKCT I COST = Pat 0% ot S 5F Subbotal Coat Tosal
TOTAL CORSTRUCTION COST 212,599 BE21% SI56.58 —- S5T 051,320
OTHER COGTS Pea (] Com [ 5F Subtotal Cost Toaal
Locse Fumihings / Equipment {Phone equipment, buildisg fumiuee,
laasiozm fu B, a0 e R e e oetan sikbe g, Doo shedes,
g ribees, e, clasming sssment, SHE esirochnral Ly pren, sey taemnel 1 Ll Cizals fer
tezono opy bor ren-sir ek aral porposes] 605 2000 ELOGTL0E [Mew comelreTien any
Locsz Fumihigs § Bqu peei (Fhoce ecouioment, suidivg lminrs,

e, aliege e g, el oeden slebon, - shielarz, Zevanzd s Lonnal Casala oy
rApar rither, mpee, clasting ssuisment, ST eetrochnral g pren, ey rebebpre cens mctineg
bectnm gy bar non bstrock onal porposss) 530 2000 SLOAT.L0T [onky
Lizae Tnmehe g S by pnsnt Phome pgasment, sobeg ime s,
chazrsem umiue Fotgs sheing, media canter shebing sons shelees, Zased on Const Jests or
AR CUTDERS, Cope s, chaniog exuizment, CTE nsir.cdonal Bqu pricat. a7y rew addton
[EEETEET (TERPHTR S TS R TR LR - R S E1.391,003 Lanatline wnkg
TOTAL OTHER CDSTS 121,539 EME 5“3_& = SJ!GEIHB
|SOFT COSTS: [ Pt %] Cost S5F Subbctal Cont Total
Pristing - Bid Docusents 122,599 1k G069 5154,039 Bagind on ot Codt
kaprtii for Bid 121,590 noFR L. 41118 Hased on Comt Coit
[ELERTTIN RERKETH e LT LA EA B Taerdd =n Cnrat Dot
S0l Soring f Fhoge LEreronmaant:] 1Z1.=E 010 A5 o705 Basod on Coret Coot
Cowi el Agancy Rie e Fai 233,509 0255 ] ENCENR 4 Baziad o Corst Cost
Leninirhns e g s REEN=TH 1% AR E LAEERAH laskal =n Cared Lot
Comredssordng - 3nd Forty Zree [ hckat ) 2.3z SIBLGET Brsed on Corek Cook
apchizsonoral Focs § Roimbusscade:s  Mow Constnucton 63,040 G 51633 LL.28%,E15 Inchdas Coier Costs

ol P | Wi i - Probotyps Desgn B3,544 51580 L1,000, 395 Inchudes Other Coxly
Archiiectural Fees / Reimburseables - AddRign: 94,711 il 51398 SL.171.37 Inchydes Jthes Costs
Architectural Fees /) Remburseables - Rendvanion L2 D0 S0 =0 Inchides Other Costs
Conulisction Managsman (O Feds 121,599 [iTeic S 50 Irechuichan S cpasuci g
[ramas s cosrs e mvw | o = s5.792.761|
PROIECT COST 5 Pt £%1 o S 5F Subbotal Coat Tosal
TOTAL PROUECT COET 212,599 205 00% 439751 —- SE6,1 70,5978

TIDHAL COGTS 5 Paa (%] Com [ 5F Subtotal Cost Toaal
Leilitian - Electrical Comsumption 121,540 .00r% .00 0
Lsiiies - Gas Consumption 122,599 e 50,00 50
Undithes - Waner Corgumption 121,599 [ile i S0 =0
Lmiditias - Sorasar | WaEte Watir 121,599 [iTeic S0 S0
Comtodial 121559 0o ok ] n
Mainienance - Current 121,539 0.0 S0 50
s i s - Defairind 122,599 [iEe i S0 50
Site [ Grousds - Masingensnce 121,540 00 L. 0
Transgortation - Busing - Cost per il in espess of existing mute [ e S0.5G5 K]
TOTAL OPERATIONAL COSTS 221,599 0.3 £0.00 —- 30
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

ICampbedl County Schood District Mol Scenario Mo, AL - POLE
Coscaptual Cost Analyit
[Capacity 5 z Darte: 3/19/3013

—
COMSTRUCTEON COSTS AREAKDCAWH 5F Pt (%] Cost /58 Subfimial Coat Tkl
Rew BSIdng Covstucton Cox Mew Dzign FZE0.00 a0
Rew Dl np Cameboushon Do - Frototwpe - SESLON k)
Fropoeed Mow sddikon oo + 5 Dewe aprmcnt 300,00 a0
Ponpreen:d Rrssvali Buidiog &rma - Siznon R
Fropoeed Bng Spocc Sreis cnddor Minor Renasatlass 8,000 S30.2C FA5C, D00
Pouponud Grady Leval Cumser s Brues 16,223 Siz0.00 S1A88 G20
Propeed |mprovess s 1o Exiitieg Buliding Area - FEA Regon S0.00 50
Dexmicdition of Existing Bullding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT 52,808, 450
[Cortingency (2% Comtruction & 1% Dewgn for He= & Dereplfion Work) s 0
[Contingency (T8 Coratruion B 1% Design tor Adire| 2HR 50
Contingency (10% O & 1% D Tor P | 1200 £347,B14
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT BREAKTEMH 25333] 7AW 5128.19 um 53,246,264
FECALATION FACTOR (A% par yaor) et (W1 Cogt /) §F i Tazal
M Building Cofatiuction Co - Mirw Design 11004 S0.00 50
Hew Bulldng Coratruction Cost - Frotoiype 12000 S0 50
b Building Addiien Construcion Jost 12006 S0.D0 a0
Renovaied Corstruction 12000 o $347,814
Duzirvpditin 13 Hr Eng 50
Comtingency |Design & Wew Work] 1200 50,00 50
Comtingency |Design & Additions) 1106 el ] 0
Comtingency |Design & Renoeations| 1200 S0 541,738
SLIBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR COST EEL 0,00 - 5339557
COMSTRLCTION CO5T [ e (5] Cost /5§ Subtlal font Total
OTHER COSTS [Pt (%] Ciost | 5F Subsotal Cost Texal
Looee Furnkhitgs S Equpment IFho=e cqu pment, bulld n heciurs,
sbanarma furmilurs, staege sheleing, mucie e shubng esk sheloes,
paprr outher, coplers, thaning eulomen, mekruztinnal Eouipaend, Bard on Const Socks bor
any b hrclingy Tr nae- nslrissions prorpesss) AR £a000 401 M nanstraad wn cnky
I nmee Fuenehinge S Equpmest (Fhase squpmest hold o fiesihirs,
clasariar fuirilure, sLocage shelsing, mieda cente diakong book shelais, Bapeairtd i Caend st Tor
paper s, cepiscs hsaning smuinmens, O Rsbnchanal Louip=a, Prebetepe rns ik on
=nv bechnology b noe- nstruckona porpacest 53T 000 S0 [anky
Lo Ithirgs § Tquip k IFhores #qUE k., hitkding turatiure,
classroom lursiture, storage shitving, media cemes sheling, book shitves, Barsad on Const Costs Tor
paper cutten, coplers, cheaning squipmant, CTE sabructional Eguiprant, nirw Addition
any technology for non-nstructional purposes| . E3T% el e} 50 |construction only
TOTHL JTHER COSTS 15,333 00 SO0 i) o]
[FaFT casTs S [ v | conjS | Subaorad cen Tetil
Prining - Bid Dedumints 15,333 0Irs S0.3% £3,B17 Bacad an Coni Desl
rtwmrbae for Bid EENRL ] anFs S0 s Naned on Cons Jeal)
Land Survey il 0,00 £1,051 Based on Const Cost]
Sl B g Fas LE s e L alom S0.00 54,640 1
Caovmi- e Lal Bguoay Rrsiew Fres 15,2235 QreR E0LEE 0,2
Constructias Testing / Insoestioss 2254 20,00 28,050 Bzzed an Cons Sost
Cormmipsinrang, - Jrd Farly - LT SO0 518,200 Bz i Cinal Jeal
arcmibarhieal Fee § Saimsursankl - s Conetr eien - LU e ] Inzh.des [thes Dk
Arccitasbunal Fera [ Ssimicursskles - rotalyen Deian - E0.00 a0 Iz bardis Dl Zosis)
rcrilacloral Fas § R mioursssbhis - Sdailiurm 10K .00 50 Inchatis D Conls
Architechural Feas [ Reimburisakle - Benoeaticn 15,525 1106 101 SARE 29 Inghedes Other Conty
Comstruction Matagaimant [C) Foss 15,323 0rs 000 50 Il ghes Singiiintai
e G U 51831 =
PROJECT COST 5F Fox (W) Cost / Subsoial Cost Tekal
|TOTAL PROVECT 05T 25,3323 |  1Ddg.00% 5152.39 o= 54,174.333
|OFERATICINAL COSTS SF Pk (%] Cost /5 Subdoial Gost Tokal
Leiitics  Elsiicad Sonsumgtan 25323 20 SO0 ab
Lii il - Sas Carsnimgition 15,305 ans S a0
Leiitics W DonsuEan 25323 20 SOLO0 ah
LETiliee - Spaeer § iasie Walnn 15,3235 AN LR ) an
Tzl 25,323 20 SOLO0 a0
ManERance - Curent 15,323 QLT SO0 50
Mantanance - Dalemid 15,333 i 0000 50
site / Grounds - Maintenance 15,323 00E S0.00 50
Teaspartation - Buting - Dost piv sibe i eoess ol sing reuts ol oo L0565 50
[TETAL OPERATIONAL COSTS 15303 oo £0.00 — o
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

ICampbedl County Schood District Mol Scenario Mo, AL - POLT
Coscaptual Cost Analyit
[Capacity 5 z Darte: 3/19/3013

—
COMSTRUCTEON COSTS AREAKDCAWH 5F Pt (%] Cost /58 Subfimial Coat Tkl
Rew BSIdng Covstucton Cox Mew Dzign FZE0.00 a0
Rew Dl np Cameboushon Do - Frototwpe Leehon SESNON L5 SHE G
Fropoeed Mow sddikon oo + 5 Dewe aprmcnt 300,00 a0
Ponpreen:d Rrssvali Buidiog &rma - Siznan R
Proposed 5w NE 5o A S20.00 50
Pouponucd Gradu Leval Corsersion Braes sinlifon BEnos Benusulions - S50 a0
Propeed |mprovess s 1o Exiitieg Buliding Area - FEA Regon S0.00 50
Dexmicdition of Existing Bullding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT £15,986,000
[Corringency (2% Comiruction § 1% Dewgn for Mes & Deroltion Wark) iR §1,01%,000
[Contingency (T8 Coratruion B 1% Design tor Adire| 2HR 50
Contingency (10% O & 1% D Tor P | 1200 30
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT BREAKTEMH 63348 |  7EEEW 516750 um 517,105,020
FECALATION FACTOR (A% par yaor) et (W1 Cogt /) §F i Tazal
M Building Cofatiuction Co - Mirw Design 1600 S0.00 50
Heaw Bullding Corabruction Cost - Frofotype 16.00% 000 52557, 760
b Building Addiien Construcion Jost 1600 S0.D0 a0
Renovaied Corstruction 1600 o 50
Duzirvpditin L& Hr Eng 50
Comtingency |Design & Wew Work] 1600 50,00 E175,043
Comtingency |Design & Additions) 160 el ] 0
Comtingency |Design & Renoeations| 1600 S0 50
SLIBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR COST 12.27H 0,00 - %2,736.303
COMSTRLCTION CO5T [ e (5] Cost /5§ Subtlal font Tetal
OTHER COSTS [Pt (%] Ciost | 5F Subsotal Cost Texal
Looee Furnkhitgs S Equpment IFho=e cqu pment, bulld n heciurs,
sbanarma furmilurs, staege sheleing, mucie e shubng esk sheloes,
papr outher, coplers, thaning eulmen, mekruztinnal Eouipaend, Bard on Const Socks bor
any b hrclingy Tr o= nslrissions prorpesss) AR £a000 401 M nanstraad wn cnky
I nmee Fuenehinge S Equpmest (Fhase squpmest hold o fiesihirs,
clasariar fuirilure, sLocage shelsing, mieda cente diakong book shelais, Bapeairtd i Caend st Tor
s e, cepises heaning smusmens, O Fsknchanal Louip=an, Prebetepe rns ik on
znw bechredogy bor s nstrockong porpoeest B3 20,00 F1LG2,237 |anky
Lo Ithirgs § Tquip k IFhores #qUE k., hitkding turatiure,
classroom lursiture, storage shitving, media cemes sheling, book shitves, Barsad on Const Costs Tor
paper cutten, coplers, cheaning squipmant, CTE sabructional Egeipmant, nirw Addition
any technology for non-nstructional purposes| . E3T% el e} 50 |construction only
TOTAL OTHER COSTS Baaa| saem 518.37 - 51,168,257
[FaFT casTs S [ v | conjS | Subaorad cen Tetil
Prining - Bid Dedumints &3,9448 0Irs OB 553,573 Bacad an Coni Desl
Artwertae for Bid &4 anFs et ] A Naned on Cons Jeal)
Land Survey 63,544 il 005 £5,953 Based on Const Cost]
Sl B g Fas LE s e L EE e alom 051 319,542 1
Caavmi= e Lal Bgusay Rrsiew Fres E3ae QreR ELFE Sl ROE
Constructias Testing / Insoestioss 3L 2254 B0.FE 545,605 Bzzed an Cons Sost
Cormmipsinrang, - Jrd Farly R B LT &161 R BER r) Bz i Cinal Jeal
arcmibarhieal Feae § Saimsursenkl - s Conetr oen - LU e il Inzh.des [thes Dk
Arccitasbunal Fera [ Ssimicursskles - froalyen Deian R B 518,77 A1.0002, 424 Iz ko Ol Zosis)
rcrilacloral Fas § R mioursssbhis - Sdailiurm 10K .00 50 Inchadis Dt Conls
Architectural Fees f Reimurseakies - Renmation - 1imes ounn 50 Inchades Cther Coaty
Comstruction Matagaimant [C) Foss 63,044 0rs 000 50 Il ghes Singiiintai
e O s20.27 =
PROJECT COST 5F ot ) Cost /5 Subsotal Cost Toxal
|TOTAL PROVECT 05T £3,544 1003 DO 534834 o= 522,306,271
|OFERATICINAL COSTS SF Pk (%] Cost /5 Subdoial Gost Tokal
Leiitics  Elsiicad Sonsumgtan 30 20 SO0 ab
Lii il - Sas Carsnimgition EERC B ans S a0
Leiitics W DonsuEan 30 20 SOLO0 ah
LETiliee - Spaeer § iasie Walnn R B AN LR ) an
Cuzradizl 30 20 SOLO0 a0
MAZNENINCE - CUTent a8 | QU S000 a0
Mantanance - Dalemid &3,9448 i 0000 50
Site J Grounds - Malntenance 63,544 il 0,00 50
Transportation - Buting - Cost per sike 0 oeooess of exsing noula | QLR 50565 ]
[TETAL OPERATIONAL COSTS 63548 | oo £0.00 — o
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

D. Scenario 3 Cost Assessment

pll County Schaal Districn Mo L
eptual ot Analysis

E-AF Dute: 3157013
COMETALICTION DOSTS BREAKDOWH | Pt {6 DEHE Subbatal Cost Total
|
bize Zuldng Sorchution Db Hew Dedgn L33zl 525000 47055250
P Zulding Lorcl wien k- Frobotyoe 23044 SIEC00 S1B052.000
- unazend Maw Sealiin dnas o aiie Desboprand, S A )
eenzazeel Hermraalad Hukting arse . LA ] )
Pennaesd Sdng Soaos Arece anc /oo Winer Renmabines Him ino AN
Poposzd Gode Lovel fomenrson dneas AL50.00 52
Proposed Imgroversents to Evsting Bulding &rea - FEA Repor S000 50
Durvarbtioe of Existing Bulkling 51200 50
SUBTOTAL COMSTRUCTIO N COST SE3.400, 355
Conmiingency 5% Convinuctias & 1% Daugn for Mew & Demaison Work) 7 0% £4,417 888
ConviangpenGy (19 £ B 1% Dt bar Adick1erd | B0 S0
Conviingersy (100 Comstruction & 1 Detign Tor Seriovatises) 12 00% 554,000
SUBTOTAL COMSTRUCTION COST BREAKDOWH 261165 23478 S0 s 567 958 136
ESCALATIIR FACTOR | &% per ymar) [ raais Cont | Subtalal foxl Tatal
|

hiem i g Canred el - Wi Dearn Acita SN £1AKS 110
o nz Carebeion Coek - frobebpoe AfiFa Fchil Ll S A
bize Zuld ng AcdRon Constrctse Jom 400 e ol
Fonizeabed Sonsmiction 400 F000 F1A000
Cazrrichlio AL SO0 ]
Leorlinggenze {Jengn K Bas #hor ] At EHTIa 51,1
Conlinginey (Dasign & Additions] 4008 000 5]
[= ¥ (Oeaign & i A0 000 53,160
SUBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR DOST 3.38% S0.00 = 52,712,326
COMETALCTIOR COST SF Pt ] Cinit | 5F Subsbetal fesl Tutal
TOTAL EONSTRUCTION COST 81168 BEHIH §rmEr — 40676 463
OITHER DO5TS Pt %1 Cont / 5F Subbotal Cosi Torial
Lncar Fumnihings [ Egeipment |Phone squipment, bullding fumituce,
Lz ot SAETAE S H AT, R L H g et shelees,
napar rietees, eosiers, draning aquisment, O Instustenal lanpmans, sny Naxed cn ©Cnesl Snsde fer
bezhonazy doe roednetusional porpeses] £.30% 000 SECEIO60 |here coretusion any
Lzae Fumishnzs 0 Soulament [Fhoce eoulzment, bulzing fmboes,
chazro i Tamitong, seerage 5 e ving. mod o conter shesing book 2 Bascd on Const
g Ll socians, Jdisaring wouis CTE Dt il Bzugn ololpa
Lezbon ugy [ mos o ned-ussnal porssaza) B FTie frues 40l fu-is

nes S ruizmenl Phose pznzmend, hulksing i
rlassroaim hirnikore, sharage soe ving, med s renber steving oot shefaes, Maeed on Coest Sawdis bar
paper contes coclzes, deandng equlamant, CTE Inssuskonal Eouipman, oy oz AcdTan
bechino oy Tor noc it wsenal porgmsss) .30 2000 50 |eoswroctios mky
TOTAL OTHER DO5TS 261165 I 5.00% S15.62 — £4,130,463
SOFT COSTS [ Pt (%] Cont /58 Sublolal Lost Total
Prinking - Bid Doosments 2ELLES 0I7TH 3073 SIN0EDE Banesd on Corad Cogt
Adwirtha for Bid 261165 ez 5008 511,303 Baniad on Ciovat Cost
Lznd S TIZLEG 0OF s FELING Boeead on Corek Cogk
Soil Soring ) “hass LEnsioomamil piri::] 0.1 F0s Bigead on Corgt Gt
Caznnz =i Lal dais oy Busiew Fan 2ELES [ s0es Bugind o Corsl Doal
Lomsliu bz ieling § musclicns FIFRE [ B Bead -z Canel Loal
Commisan=ing - s Parky ERERE [ ) 1A Iespt on Cnrak Coat)
drchhectural Fess 0 Se miureabie: - Mew Do usen 12821 A0 I24.51 el des Gther Costs
drchifecteral Fees [ Beimburseabies - Prototype Desgn 3544 514.14 Includes Other Costs
Architecteral Fees [ Reimburieables - Sddtiors - 1000 000 Includes Other Costs
Architicteral Fioes [ Reimburseablis - Resdwation 9,000 13 00 5695 ckades Othis Ciots
Conigliaclion Wanajitiml [CW) Fai 261,165 [Hl=i e 000 rithithis Shipabiiing
TOTAL SOFT COSTS 2ELAES 11% 325,29 = S0004.457 |
PRCHECT COGT 5F Pt {1 Cont | 5 Subbotal Cost Total
TOTAL PROJECT COST 1165 | 106008 §311.78 — SE1.411,378
OFTRATIIRAL COSTS 3 Pt %] Cont | 5 Subtabal Coxt Trrtal
Liiiies - Dlectrical Conmmstion LGS [l o] 0 0
Litithes - G Consumstion 2ELIES [ole 1] F0.00 50
Lidithes - Waber Consemption 2ELLES e 000 50
itk - Sarwaad J Wisila Wialind 261165 e 000 &0
Curibedial 261,068 =i 000 &0
P i e - Cuimant 261,165 =i 000 ]

- Dafwrrad 261,188 o 008 E]
Site § Grounds - Manterasce AR ] [T £0.00 0
Transgortation - Buing - Cost per mike in scess of sdsting route o oom 50565 50
TOTAL DFERATIONAL COSTS 260065 | ouw 5000 — 50 |
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

ICampbedl County Schood District Mol Scenadio Mo, A3 - PLT
Coscaptual Cost Analyit
[Capacity 5 z Darte: 3/19/3013

—
COMSTRUCTEON COSTS AREAKDCAWH 5F Pt (%] Cost /58 Subfimial Coat Tkl
Rew BSIdng Covstucton Cox Mew Dzign FZE0.00 a0
Rew Dl np Cameboushon Do - Frototwpe Leehon SESNON L5 SHE G
Fropoeed Mow sddikon oo + 5 Dewe aprmcnt 300,00 a0
Ponpreen:d Rrssvali Buidiog &rma - Siznan R
Proposed 5w NE 5o A S20.00 50
Pouponucd Gradu Leval Corsersion Braes sinlifon BEnos Benusulions - S50 a0
Propeed |mprovess s 1o Exiitieg Buliding Area - FEA Regon S0.00 50
Dexmicdition of Existing Bullding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT £15,986,000
[Corringency (2% Comiruction § 1% Dewgn for Mes & Deroltion Wark) iR §1,01%,000
[Contingency (T8 Coratruion B 1% Design tor Adire| 2HR 50
Contingency (10% O & 1% D Tor P | 1200 30
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT BREAKTEMH 63348 |  7EEEW 516750 um 517,105,020
FECALATION FACTOR (A% par yaor) et (W1 Cogt /) §F i Tazal
M Building Cofatiuction Co - Mirw Design 1600 S0.00 50
Heaw Bullding Corabruction Cost - Frofotype 16.00% 000 52557, 760
b Building Addiien Construcion Jost 1600 S0.D0 a0
Renovaied Corstruction 1600 o 50
Duzirvpditin L& Hr Eng 50
Comtingency |Design & Wew Work] 1600 50,00 E175,043
Comtingency |Design & Additions) 160 el ] 0
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

E. Scenario 4 Assessment

T Cousey Scheal DRIt NowL Scenarie e, B4 - 2014
orcaptual Cot Analysb
by Sty -1 Duate: 370002008

CONSTRUCTION COSTS BREAEDOWAY 5F Pt (%1 CostJ 5F Subimal Cos Tokal

Rz Buiking Corctumtbon Tost Mow Desgn 53544 FEE00D FLE.BEG.000

Few Boibing Cinel-uclicn (il - Frololys 5500 AdENEn F1E0zRL

Fropoees hea Acdrien Soea + 5 be Oeelspment 1577 Fecnun R 1A

Propoeed Ronseated Buldng el F1E00D0 o)

Propeens Swig Sres B aalion i Bescse s LER i) L2040 PLE T R

Fropoess Crade Lol Cosvarsion Aoeas 715060 ]

Propoeed Improvemants bo Exsting Bulding Area - FEA Baport 5000 50

Do itkon of Existing Bulding 51200 50

SUBTOTAL DONSTRULTION CO5T $57.572400

Costingercy |% Cominuction & 2% Duign for Sew & Durnolition Work] 7.0ir% 52,230,090

Coatingeacy | Conunuction & i Deaign for Additong) NS 1200530

Costingeecy |10 Constrarson B I Deign Tor Revsrebond) LT.00%: 554,000

SAINTOTAL COMSTRUCTION COST BREAKDOWN JEIEAD | HIEEN STIRSS = RN FRAT]

ESCALATION FACTOR [9% pas piat) Pt (%] Cm'l.fE Subtonal Con Tetal

e oabzingg el -nzlion Cil - Mes Dua g B LRRH htA

Rz Bolkeing Corekusthon Sost - Frohoby e L0 ke 08400

Fow Buiking Addinion Corst uction Cesl L0 0 AL006.012

k= rzws il St B LRRH LHTRI

Cezrncdkbon L0 0.0 0

Co i ey DA B Mes Warkl L0 e 30321

Continpary [Design & Addiiens) 400 S0.00 580,541

Conginpency (Deaign & Rencvations| A% o 2,160

SUBTOTAL ESCALATION FACTOR COST 33k S0 e £2.485,119

CONSTRUCTION COST F Pt (] Cost J 5F Subaotal Cost Tosal

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COS1 2E2 580 BE. D% 34601 eem §54.613,005

JTHER CO5TS Pcim st )/ 5F Subtotal Cost Total

Lok Furrishings / Equipient (Phose egui pmest, beikding fursiwin,

Liazarumm fue Py St dpu shiedntgg. il wurie shiadsin g ok o utn,

epE ey o 5 e smEmenl, ST siroet enal snsment, ang lpsps o= Dent Cizls fer

rzchrchogy “or no-nmncHata pursoszs] BT S0.00 SLMTADE [Mzw sonsir.etonony

Lo Sorrishings [/ Equiperen: Chove eipne r, buildiog hurilune,

Hasarmnm fuen burs, sberage shelarg, msto e shelang bosk sop s Iesper o= Dent Cazls fer
popeoubnrs coclers, CeInitp eculzment, STE istrietonal Euloment, ans Probobyze coretustion
ochre by or e e oo s] b IR fa G140 ALY [0y

it orranbangs £ Prpapeend (2 hoes sl kg el

clzssonm furn bor, shorape sheldng, madia center shlsl g bock 5w s, Bozes or fonst Sosts ror

L CTE st act cnal Ecuizinent, ang e ddiitia

Farhrazbgry Sor nne-nemirhnea o) G o 51647254 [rurebustion snky

TOTAL OTHER CO5TS 262,540 490 51435 eem £3,743, 650
S0FT CO5TS 3 Pux () Subsoral Cost Tekal

Printing - Bid Docements. 2032400 nirs $17a.45% Based on Coret Cosg
Advertise Tor Bd 262,540 00 519,384 Based on Coret Coat
Lo d Suraesy -t nos% 519,384 Baszd on Corgt Coot
Sl Ban it o Phase 1 Enwiensarial 13782 o1 FEEES T B i Corl Conl
Cimesarmmenkn ety Beses Faes B0 HEZ 3115700 Teagarl on Cnrat Dot
rnmsbriien Teshing fmspechnne - DI5% FlE1533 Easzd on Corgt Cout
Cormisknitg SrdPars 1378 05 PEELR Baiwad i Corsl Conl
Arctilasluta Fen § Saimlior eeazlis - i Coandrad un s [T SRR AR Incnsan ither Cree
Archilacluril Fisss [ Baishurseablin - Protobyp Disgn GE T A0, 158 Inciudes Other Costs
Architectural Fess [ Reimburseaties - AddEions 115,752 10,00 53,015,235 Irechudes Jthis Costs
Architectural Foes [ Reimburseatles - Renovation 9,000 L1.00% SE2 AR Inchudas Cthir Costs
Comitruction Management (CFd) Fees 262830 0o 50 Inciuses Sequening
TOTAL SOFT COSTS 262540 LY §25.14 — 46,503,606
PROJECT DOST EF Pix (] gt/ 5F Subtoral Cost Tekal

TOTAL PROMECT DOST TEI A0 LDa7, o 538541 = §74.959,351
CIFERATIONAL DO4ATS 5 Pem tg,fy Sublotasl Con E

LHikties - Elecirical Consumpiicn 262530 0.0 50000 50

Liltiis - Gas Coraumption 262,540 000 S0uD 50

Lititi - Water Consumption 263580 L0ir% Lo 50

LHiNties - Sewer f Wiashe Water 262,630 0.0 50000 50

Cussodial 262,540 000 S0uD 0

Pdainteranoe - Cumant 262,540 000 S0uD &0

Pdaintanarnce - Dafemad 263880 L08r% Lo 50

ke | Grounds - Mantsnance 262,650 0.0 S0U00 50

Trassportation - Busing - Cost per milk in escess of sxistieg roule 0| Dok SO.5ES 50

TOTAL OPERATIONAL DOSTS 262600 |  n00W ] - 50|
RECOMMENDATION Page 6-17
MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

iCampbdl County Schood District Mol Scenadio Mo, A4 - P15
Coseaptual Cest Analyii
L 5t Date: 3/19/3013
—
COMSTRUCT RN COSTS NREAKCCAWHE 3F Pt (%] | Sublotal foat Totsl
I
Kow Buldng Corstuzion Com Mew Dzsign 50
keaw Tl np Cresbensinn o - Fressype - il
Fropoeed Mow dddikon Sres + 5eC Doweaprmcnt a0
ngresiad Arrgvabid Buidiog &ea - Al
Propoced S NE SEac Sncas tnddor Minor Rerasatlars a0
Peoposed Grada Leval Covee sion Braes A3, ZET 57254, 300
Propoed Improvemsnts o Exivtieg Building Area - FEA Report 50
DCemidition of Existing Bullding 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT 57254, 300
[Coriingsncy (5% Comminection & 1IN Design for Hew B Demoltion Wark) T.ON S0
[Contingercy (T8 Corptnuction B 1% Design lor Addiera| B IHFR 0
[Cortingesy [10% O & 1 D Tor P | 1200 70,516
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT BREAKDIOAW N 43,362 BLEZH 5168.00 ™= 44124316
ESCALATION FACTOR (A% par yaar) Pt (%) Coct | 5 Coat Total
haw Building Cosmtruction Coi - Mew Disign s S0.00 50
Kew Bulding Corabruction Cost - Profotype B0 el ] 0
b Building Addinien Consiruction Cest A 000 30
Renovated Comtruction BrR g S50, 344
Domadition RO Bo.0D 50
Contingency |Design & Hew Work] B0 50,00 30
Castingancy |Design & Additiom) EOrs 000 0
Contingency |Design & Renowaticns| B 000 505,641
SLIBTOTAL ESCALATINN FACTOR D057 LSFR S0 - 5119505
COMSTRLUCTION COST SF it (%] Cogt | 5F st Teaal
[TOTAL COMSTRUCTION COST 48,362 | RN 518144 - 58,774,301
OTHER COSTS Fux () CostfSF | Subeoiad Cest Teral
1]
Locee Furnkhings f Squipment IFho e cquipment, buld ng urihure,
clasarao Turciwee, o age shelsing, mecia ceme diekng book shalsis,
paper oLthern, coplers, chzaving mulomen, CTE mskructianal Eouipend, Baszd on Const Socks for
iy pechaclogy Tar nos RSILCRNg por padesl 5304 20,00 S0 [Mes constrocnien anly
Ineee urnrhings £ qupment (Fhase aqupment bk ng firiture,
chissronm hurelun, s2orage shatedrg, mesia cemsr she ng, book shafses, Bazd on Const Tocks bar
e et cepises. g mrnnmens, G100 sknchnal Leip=and, Erebeewpe st ik on
=nv bechnology bor nose nstrockona porpacest GITH 000 S0 [enky
Locoa Fumnithings J iquipment {Fhone squipment, hislding turstturs,
chassroom furniture, storage shehving, media cenier sheking, book shelves, Based on Const Costs for
paper cuflin, copiery, clianing eguigment, CTE Istructional Bouipsant, i Adiditias
any techrcdogy for nor-instructional perpoees| - A U0 50 |constrection cnly
TOTHL JTHER COISTS 48,362 0% S0 - ']
5T SF Fex (%) Cost |/ 5 Subsonal Cest Teral
Printing - Bid Documenks 43,352 027N 0.5 523,652 Baeed on Const Cost]
Achwirtine for Bid 40,382 00Fs 008 2,632 Banied an Cons Joat
Land Survey - 00 S0u00 52,632 Baaed on Const Cost]
Snit liacing J Frass 1 Dovionmesrsl - alrs S0.00 ;o Meaed an Cane Soner
Eoaenme il Ageroy Resiew Fois 48262 228N Ea Based on Cinal Zos]
Tanting { Insze: - HEZS i ST Uessed i Cazn St
Q5% E0.00 543,619 Bezed an Conet Dosn
aremibarhiral | sug f e « e Canslros en - RlllEa LT RN N 51 Tz bales Lihe ]
arceibachural Fes £ Relriursesklzs - Sradoiye Deizn - 000 50 Inzh des Othe Tock:
Pl baral Frws R el © Sadeiliunm L0 S0 a0 Ikl Ol ol
Architecboral Fawi § RaimBuriesblic - Renoeetion 44,382 1100 SILTY 51,053,976 Inthadi Othir Coati
Comstruction Maragement [CM) Fees 43,362 LS S0pD 50 Ircludes Sequenn
[TOTAL SDET COGTS 48362 | 11.80% Sa40 = 1
PROJECT COST 5F Pot (%] Cost/ 55 Subaoial Coat Tokal
TOTAL PROVECT COST 48,363 100, 00% S305 84 — 30,985 013
[EFERATIONAL EOSTS 3F et ) Cot /5 | Subterd fout Tl
T
LI i - Elmmricsd Donsumgton AR.368 AUTA 00 ki)
Laiies  Zas Conguimption 48262 i E b} a0
L=l e - Wastes Consu—phion 162 AUTH k] ki)
Leiitics  Sewcr f Wemns Water 43,262 20F SCLO0 a0
Cintosizl A IGE DU SO0 k)
Maintenance - Cusrent 48,163 D 000 50
Maintenance - Defered 43,3652 fln Lok a] 30
Site [/ Grounds - Mainbenance AR,342 s g 50
Transportation - Busing - Cost per mike in excess of edsting route 0| oors SO5E5 50
[TOTAL OPERATICMAL COGTS 48362 |  oo0 S0.00 - 40|
RECOMMENDATION Page 6-18
MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

iCampbdl County Schood District Mol Scenadio Mo, A4 - PILE
Coseaptual Cest Analyii
L 5t Date: 3/19/3013
—
COMSTRUCT RN COSTS NREAKCCAWHE 3F Pt (%] Cost /58 | Sublotal foat Totsl
I
Rew BUldng Covstruzton Cox Mew Dozign F2E0.00 a0
Feaw il np Camsbnshian Cos - Fresstye 1S SEno R LN H
Fropoeed Mow dddikon Sres + 5eC Doweaprmcnt Fac0.0a a0
ngresiad Arrgvabid Buidiog &ea - aiznn Al
Propoed S NE SEac fnas a0
Peoposed Grada Leval Corvee sion Braes andior Rinos Banoeations - a0
Propoed Improvemsnts o Exivtieg Building Area - FEA Report 50
Demidition of Existing Bullding 51200 50
SLIBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT S15.986,000
[Coriingsncy (5% Comminection & 1IN Design for Hew B Demoltion Wark) T.ON $1.11% 030
[Contingercy (T8 Corptnuction B 1% Design lor Addiera| B IHFR 0
[Cortingesy [10% O & 1 D Tor P | 1200 30
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COGT BREAKDIOAWH 63,344 TRATH 526750 ™= 517,105,000 |
ESCALATION FACTOR (A% par yaar) Pt (%) Coct | 5 Coat Total
haw Building Cosmtruction Coi - Mew Disign 1l0drs S0.00 50
Kew Bulding Corabruction Cost - Profotype 1106 el ] $1918300
b Building Addinien Consiruction Cest 1100 000 30
Renovaied Coratruction 11060 S 0
Domadition L3.0KR Bo.0D 50
Contingency |Design & Hew Work] 1200 50,00 £134,282
Castingancy |Design & Additiom) 110 000 0
Conkingency |Pesign & Renmaations| 1200 et o] 0
SLIBTOTAL ESCALATINN FACTOR D057 A5 S0 - pr Rk
COMSTRLUCTION COST SF it (%] Cogt | 5F st Teaal
[TOTAL COMSTRUCTION COST 63594 | BROSK 5299.60 - §19,157,622 |
OTHER COSTS Fux () CostfSF | Subeoiad Cest Teral
1]
Locee Furnkhings / Squipmznt IFho=e cqu pment, buld ng rihure,
clasarao Turciwee, o age shelsing, mecia ceme diekng book shalsis,
paper oLthern, coplers, clzaving moulomen, CTE mskuctianal Eouipend, Baszd on Const Socks for
iy pechaclogy Tar nos RSILCRNg por padesl 5304 20,00 S0 [Mes constrocnien anly
Ineee urnrhings £ qupment (Fhase aqu pmest bk ng firitura,
chissronm hurelun, s2orage shatedrg, mesia cemsr she ng, book shafses, Bazd on Const Tocks bar
e et copises. g mrninmene, G sknchnal Leip=and, Erebeewpe st ik on
znv bechrslogy bor nse nstrockong porpocesi B3I 20,00 FLLz7.872 |anky
Locoa Fumnithings J iquipment iFhone squgment, hislding turstturs,
chassroom furniture, storage shehving, media cenier sheking, book shelves, Based on Const Costs for
paper cuflin, copiery, clianing eguigmant, CTE Istructional Bouipsant, i Adiditias
any techrcdogy for nor-instructional perpoees| - A U0 50 |constrection cnly
TOTHL JTHER COISTS 3,544 LIER 51704 - $1.137.57F
5T SF Fex (%) Cost |/ 5 Subsonal Cest Teral
Printing - Bid Documenks 63,544 027N 50,81 551,726 Baeed on Const Cost]
Achwirtine for Bid 1,08 00Fs S0 55,747 Banied an Cons Joat
Land Survey 63,544 00N s 55,747 Baeed on Const Cost]
Snit liacing J Frass 1 Dovionmesrsl N S0 arann Meed an Canet Soer
G e el Ageoy Reskow Fed 225% B0 547,554 Bezed gn Conal DoEL
Lovmstenchins, asling | nsse: HEZS i LIRNES Hessed i Cazns St
Conmisioning - 3rd Parwy Q5% 5152 529,610 Bezed gn Conet Dosn
aremibarhiral | sug f e irsskle - pw Cinslras en - RIlEa LT RN N g1 Tz bales Lihe ]
arcelbechyrsl Foes f Belmoursecklss - frototvsae Deizn xR 515.23 L EE N | Inchodes Othes Jooks
Pl baral Frws R el © Sadeiliunm L0 S0 a0 Ikl Ol ol
Architecboral Fawi § RaimBuriesblic - Renoeetion - 1100 000 30 Inthadi Othir Coati
Comstruction Maragement [CM) Fees 63,044 LS S0pD 50 Ircludes Sequenn
[TOTAL SDET COGTS o] smw 51957 =
PROJECT COST 5F Pot (%] Cost/ 55 Subaoial Coat Tokal
TOTAL PROJECT COST £3,938 100, 00% 33681 — 531,537 088
[EFERATIONAL EOSTS 3F et ) Cot /5 | Subterd fout Tl
T
L=l ies - Elsmricsd Donsumgton AUTA 00 ki)
Laiies  Zas Conguimption i E b} a0
L=l e - Wastes Consu—phion AUTH k] ki)
Leiitics  Sewcr F Wemns Water 20F SCLO0 a0
Cintosizl DU SO0 k)
MsEniEnIncE - Currant DL el ] 0
Maintenance - Defered Bl S0.00 50
Site [/ Grounds - Mainbenance s g 50
Transportation - Busing - Cost per mike in excess of edsting route 000 SO5E5 50
[TOTAL OPERATICNAL COGTS 68| oome S0.00 - 40|
RECOMMENDATION Page 6-19
MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY:

CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County Schos District N, 1 Soerario Ba, B - Ahereate 1014
Concapesal Cout Akl
JEapaity stz 512 Date: 3/19/2013
CORGTRICTION COSTS BAEARKDOAN ¥ | e Tont {5 Subrotal Cowt Toal
R Banime Comslrorhiean Coel - e Jes g . SamiLin S0
[ AN HRT PR TECY TR [ET LT Y T FERTIER AALMA ErEHELH CLRRES U
Proproeed Mew S on Sren = 5oe Deelnermerns ]
Propeed Aenmasted 2 lting drea 50
Proqe o oo Sineg Spacs o 3nddor Ming: Ao seation: SEO0D
Propoed Sods Losel Conwer e Ao 13000
Progrzeid DnEressmends bz B sliog Buid e Bres - 28 Mgl S
Cormadition o Exiveng Sulding aEnad 51200 53,870,116
Deduct: Addiion tn Morth WS - Mard Construsction + FEAT Costy 530,158, 047
SLUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTICN COST 255,365,519
g1 oy Sy —) 7.00% 56,478,763
v ey |59 Cavalin L B W (et b Ceosilgs Wik T.00% S1T1 0
| crtingsncy | 7% Coratructian B 2% Devgn ar Additom| 0% &
|30% & 7% Devign dar Y 1160 L]
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTICN COST BEEASDOWS a5 | slom $197.51 e $T3132.150
ESCALATION FALTOR (4% per year] Pt [%] Tom [ 5 Subectal Cost Toaal
i Biiding Corstrection Cot - Mew Design £00% 5000 50
Frw Building Cortrection Cmt - Beplscement 0% L0000 &4, 13,150
Firw Building Addition Coratruction Comt 0% L0000 E%]
Rencwated Construction L% 000 50
L00% 000 158,805
Conmingeacy (Desgn & Hew Wark) 00% 5000 515%,151
Comingency (Design & Additions) £00% 5000 50
Continpincy (Devgn & fesovations] £00% 5000 5
SLBTCITAL ESCALATION FACTOR COST L57% 00 e $A120.108
CORSTRJLTION CO5T 3 Pt [%) Tom {5 Subsotal Cost Toaal
[TOTAL CORSTRUCTION COST amnus | s SHIEGS un 57724235 |
GTHER COATS et [%] Ton o Subrotal Cowt Toal
| rats # Fiquip |Phone eq hsliding temiture,
zmesmom i bre, moeape srelvng Tedls cember sheksn, boat she ks,
paner cuthes, Topler, Tleaning ecu ek, ST Indrchionsl Erupresk any Fases on Comst Costndor
schirezbo gy T non i stractional parg e B30 000 &0 | Rew con T ok
s Saamisars,
ot it shiska ng, Do sliabss, Fotwsz 2o Lol Kt or
rotces by, opzee, eanng etk GO imlrochiesl Lanpreet, any Fardarement
Ischrzieny [ noneesinicienal popmes) A% ol FACE D 0 | meneteieE sty
Loaze Fumbhnzs f Equipment [Fhone 2q. lomers, boldnz < mbwez,
<k roon furn Lo, S1orape shelviog edia cote shobe ng. book she ks, Barirs o Conal Costs oy
o Culbes, SopRers, Cheaniig eou el ST sl o gl Ecujprren any razve Bkdizien
Irchrszbzny v noneesimr ienal e hilA ol G0 | ot un by
TOTAL OTHER CO5TS s | e [ILLE . 4042748
[5eT Coars = Pt %] Com 5 Subsotal Cost Toaal
Printing - Bid Docurmists amns | o 556 5108554 Burised o Conit Canit
& e B s | ams e 3,17 B oo Cemil st
Lated Sarsen E T o WA Sk L1100 et o Lot Cied
sunl Hor g § Alase 1 Emvimemenal E T o LA i FEENTY) et o Lot Ciod
Crammmaneal fzensy Aede Saes | 45z 518,105 Faes o0 o O
Contichine TeeHeg ! Irepartions | amE 45z 518,105 Faes on o O
Commis acing 36 T s | amE siiE 5400360 Bases on Cong et
Grchitesoral Foos fRoioborseaslzs - hew Conss e es L0 s 53| Iwduos Sther Sosts
drchtectural P ¢ Arireberisabivs - Replamnt amus | o 51048 STATA A4S Includis Sther Cesls
drchitectural Fies { Rrirberisabiis - Addition A e 800 50| includes Othar Casts
Archibeciural Fees [ Reimberieables - Rencastion - 11.00% Sauon 0 Includes. Gther Coaty
Architactural Fres / Reirbermables - Cemolition posa | Roox s1.07 5152586 | Includes ther Coaty
Construction Maragemant [CM) Foes EL I T 5000 50 Wnchices Sequending
|TOITAL BOFT LOSTE En et YL 52417 = £8.945,978 |
FACUECT CCaT & Tt %] Ton o Submotal Comt Tertal
TOTAL PROUECT £OST w15 | woosos $3LT3 o $50.212.011
[CPERETIGNAL CO5TS ¥ Pt %] Ton /5 Subsotal Cost Toaal
Ltikties - Blectrical Cossumption ETVEETY TS 5000 50
Utiitien - Gon Comumption 110,214 oo L0000 %0
Ltiitien - Wister Comumpticn 10,214 oo 0000 %0
Utibities - Sewer | Waste Water s | oo 000 50
Custnatal wens | oo 00 50
Maitesance - Current ELEITY T 5000 50
Mainterance - Delerved ELPITY T 5000 50
Site / Grousdi - Manmenans s | ooss 5500 50
Trarportation - Bsing - ool g mile in ancess of esissng reuli of ooms 0565 5
CIFTRATIONAL COSTS A1 nmx pole] _ o
RECOMMENDATION Page 6-20

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces

FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

F. Scenario 5 Cost Assessment
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7.0

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Recommendation

A.  Summary

The goal of the Capacity Analysis was to determine the Most Cost Effective Remedy (MCER)
based on the WSFD guidelines as currently adopted. It must be noted that the term “Most Cost
Effective Remedy” does not necessary mean the lowest cost scenario. The evaluation and
recommendation takes into account cost as one of the many factors in the evaluation of each
scenario. Cost is balanced against factors including the most appropriate educational scenario, the
best short and long term solutions, the desires of the school district and the community and most
importantly, the quality of education being provided to our children.

The recommendations of the Planning Team takes into account the criteria and parameters of the
WSFD as well as the concerns and desires of the School District. However, the Planning Team is
required to provide its own professional assessment of the MCER. While we cannot guarantee
that our recommendation is in alignment with either the School District or WSFD, we can provide
assurances that it is based on a critical analysis of the data presented within this report and is a
fair, unbiased recommendation.

MCER based on WSFD Guidelines for Capacity

In summary, currently the CCSD K-12 schools show a capacity issue in which capacity is
significantly exceeded by current and projected enroliments. District wide, CCSD had a significant
K-6 capacity issue in AY 2011/2012 that continues to grow yearly as enroliments within the district
increase. District wide in AY 2011/2012, the K-6 schools were over capacity by 444 students. AY
2012/2013 has experienced an actual enroliment increase of 220 students. Itis projected that in
AY2014/2015, with the inclusion of two new K-6 schools currently in planning/construction,
enroliments will still exceed capacity by 365 students. Strong growth in enroliments is projected to
continue up to and including year 2020. The grade level 7-8 Jr. High Schools within the district
currently do not have a capacity issue, however they are projected to reach capacity in
AY2015/2016. Overall, the 10-12 high school within CCSD does not have a current capacity issue.
Furthermore, the high school campus is not projected to have a capacity issue through
AY2020/2021

Based on an analysis of the five scenarios utilizing the WSFD methodology to calculate capacity,

we have identified Scenario #2 as the Most Cost Effective Remedy. Using the evaluation criteria
detailed in Section 6 of this report we rank the scenarios as follows:

B.  Most Cost Effective Remedy

RANKING #1 - Most Cost Effective Remedy

Scenario #2: MOVE 9TH GRADE INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; SOUTH CAMPUS
IS 9-10, NORTH CAMPUS IS 11-12; PROVIDE RENOVATION AND ADDITION TO SOUTH HIGH
SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Cost Impacts: $92,611,082 over an eight year time period. (Not including projected land costs)

RECOMMENDATION Page 7-1

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22,2013




Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Scenario #2 offered the following attributes:

Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within the
district, but provides flexibility to convert to two independent comprehensive high schools
in the future should capacity reach a level at which this was desirable to the district.
Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by moving 9t graders into the
high school system.

Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Scenario #2 represents the Most Cost Effective Remedy. It directly and positively impacts
the district in several ways including:

This scenario provides the best transition of all district schools to state mandated conformance to
grade level capacity. This scenario is a system wide approach that works for all grade levels. This
scenario utilizes existing district resources and excess capacity well, results in the best utilization of
the existing Jr. Highs and High School, and best meets the values of the community. This is the
second lowest cost scenario with its costs are spread over an 8 year time period. It was
determined to provide the best educational value to the district.

This scenario:

1. Addresses Capacity Concerns: This scenario resolves the capacity issue utilizing
existing facility resources through a district approved reconfiguration of grade levels
in existing Jr. High and High Schools. The approach transforms 7-9 Jr. High
Schools into 7-8 schools, having the effect of reducing enroliments at these
schools. Ninth graders then move into the high school campus, utilizing available
excess capacity. Expansion of the high school is provided as enrollments increase
and justify additional capacity. New school construction is devoted to grade K-6
schools. New K-6 schools can be located in areas of need.

2. Educational Impact: This scenario maintains current split campus system and a
single high school within the district, but provides flexibility to convert to two
independent comprehensive high schools in the future should capacity reach a
level at which this was desirable to the district. The existing Jr. High Schools can
undertake renovations to provide staff planning spaces and conform to state
mandated 85% utilization.

3. Operational Impact: This scenario maximizes use of capacity at district schools,
thus limiting operational impacts. This scenario does not require forced mobility of
students through district boundary modifications. This scenario maintains minimal
district transportation costs for busing.

4. Site Impact: This scenario maximizes current school sites.

5. Community / District Impact: This scenario maintains a single high school system
but provides flexibility to migrate to a two high school system in the future. Grade
level changes occur in the Jr. High and High School system. The district is in
agreement with the grade level changes.

6. CostImpacts: $92,611,082 over an eight year time period.
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

C. Ranking of Other Scenarios

RANKING #2

Scenario #1: CONVERT NORTH AND SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO TWO
INDEPENDENT COMPREHENSIVE HIGH SCHOOLS; MOVE 9TH GRADE
INTO THE HIGH SCHOOL SYSTEM; RENOVATE JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO
MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Scenario #1 offered the following attributes:

»  Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

»  Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by moving 9t graders into the
high school system.

»  Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

»  Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

»  Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Comments on Scenario #1

The costs of this scenario are very similar to Scenario #2. This scenario provides the similar
transition of all district schools to state mandated conformance to grade level capacity as Scenario
#1, with the exception of transition to two independent 10-12 grade high schools. This scenario
involved the transition directly to two independent high schools, rather than providing the flexibility
to make the transition as enrollments grow. This scenario does not allow for community
involvement in the migration to two independent high schools. This scenario is a system wide
approach that works for all grade levels. This scenario utilizes existing district resources and
excess capacity well, results in the good utilization of the existing Jr. Highs and High School, and
meets the values of the community. This is the lowest cost scenario with its costs are spread over
an 8 year time period.

RANKING #3

Scenario #4: CONVERT SOUTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH
SCHOOL. CONVERT NORTH HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS INTO A GRADE 10-
12 HIGH SCHOOL. EXPAND NORTH HIGH SCHOOL TO MEET CAPACITY
REQUIREMENTS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR. HIGH SCHOOLS TO MEET
CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY
SCHOOLS

Scenario #4 offered the following attributes:

»  Scenario takes advantage of available capacity within high schools by converting south
campus into a Jr. High.

»  Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools by creating a third Jr. High.

»  Scenario allows existing Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through
renovations to provide staff planning offices.

»  Scenario eliminates current split campus system and creates a single high school within
the district with minimal opportunity to transform to a two high school district.

»  Scenario requires significant renovations at South campus to accommodate grade 7-9
educational needs.

»  Scenario requires renovations at north campus to accommodate grade 9 educational
needs.

e Scenario expands north campus.
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»  Scenario could incorporate alternate to replace North with a new school if/when suitability
needs index allowed. However it is difficult to align these schedules.

»  Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

e Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

»  Scenario takes too long to implement remedies for current capacity concerns.

Comments on Scenario #4
This scenario eliminates current split campus system and creates a single high school within the
district with minimal opportunity to transform to a two high school district. Committing to a single
high school on one campus did not offer the district an opportunity to migrate to a two high school
system in the near future. This scenario involved significant renovation of existing district
resources to repurpose schools to different grade levels. There was a significant cost increase
between this scenario and the two higher ranking scenarios.

RANKING #4

Scenario #3: MAINTAIN DISTRICT GRADE LEVEL CONFIGURATION; NO CHANGE TO
EXISTING HIGH SCHOOL CAMPUS; RENOVATE EXISTING JR. HIGH
SCHOOLS TO MEET CLASSROOM CAPACITY REQUIREMENTS; BUILD
NEW 7-9 Jr. HIGH SCHOOL; BUILD NEW K-6 ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Scenario #3 offered the following attributes:

»  Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within the
district.

»  Scenario does not take advantage of available capacity at High School to alleviate
capacity issues in the Jr. High schools.

»  Scenario alleviates over capacity issue in Jr. High Schools through construction of a third
Jr. High School.

»  Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

»  Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

»  Scenario provides new K-6 schools to meet future capacity needs.

Comments on Scenario #3

This scenario maintains the current high school configuration and grade levels. Its major drawback
was in not utilizing excess capacity within the high school campus to alleviate capacity issues in
grades 7-9. This led to significantly higher costs for this scenario due to increased new
construction.

RANKING #5

Scenario #5: COMPLETE GRADE LEVEL TRANSFORMATION OF ALL SCHOOLS WITHIN
THE DISTRICT; EXISTING K-6 SCHOOLS CONVERT TO K-5 GRADE
LEVELS; EXISTING GRADE 7-9 JR. HIGH SCHOOLS CONVERT TO
GRADE 6-8 MIDDLE SCHOOLS; EXISTING GRADE 10-12 HIGH SCHOOL
SPLIT CAMPUS CONVERTS TO GRADES 9-12 SPLIT CAMPUS

Scenario #5 offered the following attributes:

»  Scenario reduces capacity issue at elementary schools transforming grade 7-9 Jr. High
Schools into grade 6-8 Middle Schools.

»  Scenario incorporates recently opened and under construction K-6 schools into available
capacity.

e Scenario provides new K-5 schools to meet future capacity needs.

»  Scenario does not align existing K-5 school capacity with grade level capacity needs.

»  Scenario requires forced mobilization due to boundary modifications.
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

»  Scenario allows Jr. High Schools to conform to 85% utilization through renovations to
provide staff planning offices.

»  Scenario does not alleviate capacity issues at Twin Spruce and Sage Valley. Scenario
only shifts 9 grade out and 6" grade in. Thus, scenario requires construction of a new
middle school.

»  Scenario takes advantage of available capacity at high schools by doing a grade level
change and adding 9t graders into the high school system.

»  Scenario maintains current split campus system and a single high school within the
district, but provides flexibility to convert to two independent comprehensive high schools
in the future should capacity reach a level at which this was desirable to the district.

Comments on Scenario #5

This scenario involved grade level modifications at all district schools. Modifying grade levels in
the elementary schools resulted in a misalignment of school capacity with grade level capacity
requirements. This would have the effect of leaving capacity unutilized in those schools, forcing
mobility of students to other schools or undertaking significant renovations to elementary schools to
realign classrooms. There were significant operational and staffing costs associated with the grade
level changes due to transportation and Department of Education requirements. This scenario did
not alleviate capacity issues at the existing Jr. High Schools, thus a new school was required. This
was the most costly scenario.
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Appendix

A.  Correspondence & Meeting Notes
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MEETING MINUTES 2012-11-28

PROJECT: WSFD Capacity Study (7-12) DATE: 11/28/12
Campbell County School District No. 1 TIME: 1:00 pm
Gillette, WY PROJECT NO: 12128.00
BY: Bill Speck, MOA Project Manager LOCATION: ESC - Board Room

PARTICIPANTS:

Amy Yurko — Brain Spaces
Brandon Daigle — MOA

Jack Mousseau — MOA

Jennifer Song Koeppe — MOA
Kevin Sullivan — MOA

Luis Martinez — MOA

Kelley Tanner — Brain Spaces
Troy Decker — WSFD

Stan Hobbs — WSFD

Richard Strahorn — CCSD Superintendent
Don Dihle - CCSD

Terry Quinn — CSSD

Steve Fenton — CCSD

Alex Ayers — CCSD

Linda S. Jennings — CCSD Board
Deb Hepp — CCSD Board

Meldene Goehring — CCSD

Tim Volk — CCSD

Randy Faust — CCSD

Dave Foreman — CCSD

Keith Chrans — CCSD

Andy Mravlja — CCSD

Susan Shippy — CCSD Board
Lisa Durgin — CCSD Board
Joeseph Lawrence — CCSD Board
Boyd Brown — CCSD

Kirby Eisenhaver — CCSD

Larry Reznicck — CCSD

Cliff Hill - CCSD

David Fall - CCSD Board

Anne Ochs — CCSD Board

Kathy Brown — The News Record

COPIES: Participants

ATTACHMENTS: Exhibits A through G
WSFD’s “Method to Calculate Building Capacity” dated June 2012, pages 11 & 12
Census Comparison

ITEM DISCUSSION

PURPOSE: Share with each district the Process, Givens, and Schedule for this project.
Identify FEA assessment data used as a baseline for this study.

11/28/01 Jack Mousseau presented the project scope (Exhibit A), list of schools involved in the

study (Exhibit B), and spaces requiring further evaluation (Exhibit C).

Anomalies are identified in the list of schools that may not be included in the capacity
studies, satellite schools 40 miles from Gillette.

To address 7-12 capacity issues in Gillette, the district agrees that Recluse and Little
Powder K-8 schools would not be a viable option. Recluse is 35.5 miles and Little
River is 44.5 miles from their transportation facility. Wright may also be excluded due

to distance from Gillette.

“Big box” spaces will be evaluated to develop realistic capacities that are equitable

302 S. DAVID STREET, SUITE 210, CASPER, WY 82601 - P: 307.268.9890 - F: 307.315.6310
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across all districts. The spaces identified in Exhibit C are examples only. MOA will
evaluate spaces district wide to identify any additional anomalies. Is there staff
available that supports this capacity? In order to be equitable across school districts,
WSFD wants a realistic calculation of capacity for these spaces, regardless of staffing.
MOA suggests staffing should be a factor to consider, but not a determinant of
capacity.

Information provided after the meeting: The district suggests reasonable assumptions
for these large spaces would be to plan for 2 teaching spaces in the main gym and 1
teaching space in Gym I, Band, Orchestra, Drama, and High School Computer Lab.

11/28/02 Jack provided a summary of tasks (Exhibit D) and durations of tasks required for district
meetings:

Task 3 Option Identification will begin after the kick-off. The design team will meet
with the district as soon as 3 weeks to review these options.

Task 4 Option Feasibility will evaluate if options work, assign costs, and rank which
option is the most cost effective remedy (MCER). After 4 weeks the design team will
be available to review cost and feasibility with the district.

The objective of the MCER is to identify the best educational solution at the best cost.
Ranking the MCER will include:

Cost of education

Cost of relationship to the community
Probable cost of option

Cost for additional staffing

(WSFD): The report should list options that were considered but not selected during
the evaluation process. This will provide more information to those who want to
understand how the team reached the MCER.

The District’s budget presentation to the Commission will occur in late March or early
April 2013. The annual facility planning meeting is scheduled in May 2013.
11/28/03 Jack summarized the” givens” that WSFD has established as for the capacity studies:
Enroliment: 10 year trailing data from 2011(Exhibit E).
Utilization factor (7-12): 85%
(District): 75% utilization used due to block scheduling.

Criteria for calculating school capacity are from WSFD'’s “Method to Calculate Building
Capacity” dated June 2012 (7-12):

See attachment for SFD criteria.

Target enroliment for study: WSFD Projection for year 2020.

Range of study: Grades 7-12

Educational adequacy:

How do we deal with changes to curriculum? The objective of the study is to provide
consistency across all districts. The capacity study will be based on programs that
existed during the facility assessment in spring 2012.

302 S. DAVID STREET, SUITE 210, CASPER, WY 82601 - P: 307.268.9890 - F: 307.315.6310
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Reviewed the map showing schools and grade levels that represent the general scope of
the capacity study for Campbell County School District 1 (Exhibit F). The design team
requests input from the district on where they are the experiencing growth.

(District): Look at economic analysis for each county. Campbell County is
experiencing 2-1/2% growth in the district. For enrolliment projections, look at
demographic indicators. It can be based on history if birth rates continue.

To address capacity issues, the design team will look at appropriateness of existing
site for expansion. We will look at recent changes to feeder schools off-line.

Information from the district’s facility plan will be considered in the study (Exhibit G).

Jack opened up discussion to identify District Specific Unique Issues:

Grade configurations:

Current grade configurations for most of the district are K-6 / 7-9 / 10-12.
Changing Jr. High to Middle school may be one option to address capacity issues.

(District): Middle school is not a system that is desirable. Moving 6" grade to 6-8
middle school configuration has issues related to new certifications for 6™ grade
teachers. Although certification is not required if they only teach 6th grade,
isolation will limit flexibility in staffing. A review of current 6" grade teachers
would be necessary to understand who would require a 5-8 certification.
Depending on one’s educational background this can be between 18 and 27
credit hours, according to information provided by the district.

School enroliment and capacity:

(District): Prefer not to have1000 students in middle school, 950 maximum is
desired. When enrollment reaches 400 students per grade level, there are fewer
opportunities for students to participate in extra-curricular activities.

(District): We have concern for the number of students moving in hallways and
size of the commons. Will the infrastructure be large enough to handle larger
capacities?

(District): There is a difference between how the state funds staffing levels (75%
utilization, 21students / classroom, 3 teaching periods out of 4); verses how SFD
will be creating classrooms (85% utilization, 25 students / classroom).

Criteria for calculating classroom capacity are one of the “givens” our team has to
work with to meet the objectives of the study.

Classroom utilization:

(District): Classroom Utilization — In grades 7-12, the District functions with four
periods each day with teachers teaching 3 of 4. Students take 8 classes, 4 each
day over a 2 day period. Without the off period, more space is required for setting
up classrooms when class is being utilized. Changing rooms with moving carts is
difficult. Utilizing off periods is a short-tern solution to address capacity issues.

Attendance policies:

Enroliment may be impacted by on-line courses and off-campus learning but the
enrollment data provided by the WSFD will not be modified to account for these
issues as students generally attend the schools part of the day regardless.

302 S. DAVID STREET, SUITE 210, CASPER, WY 82601 - P: 307.268.9890 - F: 307.315.6310
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(District): Additional information was provided after the meeting:

CCHS provides students with several opportunities of off campus learning. A
partnership exists between Gillette College and CCHS to allow students, meeting
certain criteria, to be dually enrolled. Typical of all of Wyoming’s 4A schools,
CCHS also allows senior students, who have met certain achievement criteria, to
forego the last period of the day. Currently, 150/384 senior students do not have
a 4th block class. A small number of students attend CCHS as non-fulltime
students. These are students who are enrolled in online schools or home
schools. Generally, these students are enrolled in CCHS elective courses that
are not offered through their program of study. CCHS does offer opportunities for
students to gain experience in areas of career interest off campus. These classes
(Mentorship, OJT, and COE) provide supervised on the job training at partnership
locations. However, a school classroom is also necessary, as the experience is
not limited to off-site location.

Community growth identified in zoning

MOA will look to counties and districts for information on growth patterns.
Information like housing starts.

(District): Campbell County is around 1.4 students per household verses 1.3
average. We have a larger growth in population of children and young adults
verses the State; refer to the attached census comparison between 2000 and
2010 distributed at the meeting.

Food service:

The food service program at the junior high schools is nearing capacity. A
significant increase in students would significantly impact the district’s ability to
serve lunch in a timely manner.

Transportation:

The district uses a two-tier bus system. Middle school / high school students are
1 tier, elementary school second tier. More, smaller middle schools would be less
distance. Some longer distance routes require transfer system. If Middle school
is larger, routes will take longer and will impact ability to have two-tier system.

There is a bus service to Wright 7-12 for students who attend programs offered in
Gillette. This includes the North Autism Program.

Special education - Additional information was provided by the district after the
meeting:

The district has seen a 22.4% increase of students in an Individualized Education
Program (IEP) from 2007-2011. This is compared to a 10% increase in total
student enrolment in that same period.

The district has an Adapted Physical Education program located in Parish Hall.
This building is expected to time-out in the near future due to building condition.

Due to space constraints, most of the SPED offices are housed at the Lakeway
Learning Center. The district prefers more space be provided for psychologists,
occupational therapists, physical therapists, and case managers at each school.

There are increased needs to serve students with significant medical needs that
will require space for changing, showering, toileting, etc. The district suggests a
fourth category be added to the state quidelines for Intensive Needs.

302 S. DAVID STREET, SUITE 210, CASPER, WY 82601 - P: 307.268.9890 - F: 307.315.6310
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Existing site or building limitations / opportunities:

Lakeview is being abandoned due to site size restrictions.

The district asked that costs for temporary education space and transportation be
accounted for in the study of options.

Regarding temporary classrooms at permanent schools, the 2012 assessment
was to assume zero capacity for spaces housed in these structures.

Need information on the district’s plans for Parish Hall which may be condemned.

There is state owned land used for recreation that is being maintained by the
district at North Campus.

Should North High School show a capacity related issue, the district supports
examining the most cost effect remedy.

11/28/08 Meeting Schedule:
Option Identification January 8, 2013 at 2:00pm
Option Feasibility February 12, 2013 at 3:00pm

Review Draft Report  TBD
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DISTRICT CAPACITY STUDY MEETING #2

AGENDA
PROJECT: WSFD Capacity Study DATE: January 8 2013
Campbell County School District No. 1 TIME: 2:00 pm
Gillette, WY PROJECT NO: 12128.00
FILE: W:\2012\12128.00\General\Proj Mgmt\Minutes 2012-11-28
BY: Jack Mousseau, MOA LOCATION: CCSD Board Room
ATTENDEES: CCSD #1, MOA, BrainSpaces
ITEM DISCUSSION
1. Purpose of meeting
2. Review of capacity guideline givens
3. Review of enroliment projections
4. Population growth patterns within the district
5. Listing of schools being addressed in the study
6. Summary of current capacity condition analysis per school
7. Review district unique issues — how they affect capacity options
8. Outline of potential capacity resolution strategies for discussion and development of
additional options if identified
9. Agreement on options to carry forth
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DISTRICT CAPACITY STUDY EXECUTIVE MEETING

AGENDA
PROJECT: WSFD Capacity Study DATE: January 8 2013
Campbell County School District No. 1 TIME: 1:00 pm
Gillette, WY PROJECT NO: 12128.00
FILE: W:\2012\12128.00\General\Proj Mgmt\Minutes 2012-11-28
BY: Jack Mousseau, MOA LOCATION: TBD

ATTENDEES: CCSD #1, MOA, BrainSpaces, WSFD

ITEM DISCUSSION
1. 5 minute review of presentation to the 2:00 group
2. Summary of current capacity condition analysis per school
3. Outline of potential capacity resolution strategies for discussion
4, Understanding and feedback of capacity issue identified by the study
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CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

AiM Data Worksheets

Buffalo Ridge Elementary (No AiM data available)

Conestoga Elementary

Descripton:  CAMO01 CONESTOGA ES MAIN BLDG
Building#: ~ 0301-016-0100 o
Gross SQ FT: 56,172.00 H
Tract Acres: 9.77 :
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG R"#“'“ Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sfist i$ (;ae” cuan” cap || code Issues
EDUCK-6 [153 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 | 1 40 | 751/ 16 | 18.816.0
EDUCK - 6 154 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 678 16 | 17.0 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 [156 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 | 1 40 | 657| 16 | 16.4 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 157 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 657 16 | 16.4 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 [159 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 | 1 40 | 678 16 | 17.0]16.0
EDUCK - 6 160 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 751 16 | 18.8 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 [163 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 | 1 40 | 754/ 16 | 18.9]16.0
EDUCK - 6 164 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 699 16 | 17.5] 16.0
EDUCK-6 [171 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 | 1 40 | 694| 16 | 17.4]16.0
EDUCK - 6 167 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 709| - 17.7 y17.7 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 [169 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 46| 1 40 | 699 - |175]17.5 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 170 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 754| - 1891189 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 [175 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 46| 1 40 | 809 - |20.2}20.2 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 176 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 872 - |218]21.8 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 [179 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 46| 1 40 | 695 - |174|17.4 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 181 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 872 - |21.8]21.8 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 [182 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 46| 1 40 | 809/ - |20.2]20.2 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 183 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 834| - |209]209 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 137 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 60 | 2384 16 | 39.7 | 16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK-6 [166 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 60 | 709/ - |118]11.8 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 144 ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 855
EDUCK-6 [147 |COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 981
EDUCK - 6 136 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 819
EDUCK-6 [143 |MUSIC CLASSROOM MU | 1 604
EDUCK-6 [132 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 426
EDUCK - 6 134 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 462
EDUCK-6 [135 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 426
EDUCK - 6 145 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 458
EDUCK-6 [155 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 366
EDUCK - 6 158 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 366
EDUCK-6 [165 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 378
EDUCK-6 [178 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 695
EDUCK - 6 300 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 279
Totals by Building 24 348
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

Description:
Building #:
Gross SQFT:
Tract Acres:

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Hillcrest Elementary
CAMO1 HILLCREST ES (NEW)
0301-034-0100 a
72,453.00 w
7.98 =
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG R°#°'“ Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sfist ch: (i:ep Cua"p caP || code Issues
EDUCK -6 A127 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 886/ 16 | 22.216.0
EDUCK - 6 B111 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 877 16 | 21.916.0
EDUCK -6 B112 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 953| 16 | 23.816.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 B127 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 [2850, 16 | 71.3]16.0 roomis MUCH too LAR
EDUCK -6 B128 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 843| 16 | 21.116.0
EDUCK - 6 B129 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 847| 16 | 21.216.0
EDUCK -6 C102 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 850/ 16 | 21.316.0
EDUCK - 6 C103 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 861 16 | 21.5]116.0
EDUCK -6 C104 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 843| 16 | 21.116.0
EDUCK - 6 B122 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 892| - 223223 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 B123 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 875| - 2190 21.9 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 B124 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 875| - 2190219 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D116 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 846| - 212§ 21.2 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D117 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 845| - 2110211 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D121 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 870| - 21.8)21.8 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D122 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 885 - 221221 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 B115 |PRE-K CLASSROOM K 1 50 869| 16 | 17.416.0
EDUCK - 6 C107 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1034| 16 | 20.7 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 C115 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 990| 16 | 19.8 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 C120 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 988| 16 | 19.8 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 A134 |ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 1047
EDUCK - 6 A126 |[COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 1011
EDUCK -6 B109 |COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 1185
EDUCK - 6 B103 |LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 2487
EDUCK - 6 A103 |DINING AREA / CAFETERIA MPR 2431
EDUCK - 6 A122 |[MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 992
EDUCK -6 A125 [MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 1094
EDUCK - 6 A116 |[GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 4120
EDUCK -6 A130 |INSCHOOL SUSPENSION OR DETENTION ROOM; TIV  SS 207
EDUCK - 6 D130 |SPECIAL EDUCATION - SELF-CONTAINED GEINIERAL SS 1 80 |1131| 10 | 14.1]110.0
EDUCK - 6 D136 |SPECIAL EDUCATION - SELF-CONTAINED GENERAL| SS 1 80 |1168| 10 | 14.6]10.0
EDUCK - 6 D107 |PT/OT LABORATORY I SS 415
EDUCK - 6 B114 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 312
EDUCK -6 B120 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 283
EDUCK - 6 C101 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 870 Large enough for TS
EDUCK -6 D103 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 673
EDUCK - 6 D104 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 155
EDUCK -6 D105 |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 117
EDUCK - 6 D115 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 930 Large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 D118 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 860 Large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 D123 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 890 Large enough for TS
EDUCK -6 D124 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 906 Large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 D127 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 826 Large enough for TS
Totals by Building 28 380
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

Description:
Building #:
Gross SQFT:
Tract Acres:

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Lakeview Elementary — No AiM Data Available

Meadowlark Elementary

CAM01 MEADOWLARK MAIN BLDG

0301-007-0100

37,854.00 ﬁ
2.88 =
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams

CONFIG R°#°'“ Use Bldg| Tag | TS |[sfIst i? CR“:‘ CU““F‘ cAP || code Issues
EDUCK - 6 m PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 838| 16 |21.0]16.0
EDUCK - 6 113 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 784| 16 | 19.6]16.0
EDUCK - 6 121 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 841| 16 | 21.0]16.0
EDUCK - 6 122 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 895| 16 |22.4]16.0
EDUCK - 6 123 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 791| 16 | 19.8]16.0
EDUCK - 6 124 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 890| 16 |22.3]16.0
EDUCK - 6 110 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 933 - 23.3|23.3 roomis a bit too small
EDUCK - 6 112 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 935| - 234|234 roomis a bit too small
EDUCK - 6 114 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 935| - 234|234 roomis a bit too small
EDUCK - 6 115 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 851 - 213|21.3 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 125 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 841| - 21.0| 21.0 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 126 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 829 - 20.7 | 20.7 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 109 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 (1534 16 | 30.7 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 201 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM 1 50 | 660 - 13.2113.2 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 205 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 544| - 109 10.9 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 202 ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 953
EDUCK - 6 119 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 2622
EDUCK - 6 102 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 1211
EDUCK - 6 103 MULTIPURPOSE/P.E. PED PE 1 3177
EDUCK - 6 206 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SELF-CONTAINED GENERAL, SS 1 80 | 656| - 82| 8.2 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 204 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM I SS 397
EDUCK - 6 101 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 538
EDUCK - 6 116 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 98
EDUCK - 6 120 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 124
EDUCK - 6 115A | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 136
EDUCK - 6 119B | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 107
Totals by Building 19 277
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Paintbrush Elementary

Descripion:  CAMO1 PAINTBRUSH ES MAIN BLDG
Building #: 0301-015-0100 a
Gross SQ FT: 60,911.00 H
Tract Acres: 5.69 :
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG R°#°"' Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sfist ‘?.? CRaep Cuanp caP || code Issues
EDUCK- 6 1A PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 895| 16 |22.4]16.0
EDUCK- 6 1B PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 862| 16 |21.6]16.0
EDUCK - 6 ic PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 884| 16 | 22.1]16.0
EDUCK - 6 2A PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 866| 16 |21.7]16.0
EDUCK - 6 2B PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 833| 16 |20.8]16.0
EDUCK - 6 2C PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 854| 16 | 21.4]16.0
EDUCK - 6 3A PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 885| 16 |22.1]16.0
EDUCK - 6 3B PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 895 16 | 22.4]16.0
EDUCK - 6 3C PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 895 16 | 22.4]16.0
EDUCK - 6 4A INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 895| - |224]224 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 4B INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 895| - |224]224 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 4C INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 885| - |221]221 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 5A INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 854 - |214]214 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 5B INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 833| - [20.8]20.8 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 5C INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 866 - |21.7]21.7 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 6A INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 884| - |221]221 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 6B INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 862 - [216]21.6 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 6C INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 895| - [224]224 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 191 PRE-K CLASSROOM K 1 50 629| - 1261 12.6 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 K1 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1029| 16 |20.6 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 K2 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1079| 16 |21.6]16.0
EDUCK - 6 K3 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1039| 16 |20.8|16.0
EDUCK- 6 214 STUDENT ACTIVITIES AREA ACT| 272 1486
EDUCK - 6 215 STUDENT ACTIVITIES AREA ACT 225
EDUCK - 6 181 ART CLASSROOM ART 1 1187
EDUCK - 6 203 COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 998
EDUCK - 6 198 LIBRARY CONFERENCE ROOM LB 535
EDUCK - 6 195 LIBRARY INSTRUCTION ROOM LB 345
EDUCK - 6 174 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 535
EDUCK - 6 189 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 2052
EDUCK - 6 126 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 540
EDUCK- 6 129 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 782
EDUCK- 6 155 GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 5586
EDUCK - 6 109 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 360
EDUCK - 6 Al TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 329
EDUCK - 6 175 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 233
EDUCK - 6 77 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 345
EDUCK - 6 193 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 329
EDUCK- 6 197 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 233
EDUCK- 6 201 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 240
Totals by Building 27 401
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

Description:
Building #:
Gross SQFT:
Tract Acres:

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Prairie Wind Elementary

CAMO01 PRAIRIE WIND ES NEW (REPLACED STOCKTRAIL)

0301-033-0100

72,248.00 E
3=
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG R"#‘"“ Use Bldg| Tag | TS [sfIst ic_: ‘i:: Cua"p cAP || code Issues
EDUCK -6 A126 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 874| 16 | 21.9]16.0
EDUCK - 6 B111 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 865/ 16 | 21.6]16.0
EDUCK -6 B112 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 940| 16 | 23.5]16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 B120 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 879| 16 | 22.0] 16.0
EDUCK -6 B121 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 863| 16 | 21.6]16.0
EDUCK - 6 B122 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 863| 16 | 21.6]16.0
EDUCK -6 B125 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 761 16 | 19.0] 16.0
EDUCK - 6 B126 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 843| 16 | 21.1]16.0
EDUCK -6 B127 |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 847| 16 | 21.2]16.0
EDUCK -6 D103 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 |1132| 25 | 28.3]25.0
EDUCK - 6 D114 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 846 - |21.2]21.2 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 D115 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 845| - 2111211 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D116 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 860 - |215]215 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 D119 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 870| - 21.8)21.8 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 D120 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 885| - 221221 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 D121 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 890 - |223]223 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 D127 | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 |1032| 25 | 25.8]25.0
EDUCK - 6 D128 |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 751 - 18.8 | 18.8 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 C101 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 988| 16 | 19.8]16.0
EDUCK -6 C106 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 990| 16 | 19.8]16.0
EDUCK - 6 C113 | KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1034| 16 | 20.7 | 16.0
EDUCK -6 C120 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 975 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK - 6 C126 |KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 975| 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK - 6 A133 |ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 1047
EDUCK -6 A125 |COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 1011
EDUCK - 6 B109 |COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 1185
EDUCK -6 B103 |LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 2547
EDUCK - 6 A103 | DINING AREA / CAFETERIA MPR 2458
EDUCK -6 A121 |MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 992
EDUCK - 6 A124 |MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 1094
EDUCK -6 A115 |GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 4120
EDUCK -6 C116 | SPECIAL EDUCATION - SELF-CONTAINED GENERAL| SS 1 80 (1043| 10 | 13.0 ] 10.0
EDUCK -6 B114 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROONI| SS 312
EDUCK - 6 B115 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 869 large enough for TS
EDUCK -6 B117 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 472
EDUCK - 6 B118 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 283
EDUCK -6 C127 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 864 large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 D113 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 930 large enough for TS
EDUCK -6 D122 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 906 large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 D125 | TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 814 large enough for TS
Totals by Building 30 433

Pronghorn Elementary
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

Description:
Building #:
Gross SQ FT:
Tract Acres:

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

CAMO01 PRONGHORN ES MAIN BLDG

0301-018-0100

65,289.00 g
10.64 =
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams

CONFIG R°#°"‘ Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sf/st i? (::e" cuan" cAP || code Issues
EDUCK -6 133 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 982| 16 | 24.616.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 134 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 982| 16 |24.6 ] 16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK -6 135 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 982| 16 | 24.616.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK -6 137 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 982| 16 | 24.616.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 138 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 982| 16 |24.6 ] 16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK -6 139 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 982| 16 | 24.616.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK -6 148 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 982| 16 | 24.616.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 149 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 982| 16 |24.6 ] 16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 154 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 982| 16 |24.6 ] 16.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK - 6 150 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK - 6 152 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK -6 160 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 982 - 246 24.6
EDUCK - 6 161 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK - 6 162 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK -6 164 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 982 - 246 24.6
EDUCK - 6 165 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK - 6 166 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 982| - |246]24.6
EDUCK - 6 116 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 716| - 1431143 roomis too small
EDUCK - 6 121 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 902| 16 | 18.0 ] 16.0
EDUCK -6 126 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 902| 16 | 18.0]16.0
EDUCK - 6 193 ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 935
EDUCK -6 211 COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 715
EDUCK - 6 212 LIBRARY INSTRUCTION ROOM LB 438
EDUCK - 6 214 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 3299
EDUCK -6 189 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 1090
EDUCK -6 190 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 1166
EDUCK - 6 179 GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 7316
EDUCK -6 205 SCIENCE DEMONSTRATION CLASSROOM ES/MS/HS| SCI 1 1084
EDUCK - 6 157 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM I SS 354
EDUCK -6 105 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 163
EDUCK -6 113 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 104
EDUCK - 6 115 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 127
EDUCK -6 127 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 697
EDUCK -6 130 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 354
EDUCK - 6 142 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 354
EDUCK -6 145 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 355
EDUCK -6 153 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 982 large enough for TS
EDUCK - 6 156 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 354
EDUCK - 6 169 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 354
Totals by Building 26 387
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Sunflower Elementary

Descripton:  CAMO01 SUNFLOWER ES MAIN BLDG
Building #: 0301-017-0100 a
Gross SQ FT: 56,743.00 w
Tract Acres: 5.53 i
Room # BSICALCS SQFT Plan Diagrams
CONFIG ﬁﬁ:{: Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sf/st :::, iaep Cua"p cAP || code Issues
EDUCK -6 ﬂ;r PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 - 735| 16 | 18.4]16.0
EDUCK-6 161A |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 768| 16 | 19.2 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 161B |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 845/ 16 | 21.1]16.0
EDUCK-6 161C |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 771) 16 | 19.3 | 16.0
EDUCK -6 162A |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 781| 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK -6 162B |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 836/ 16 | 20.916.0
EDUCK -6 162C |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 780| 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK -6 172A |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 779| 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK -6 172B |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 835/ 16 | 20.9|16.0
EDUCK -6 172C |PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 780| 16 | 19.5]16.0
EDUCK-6 150A | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 779] - | 19.5]19.5 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 150B |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 837, - |20.9]20.9 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 150C |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 | 784 - | 19.6|19.6 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 151A |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 779 - 19.5§19.5 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 151B |INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6), 4-6 1 40 818 - 20.5 ) 20.5 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 151C | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 780 - 19.5§19.5 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 173A | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 779 - 19.5§19.5 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 173B | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 837, - |20.9]20.9 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 173C | INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 784 - | 19.6|19.6 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 119 PRE-K CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 472| - 94 | 9.4 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 120 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM 1 50 |2338| 16 | 46.816.0 roomis too LARGE
EDUCK -6 124 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM 1 50 804| 16 | 16.1]16.0
EDUCK-6 158 ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 735
EDUCK-6 180 COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 735
EDUCK-6 183 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LB 3492
EDUCK-6 126 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 725
EDUCK-6 115 GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 5178
EDUCK -6 143 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 523
EDUCK -6 144 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 499
EDUCK-6 145 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 552
EDUCK-6 146 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 556
EDUCK-6 164 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 118
EDUCK -6 175 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 88
EDUCK -6 181 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 269
EDUCK -6 182 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 295
Totals by Building 26 381
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Wagon Wheel Elementary

Descripton:  CAMO01 WAGONWHEEL ES MAIN BLDG
Building #: 0301-014-0100 a
Gross SQ FT: 52,710.00 5
Tract Acres: 6.72 :
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG R"#‘”“ Use Bldg| Tag | TS |sfist ‘2? ‘;"e” cua"” cAP || code Issues
EDUCK - 6 18 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 873| 16 | 21.8]16.0
EDUCK - 6 19 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 888| 16 | 22.2]16.0
EDUCK-6 20 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 888| 16 | 22.2]16.0
EDUCK- 6 21 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 893| 16 | 22.3]16.0
EDUCK - 6 22 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 825| 16 | 20.6 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 23 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 828| 16 | 20.7 | 16.0
EDUCK-6 25 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 825| 16 | 20.6 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 27 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 828| 16 | 20.7 | 16.0
EDUCK - 6 28 PRIMARY CLASSROOM (GRADES 1-3) 1-3 1 40 | 825| 16 | 20.6 | 16.0
EDUCK- 6 4 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 915| - | 229]229 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 5 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 870 - |218]21.8 roomis too small
EDUCK -6 6 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 866| - |21.7)121.7 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 7 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 880 - |22.0]220 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 8 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 819 - |20.5)20.5 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 9 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 814 - |204]204 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 10 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 808| - |20.2)20.2 roomis too small
EDUCK-6 12 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 808| - |20.2)20.2 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 14 INTERMEDIATE CLASSROOM (GRADES 4-5/6) 4-6 1 40 | 830 - |20.8)20.8 roomis too small
EDUCK- 6 134 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1175 16 | 23.5)16.0 roomis a bit too LARG
EDUCK- 6 135 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 |1203| 16 | 24.1]16.0 roomis a bit too LARG
EDUCK - 6 136 KINDERGARTEN CLASSROOM K 1 50 | 835 16 | 16.7 | 16.0
EDUCK- 6 154 ART CLASSROOM ART| 1 783
EDUCK-6 161 COMPUTER LABORATORY CL 1 785
EDUCK- 6 17 LIBRARY INSTRUCTION ROOM LIB 379
EDUCK- 6 174 LIBRARY/MEDIA CENTER LIB 2483
EDUCK-6 103 MUSIC CLASSROOM MU 1 796
EDUCK-6 1 GYMNASIUM PED PE 1 3049
EDUCK- 6 133 STUDENT ACTIVITIES AREA ?? 850
EDUCK- 6 120 IN SCHOOL SUSPENSION OR DETENTION ROOM; TIV  SS 285
EDUCK- 6 102 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM SS 222
EDUCK-6 29 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 417
EDUCK- 6 104 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 486
EDUCK- 6 137 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 425
EDUCK-6 144 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 237
EDUCK-6 147 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 213
EDUCK- 6 158 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 192
EDUCK- 6 167 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 230
EDUCK-6 170 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 214
EDUCK-6 173 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM SS 236
Totals by Building 25 382
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Sage Valley Junior High

Description: CAMO01 SAGE VALLEY JR HS (7-9) MAIN BLDG
Building #: 0301-020-0100
Gross SQFT:  183,991.00 a
Tract Acres: 21.04 2
BSICALCS Plan Diagrams
conmig | Reom Use Bidg | Tag | Ts |stist| aim sF | €% [C€2P | cap |l code Issuss
Number Re | Un
EDUC7-9 202 ART CLASSROOM 100 |ART| 1 50 1,075 - 22 22 roomis too small
EDUC7-9  |205 ART CLASSROOM 100 |ART | 1 50 1,003| - 22 | 22 roomis too small
EDUC7-9  |226 ART CLASSROOM 100 |ART | 1 50 9%7| - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 227 ART CLASSROOM 100 |ART | 1 50 974| - 19 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 228 ART CLASSROOM 100 |ART | 1 50 955| - 19 19 roomis too small
EDUC7 -9 305 COMPUTER LABORATORY 100 | CL | 1 |375 638|no max 17 17 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 [306 COMPUTER LABORATORY 100 | CL | 1 |375 919jnomax 25 | 25
EDUC7-9 |219 FAMILY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FACS)| 100 | CTE| 1 | 125 o71| - 8 8 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 [220 FAMILY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FACS)| 100 | CTE| 1 | 125 823| - 7 7 roomis too small
EDUC7-9  |222 FAMILY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FACS)| 100 | CTE| 1 | 125 1,034| - 8 8 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 [171 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATOR| 100 | CTE| 1 60 1,902| 25 | 32 | 25 roomis too LARGE
EDUC7-9 [173 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATOR| 100 | CTE| 1 60 2,274 25 | 38 | 25 roomis too LARGE
EDUC7-9 [165 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATOR| 100 | CTE| 1 60 1,449| - 24 | 24
EDUC7-9 |167 WEIGHT ROOM CTE 100 | CTE| 1 | 125 1,511 - 12 | 12
EDUC7 -9 162 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,087| 25 | 29 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9  |201 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 99| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 204 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,104| 25 | 29 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7 -9 210 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 591| - 16 | 16 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |212 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100| ED | 1 |375 851| - 23 | 23 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |214 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 984| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 [217 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 883| - 24 | 24
EDUC7-9 218 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100| ED | 1 |375 886| - 24 | 24
EDUC7 -9 223 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,099| 25 | 29 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 |224 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 976| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7 -9 301 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,626| 25 | 43 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7 -9 302 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,100| 25 | 29 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 303 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,119| 25 | 30 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 [307 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 809| - 22 | 22 roomis too small
EDUC7-9  |309 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 809| - 22 | 22 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 311 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,286| 25 | 34 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 312 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 902| - 24 | 24 roomis nearly too small
EDUC7-9 |313 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 1,004 25 | 29 | 25
EDUC7-9 314 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 966| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 |315 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 947| 25 | 25 | 25
EDUC7-9 |316 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 802| - 21 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |319 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED | 1 |375 941| 25 | 25 | 25
EDUC7-9 320 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100 | ED 1 37.5 1,882| 25 | 50 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 323 MS/HS CLASSROOM 100| ED | 1 |375 871| - 23 23 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 147 BAND ROOM MS/HS 100 | MU 60 2,593 - | 43 | 43
EDUC7-9 154 VOCAL MUSIC CLASSROOM MS/HS 100 | MU 60 1,487jnomax 25 | 25
EDUC7-9 |160 AUXILIARY GYM 100 | PE| 1 | 200 2,813jnomax 14 | 14
EDUC7-9 |175 AUXILIARY GYM 100 | PE| 1 | 200 6,047nomax 30 | 30
EDUC7-9 132 GYMNASIUM PED 100 | PE| 1 |200| 10,017jnomaxX 50 § 50
EDUC7-9 |1 OTHER PHY SICAL EDUCATION SPACE 100 | PE| 1 | 200 3,378| - 17 | 17
EDUC7-9 126 WEIGHT ROOM 100 | PE | 1 55 1,623| 25 | 30 | 25 combine 126+126A
EDUC7-9 308 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,119 - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |310 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,195 - 20 | 20 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 317 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,116 - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 318 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,132 - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |321 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,087| - 18 | 18 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 324 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,447 24 | 24 | 24
EDUC7-9 |325 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS || 100 | SCI | 1 60 1,450 24 | 24 | 24
EDUC7-9 208 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SPECIAL VOCATION4 100 | SS | 1 80 718 - 9 9 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 211 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SPECIALIZED SELF-(] 100 | SS | 1 80 732| - 9 9 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |206 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SS 309
EDUC7-9 207 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SS 327
EDUC7-9 |209 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SS | 0 853 0 SIZEOF T.S.
EDUC7-9 213 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SsS | 0 919 0 SIZEOF T.S.
EDUC7-9 |215 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SS | 0 886 0 SIZEOF T.S.
EDUC7-9 |216 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM 100 | SS | 0 966 0 SIZEOF T.S.
EDUC7-9  |206B TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCEROON 100 | SS 306
T
Totals by Building 55 1189
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1
Twin Spruce Junior High

Description: CAMO01 TWIN SPRUCE JR HS (7-9) MAIN BLDG

Building #: 0301-019-0100 a

Gross SQFT: 188,563.00 w

Tract Acres: 13.41 :

BSI CALCS Plan Diagrams
CONFIG N'::’I; . Use FL | BSI | TS |sfist Fo:::ge CRZ” cl::’ cAP|| code Issues
EDUC7 -9 101 ART CLASSROOM T |ART| 1 50 988 - 20 | 20 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 1038 ART CLASSROOM 1 |ART| 1 50 1,125| - 23 | 23 roomis too small
EDUC7 -9 210 ART CLASSROOM 2 |ART| 1 50 1,523| 25 | 30 | 25 roomis large for use
EDUC7-9 203 COMPUTER LABORATORY 2 CL 1 1375 999fno max 27 | 27
EDUC7-9 310 COMPUTER LABORATORY 3 | CL| 1 375 987|nomax 26 | 26
EDUC7-9 [106 CLASSROOM (RELATED TO VOCATIONf 1 | CTE 487
EDUC7-9 107 CLASSROOM (RELATED TO VOCATIONf 1 | CTE 1,023 0
EDUC7-9 [209 CLASSROOM (RELATED TO VOCATIONf 2 | CTE 1,509 0
EDUC7-9 105 FAMILY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FA] 1 | CTE| 1 125 1,075 9 9 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 206 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORA] 2 | CTE| 1 60 1,839 25 | 31 | 25
EDUC7-9 207 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORA| 2 | CTE| 1 60 1,645| 25 | 27 | 25
EDUC7-9 209B VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRAL EDUCAl 2 | CTE| 1 125 786| - 6 6 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 [100 BAND ROOM MS/HS T | MU 60 2,287| - 38 | 38
EDUC7-9 200 VOCAL MUSIC CLASSROOM MS/HS 2 MU| 1 60 1,128| - 19 | 19
EDUC7-9 [134 AUXILIARY GYM 1 PE | 1 | 200 5,706[n0 may 29 | 29
EDUC7-9 [132 GYMNASIUM PED 1 PE | 1 | 200 11,5590 max 58 | 58
EDUC7-9 135 MULHPJRPOSE/PE-CLS FITNESS 1 PE 1 55 1,670 25 | 30 [ 25 MAX applied
EDUC7-9 235 OTHER PE SPACE (AUX GYM) 2 PE 1 200 3,330fno may 17 | 17
EDUC7-9 12 WEIGHFROOM PEAUX GYM 4 PE 1 200 2,039 - 10 | 10
EDUC7-9 [102 MS/HS CLASSROOM 1 ED| 1 |375 957| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 201 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 969| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 202 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 1,044 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC7-9 204 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED| 1 |375 939| 25 | 25 | 25
EDUC7-9 205 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 928| - 25 | 25 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 212 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED| 1 |375 784 - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 213 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 999| 25 | 27 | 25
EDUC7-9 214 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED| 1 |375 1,050 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC7-9 217 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 783 - 21 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 218 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED| 1 |375 783 - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7 -9 219 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 783| - 21 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 220 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 783 - 21 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 221 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED| 1 |375 783 - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 222 MS/HS CLASSROOM 2 ED 1 1375 792| - 21 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |300 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED| 1 |375 977| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 301 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED 1 1375 1,440/ 25 38 | 25
EDUC7-9 302 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED| 1 |375 1,044 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC7-9 303 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED 1 1375 999| 25 | 27 | 25
EDUC7-9 304 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED| 1 |375 965| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 305 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED 1 1375 984| 25 | 26 | 25
EDUC7-9 307 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED 1 1375 999| 25 | 27 | 25
EDUC7-9 308 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED| 1 |375 1,050 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC7-9 311 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED 1 1375 695| - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 318 MS/HS CLASSROOM 3 ED| 1 |375 792 - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 306 SCIENCE DEMONSTRATION CLASSROO 3 ED 1 60 993| - 17 | 17
EDUC7-9 312 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 2 ED| 1 60 1,256( - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 313 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 2 ED| 1 60 1,252 - 21 | 21 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 314 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 3 ED 1 60 1,549| 24 | 26 | 24
EDUC7-9 |315 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 2 ED| 1 60 1,562 24 | 26 | 24
EDUC7-9 316 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 3 ED 1 60 1,440| - 24 | 24
EDUC7-9 317 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/H 2 ED| 1 60 1,213 - 20 | 20 roomis too small
EDUC7 -9 108 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCEII? 1 SS 987 size of T.S.
EDUC7-9 |109 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SPECIAL VOCAT| 1 | sS | 1 80 653| - 8 8 roomis too small
EDUC7-9 |102B TUTORING/SMALL GROUPRESOURCER 1 | SS 329
EDUC7-9 109A TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCER 1 Ss 336
EDUC7-9 |211 TUTORING/SMALL GROUPRESOURCER 2 | SS 995 size of T.S.
EDUC7-9 216 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCER 2 Ss 784
EDUC7-9 |320 TUTORING/SMALL GROUPRESOURCER 3 | SS 319
Totals by Building [] | 1100
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School - North

Description: CAMO01 CAMPBELL COUNTY HS (NORTH) MAIN BLDG
Building #: 0301-023-0100
Gross SQFT: 302,523.00
Tract Acres: 57.3
Description: CAMO01 CAMPBELL COUNTY HS (NORTH) G BLDG a
Building #: 0301-023-0101 o
Gross SQ FT: 28,320.00 -
BSI CALCS Plan Diagrams
Configuration R°N‘:)m Use Bldg| BSI | TS [sfist| AiM SF c:: Cua: cAP|| code Issues
“[EDUCP-12 124 ART CLASSROOM N-M|ART | 1 62 1,570| 25 | 25 | 25
EDUCP-12 131 ART CLASSROOM N-M|ART | 1 62 957| - 15 | 15 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 133 ART CLASSROOM N-M|ART | 1 62 980| - 16 | 16 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 135 ART CLASSROOM N-M|ART | 1 62 997| - 16 | 16 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 |135A |COMPUTER LABORATORY N-M| CL | 0 296 too small for TS
EDUCP-12 211 COMPUTER LABORATORY N-M| CL | 1 |375 967|no max 26 | 26 no max
“[EDUCP-12 308 COMPUTER LABORATORY NM| CL | 1 |375 1,009jno max 27 | 27 no max
2012 EDUCP-12 (320 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - COMPUTER LAB N-M| ED | 1 |375 1,070fhomax 29 | 29 no max
EDUCP-12 [336A |COMPUTER LABORATORY NM| CL | 1 |375 530jnomax 14 | 14 no max
|EDUCP- 12 357 COMPUTER LABORATORY NM| CL| 1 |375 817homaxy 22 | 22 no max
EDUCP-12 |101A |CLASSROOM (RELATED TO VOCATIONAL INSTf N-M | CTE 903
EDUCP-12 130 CLASSROOM (RELATED TO VOC) - CTE LAB | N-M|CTE| 1 | 125 1,835 - 15 | 15
EDUCP-12 132 FAMLLY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FACS) KIT§ N-M | CTE| 1 | 125 1,290 - 10 | 10 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 175 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || N-M | CTE| 1 60 890| - 15 | 15 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 216 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || N-M | CTE| 1 60 882| - 15 | 15 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (218 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || N-M | CTE| 1 60 1,298 - 22 | 22 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 302 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || N-M | CTE| 1 60 1,032 - 17 | 17 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 101 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-M | CTE| 1 | 125 4,480 25 | 36 | 25
EDUCP-12 102 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-M | CTE| 1 | 125 2,962 - 24 | 24 roomis nearly too small
|EDUCP- 12 103 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-M | CTE| 1 | 125 2,493 - 20 | 20 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 121 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-M | CTE| 1 | 125 2,379 - 19 | 19 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 1 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-G| G 1 125 3,956 25 | 32 | 25
EDUCP-12 22 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-G| G 1 (125 2,226 - 18 | 18 roomis too small
|EDUCP- 12 22A VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-G | G 1 | 125 2,144 - 17 | 17 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 9 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATIONLA N-G | G 1 125 4,160 25 | 33 | 25
EDUCP-12 |106A |MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 649| - 17 |17.3 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 110 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 1,075| 25 | 29 | 25.0
“[EDUCP-12 112 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 1,073| 25 | 29 | 25.0
EDUCP-12 118 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 1,340 25 | 36 | 25.0
|EDUCP- 12 120 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 1,125| 25 | 30 | 25.0
“[EDUCP-12 122 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 1,034| 25 | 28 | 25.0
EDUCP-12  |123 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 883| - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12  |201 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 1,558| 25 | 42 | 25.0
[EbucP-12 202 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882| - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
“[EDUCP-12 203 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 1,558| 25 | 42 | 25.0
EDUCP-12 (204 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882 - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12  |206 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882 - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
[EbucP-12 208 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 882| - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
“[EDUCP- 12 209 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 971 25 | 26 | 25.0 |
EDUCP-12  |210 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882 - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12  |212 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882 - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
[EbucP-12 214 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 882| - 24 |23.5 roomis nearly too small
“[EDUCP- 12 301 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 812| - 22 | 21.7 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (304 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 840| - 22 | 224 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 306 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 637| - 17 | 17.0 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 310 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 647| - 17 |17.3 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 316 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 642| - 17 | 171 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (326 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 708| - 19 | 18.9 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 328 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 673| - 18 | 17.9 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 330 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 647| - 17 |17.3 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 332 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 763| - 20 | 203 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (336 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 805| - 21 | 215 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 340 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 821 - 22 1219 roomis too small
“[EDUCP- 12 342 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 821| - 22 1219 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (344 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 821 - 22 1219 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (354 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 816| - 22 |121.8 roomis too small
“[EDUCP-12 355 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 821 - 22 1219 roomis too small
“[EDUCP- 12 356 MS/HS CLASSROOM NM| ED | 1 |375 817| - 22 |121.8 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 363 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 817| - 22 |21.8 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 (365 MS/HS CLASSROOM N-M| ED | 1 |375 751 - 20 | 20.0 roomis too small
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Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School - North (continued)

EDUCP-12 |136 BAND ROOM MS/HS N-M| MU| 1 60 2111 - 35 | 35 |
EDUCP-12 |134 VOCAL MUSIC CLASSROOM MS/HS NM| MU | 1 60 1,254, - 21 | 21 |r00m is too small
EDUCP-12 |160 AUDITORIUM / ASSEMBLY N-M| PA 4,476
EDUCP-12 362 DRAMA CLASSROOM/BLACK BOX THEATER || N-M | PA | 1 30 1,132| 25 | 38 | 25 | MAX APPLIED
EDUCP-12 |107 DRAMA SHOP/STAGECRAFT WORKROOM N-M| PA 1,833
EDUCP-12 |245 ATHLETIC SEATING (BLEACHERS) N-M| PE 2,584
EDUCP-12 |245F |ATHLETIC SEATING (BLEACHERS) N-M| PE 250
EDUCP-12 |155 AUXILIARY GYM NM| PE| 1 | 200 9,604[nomax 48 | 48
EDUCP-12 |138 DANCE/AEROBICS NM| PE | 1 55 2,230 25 | 41 | 25 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 145 GYMNASIUM PED N-M| PE| 1 | 200 11,300/no may 57 | 57
EDUCP-12 |240 MULTIPURPOSE/P.E. CLS (AUX GYM- WRESTLIY N-M | PE | 1 | 200 3,570 - 18 | 18
EDUCP-12 |140 WEIGHT ROOM NM| PE | 1 55 3,233| 25 | 59 | 25
EDUCP-12 360 PE CLASSROOM N-M| PE| 1 |375 81| - 22 | 22
EDUCP-12 |309 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,404| - 23 | 234 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12 311 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,083| - 18 | 18.1 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 |315 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,040| - 17 | 173 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 327 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,631 24 | 27 |24.0
EDUCP-12 329 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SsCI| 1 60 1,631 24 | 27 | 24.0
EDUCP-12 343 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,420| - 24 | 23.7 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12 |345 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 1,412| - 24 | 235 roomis nearly too small
EDUCP-12 |351 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SsCI| 1 60 976 - 16 | 16.3 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 353 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS N-M| SCI| 1 60 973| - 16 | 16.2 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 |366 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SELF-CONTAINED GENEH N-M | S8S | 1 80 757 - 95| 9.5
EDUCP-12 350 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SPECIAL VOCATIONALH N-M | 8S | 1 80 704 - 88| 8.8 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 |370 SPECIAL EDUCATION - SPECIALIZED SELF-CON] N-M | S8S | 1 80 708| - 89| 89 roomis too small
EDUCP-12 |316 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - SPED RESOURCE N-M| ED 642
EDUCP-12 322 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - SPED RESOURCE N-M| ED 824
EDUCP-12 |368 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM N-M| SS 403
EDUCP-12 |372 SPECIAL EDUCATION RESOURCE ROOM N-M| SS 1,200 COULDBETS
EDUCP-12 312 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM N-M| ss 642
EDUCP-12 |314 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM N-M| SS 642
EDUCP-12 |341 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - SPED RESOURCE N-M| ED 801
EDUCP-12 |346 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM N-M| ss 800
EDUCP-12 |348 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM N-M| SS 811
EDUCP-12 352 GENERAL-SCIENCELABORATORY-MS/HS - RES| N-M | SCI 700
EDUCP-12 |365A |TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM | N-M| SS 153
Totals by Building 79 1714

APPENDIX Page 8-13

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces

FINAL: March 22, 2013



Wyoming School Facilities Department

CAPACITY STUDY: CAMPBELL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 1

Campbell County High School - South

Description: CAM01 CAMPBELL COUNTY HS (SOUTH) MAIN BLDG

Building #: 0301-027-0100

Gross SQFT: 208,219.00 2

Tract Acres: 56.8 2

BSI CALCS Plan Diagrams
Configuration , °°™ Use Bidg| BsI | Ts |sfist| am sF | 2P | %P lcap| coae Issues
Number Re | Un

EDUC10- 12 |326 ART CLASSROOM S-M | ART | 1 62 1,708 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC10-12 |327 ART CLASSROOM S-M | ART | 1 62 1,708 25 | 28 | 25
EDUC10-12 |137 COMPUTER LABORATORY S-M| CL 0 272 not a teaching station
EDUC10-12 |149 COMPUTER LABORATORY S-M| CL 1 |375 1,712|no max 46 | 45.7 no max
EDUC10-12 [178 COMPUTER LABORATORY S-M| CL 1 |375 878|no max 23 | 23.4 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10-12 [319A COMPUTER LABORATORY S-M| CL ] 408 not a teaching station
EDUC10-12 |319B COMPUTER LABORATORY S§-M| CL 1 |375 594|no max 16 | 15.8 room is too small
EDUC10-12 |354 COMPUTER LABORATORY S-M| CL 1 | 375 878|no may 23 | 23.4 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |324 FAMILY AND CONSUMER SCIENCES (FACS) KITd S-M | CTE, 1 125 1,718 - 14 1 13.7 room is too small
EDUC10-12 |317 LAB SPACE - OTHER S§-M | CTE 1 125 1,602 - 13 | 12.8 CAPACITY SPACE
EDUC10-12 |169 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || S-M | CTE| 0 615] TOO SMALL FOR TS
EDUC 10-12 |336 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || S-M | CTE| 1 125 1,962 - 16 | 15.7 room is too small
EDUC10-12 |337 VOCATIONAL/CTE - GENERAL LABORATORY || S-M | CTE| 1 125 1,896 - 15 | 15.2 room is too small
EDUC10-12 |156 VOCATIONAL/CTE - INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION LA} S-M | CTE| 1 125 1,962 - 16 | 15.7 room is too small
EDUC 10-12 [179 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10- 12 [180 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [181 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [182 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10-12 [183 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10-12 [184 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [191 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [192 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [193 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M| ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10-12 [194 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 866, - 23 | 231 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10-12 [195 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 861| - 23 | 23.0 room is nearly too small
EDUC10- 12 [196 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 854| - 23 | 228 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 [197 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 854| - 23 | 228 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |247 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 1,051 25 | 28 | 25.0
EDUC10-12 |316 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 1,293 25 | 34 | 25.0 room is too LARGE
EDUC 10- 12 |348 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10- 12 |349 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10- 12 |350 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |352 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M| ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10- 12 |353 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC 10- 12 |360 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |361 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10- 12 |362 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 |375 878| - 23 | 234 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |364 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M| ED 1 |375 861| - 23 | 23.0 room is nearly too small
EDUC10-12 |365 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 1,155 25 | 31 | 25.0 room is too LARGE
EDUC10-12 |367 MS/HS CLASSROOM S-M | ED 1 | 375 1,138 25 | 30 | 25.0 room is too LARGE
EDUC 10-12 |220 ORCHESTRA ROOM MS/HS S-M| MU 1 60 2,947 - 49 | 491 music capped at 50students
EDUC10-12 |251 DANCE/AEROBICS (Aux. Gym) S-M | PE 1 200 4,307|no max 22 | 21.5
EDUC10-12 |203 GYMNASIUM PED S-M | PE 1 200 20,736|no maxy 104 | 104
EDUC10-12 |249 WEIGHT ROOM S-M | PE 1 55 2,713 25 | 49 | 25
EDUC10-12 |155 BIOLOGY LABORATORY S-M | scl| 1 60 1,752 24 | 29 | 24
EDUC10-12 |154 CHEMISTRY LABORATORY S-M | scl| 1 60 1,752 24 | 29 | 24
EDUC10-12 |161 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS S-M | scl| 1 60 1,737 24 | 29 | 24
EDUC10-12 |163 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS S-M | scl| 1 60 1,752 24 | 29 | 24
EDUC10- 12 |164 GENERAL SCIENCE LABORATORY MS/HS s-m|sci| 1 | 60 1,962| 24 | 33 | 24
EDUC10-12 |304 IN SCHOOL SUSPENSION OR DETENTION ROOM;| S-M | SS 751

2012 EDUC10-12 |188 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - ESL CLASSROOM S-M | ED 879 COULD BE TS
EDUC10-12 |187 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Ss 861 COULD BE TS
EDUC10- 12 |320 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Sss 506
EDUC10-12 |339 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Sss 1,896 COULD BE TS
EDUC10-12 |351 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Ss 878 COULD BE TS
EDUC10-12 |355 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Ss 608

2012 EDUC10-12 |357 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - SPED RESOURCE S-M | ED 861

2012 EDUC10- 12 |358 MS/HS-CLASSROOM - SPED RESOURCE S-M| ED 879
EDUC10- 12 |359 TUTORING/SMALL GROUP/RESOURCE ROOM S-M| Sss 608
EDUC10-12 |140 TV/RADIO; VIDEO/CCTV/MEDIA PRODUCTION ST| 8-M | TV 1 62 1,157 - 19 | 19 room is too small

I
Totals by Building 47 126411182
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APPENDIX

Terminology

Class Size

For the purposes of calculating school capacity, class size refers to the number of
students assigned to a given classroom or teaching station.

Gross Building Area

The total area of the entire building as measured in square feet. It typically includes
everything within the outside face of the building’s exterior walls, and includes all interior
spaces regardless of use, all circulation spaces (corridors, lobbies, vestibules, stairs and
elevators), toilet rooms, mechanical rooms, and the area occupied by internal and
external walls.

Net Area (individual space)

The usable area within a room or space, as measured in square feet. Net area is
typically measured from the inside face of the room’s walls, and thus includes area for
fixed storage, casework and equipment.

Net Building Area

The total area of all usable spaces, both teaching and non-teaching, as measured in
square feet. It includes everything except circulation spaces (corridors, lobbies,
vestibules, stairs and elevators), toilet rooms, mechanical rooms, and the area occupied
by internal and external walls.

Non-Capacity Space

An instructional space within a school that is NOT assigned student capacity when
establishing the enrollment capacity of the school. For example, resource room (pull-out)
or a sign-out computer lab.

Program Capacity

Program Capacity reflects the specific program offerings of a school. This can vary each
year (or more frequently) as program changes happen within a school or within the
district as a whole. Program Capacity makes the comparison between schools more
meaningful than simple classroom counts. Due to program space needs, a school
providing more specialty programs may have lower student program capacity than a
school of equal physical size whose students require fewer of these programs.

Pull-Out

Pull-out spaces support programs used to enhance students’ ability to do well in regular
classroom curriculum. Pull-Outs are needed for programs that pull students out of regular
teaching stations to work on skills that will help them succeed in the regular education
classrooms’ curricula and to be contributing members of society. For example, ELL is
taught not primarily for its own sake but rather to help students succeed in regular
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classrooms and in the larger community. The Pull-Outs are required because the
programs they primarily support are required.

Regular Classroom

A space for elementary home-base or middle school core curriculum courses, typically
accommodating activities dealing directly with the interaction between teachers and
students that do not require content-specialized furniture, fixtures, or equipment, and that
can take place in a typical classroom-sized space.

School Capacity

Also referred to as “functional capacity”, School Capacity is a function of four factors: the
number of regular teaching stations; the average or typical number of students per class;
the utilization factor; and the limiting factor of infrastructure (kitchen/lunchroom capacity,
gym, lockers, hallways, etc.)

Student Membership

The actual number of students enrolled in and attending district schools. Historically, the
official membership for the new school year is taken on the last school day in October.

Target Class Size

Also “standard” class size refers to a District-defined number of students per section, per
grade for regular education.

Teaching Stations

Learning environments regularly scheduled to support a class of students for home-base,
core curriculum and elective courses. The term is often used interchangeably with
“classrooms” however it also includes learning environments other than typical
classroom-sized spaces (i.e. art, music) as well as spaces that can be scheduled for
multiple classes of students such as the gymnasium (gyms usually count as 2 teaching
stations).

Utilization Factor

A decimal fraction equal to the average proportion of time that a teaching station is in
use. More applicable for middle and high schools, this factor accounts for teacher
planning, schedule flexibility, enrollment bubbles, teacher preps, etc. Utilization factors
vary widely depending on the specific situation, usually falling somewhere between 70%
and 90%.

APPENDIX Page 8-16

MOA Architecture | BrainSpaces FINAL: March 22,2013



	1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1-1
	B. Facilities Addressed in the Study 1-1
	C. Overview of Issues 1-2
	D. Calculated Capacities vs. Enrollments 1-2
	E. Planning Scenarios 1-8
	F. RECOMMENDATION:  Most Cost Effective Remedy 1-10

	2.0 INTRODUCTION 2-11
	A. Why Study School Capacity? 2-11
	B. What is Included in This Report? 2-11
	C. How Was It Developed? 2-11
	D. Who Was Involved? 2-15

	3.0 DISTRICT OVERVIEW 3-1
	A. Building Inventory 3-1
	B. Grade Configurations 3-1
	C. District Growth Pattern Map 3-2
	D. Enrollment Projections 3-2
	E. District Unique & Specific Issues 3-3

	4.0 CAPACITY ANALYSIS 4-1
	A. District wide Capacity Overview 4-1
	B. Data & Tools Used for Capacity Calculations 4-2
	C. Capacity Calculation Methodology Explained 4-5
	D. Individual School Analyses 4-9
	E. District-wide Capacity Summary 4-39

	5.0 OPTION IDENTIFICATION 5-1
	A. Scenario Development Overview 5-1
	B. Scenario 1 5-3
	C. Scenario 2 5-9
	D. Scenario 3 5-17
	E. Scenario 4 5-23
	F. Scenario 5 5-30

	6.0 OPTION ASSESSMENT 6-1
	A. Assessment Criteria 6-1
	B. Scenario 1 Cost Assessment 6-9
	C. Scenario 2 Cost Assessment 6-12
	D. Scenario 3 Cost Assessment 6-15
	E. Scenario 4 Assessment 6-17
	F. Scenario 5 Cost Assessment 6-21

	7.0 RECOMMENDATION 7-1
	A. Summary 7-1
	B. Most Cost Effective Remedy 7-1
	C. Ranking of Other Scenarios 7-3

	8.0 APPENDIX 8-1
	A. Correspondence & Meeting Notes 8-1
	B. AiM Data Worksheets 8-2
	C. Terminology 8-15


