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DRAFT

RIVERFIELD SCHOOL BUILDING COMMITTEE 
MINUTES OF MEETING 

November 20, 2012  
 
         A Special Meeting of the Riverfield School Building Committee was held on Tuesday, 
November 20, 2012, at 7:30 p.m. in the Riverfield School APR. 
 
PRESENT: Committee   Tom Quinn, Chairman; Christina Messina, Vice Chairman; 
                     Members:     Lawrence Ratner, Secretary; Harry Ackley, Dorothy Domeika, 
                                            Dan Graziadei, Maureen Sawyer, John Shaffer, and 
                                            Scott Thompson                              
 
ALSO PRESENT:  Kenneth Boroson Architects 
            Lewis Finkel, FCPE, Professional Construction Services, Inc. 
            Sean Sullivan, Strategic Building Solutions 
                                  Sal Morabito, Mngr/Construction, Security & Safety 
                                  Judy Ewing, BOS Liaison 
            Brenda Anziano, Principal/Riverfield School 
  
1.  CALL TO ORDER:  The meeting was called to order by Chairman Thomas Quinn at 
                                          7:30pm. 
  
2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
3.  INVOICE REVIEW AND APPROVALS:   
 
     There were no invoices presented for review or approval at this time. 
 
4.  DISCUSSION OF CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT SELECTION PROCESS: 
 
      Mr. Quinn noted that the Committee will proceed with Gilbrane Construction Company. 
 
5.  PRESENTATION BY ARCHITECT (BOROSON): 
 

- REVIEW PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATES OF ALL PLANS 
 
Mr. Kenneth Boroson presented an overview of Schemes 2B, 3, and 4, including costs and 

conceptual designs.  
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  The Outline of Presentation included: 
 
 Reasons for Scheme 4 
 Presentation of Schemes, 2B, 3 and 4 (with estimate) 
 Pros and Cons 
 Comparative Estimates 
 High Performance Checklist 
 
 Scheme 2B:  Includes a court-yard. The Presentation included the Site Plan, the Floor 
Plan, and views showing the new entrance and various views from the front, the side, and from 
neighboring properties.  
               Estimated Cost:  $13,052,477. ,   incl. contingencies   Projected Cost: $16.2 
 
 Scheme 3:   Includes a second story gym, and a two- story classroom wing. The 
Presentation included the Site Plan, the 1st   Floor and 2nd Floor Plans showing the second floor 
gym and the two-story classrooms, and various views from the front, the side, and from 
neighboring properties.  
              Estimated Cost:   $14,080,071. ,   incl. contingencies   Projected Cost: $17.9 
 

Scheme 4:   Includes the same entrance and gym as shown in #2B, but does not include a 
court-yard. The Presentation included the Site Plan, the Floor Plans, and various views from the 
front, the side, and from neighboring properties.  
              Estimated Cost:   $13,387,977. ,   incl. contingencies   Projected Cost: $17.1 
 

A discussion of the Pros and Cons noted that the court-yard in #2B requires maintenance 
and would be expensive to maintain. There is also a question regarding an area of soil, which 
would require a higher contingency. It was also noted that #3 would cost more to construct 
because of the two-story wing and requires an elevator, also adding to the cost. 

 
A discussion of the High Performance Checklist followed. A review of Scheme 4, noted 

that it met all of the Connecticut High Performance Requirements, and that with the offset 
heating and cooling, the building would be energy efficient and code compliant. 

 
Committee members were asked if they had any questions.  Mr. Sal Morabito, 

Mngr/Construction, Security & Safety, asked if the Johnson Control Maintenance System would 
be updated and/or integrated.  Mr. Lewis Finkel, of FCPE, said it would, also noting that a 
Medisys System was installed in 2000.  The discussion also included the water efficiency, and 
the Committee was told that no restroom replacements were needed. The Committee was also 
advised that the boiler was in good shape and the original would be used.  

 
 After discussion, the Committee members recommended Scheme 4 as the preferred plan. 

Maureen Sawyer noted that the contingency was $3M and asked the Committee to consider what 
was really needed. 

 
 



 

 

3 

- TIMETABLE STATUS/NEXT STEPS 
 
The discussion continued regarding a timetable.  Updates will be provided at the next 

meeting.  Mr. Boroson presented an analysis of cost for each scheme and a Booklet of Riverfield 
School Conceptual Design to all members of the Committee. Mr. Quinn assured the Committee 
that Boroson will work to reduce the costs.   
 
    Mr. Quinn thanked Kenneth Boroson and other speakers for their presentation. 
 

Upon the conclusion of the presentation, Chairman Tom Quinn announced a five minute 
recess.  Mr. Quinn asked for public comment upon return from recess. 

 
     Kieran Cassidy of Hunter Road said he thought the site plan was too large. 
     Robin Jerrild of Rifle Road said she favored Option #4. 
     Charlotte Leslie of Hunter Road said she also favored Option #4. 

 
 Mr. Harry Ackley asked for a motion to approve Option #4 of the Kenneth Boroson 
Architects’ plans. 
 
MOTION:   Maureen Sawyer made the motion to approve Option #4, Dorothy Domeika 
                     seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously. 
 
 Chairman Tom Quinn advised that the Board of Selectman is scheduled to meet on 
December 19th, and that Scheme #4 will be submitted at that time.  
  
6.  ADMINISTRATIVE ISSUES 
 

- C2013 MEETINGS The meeting dates for 2013 will be discussed at the next meeting. 
 

- 12/4 ELECTION OF OFFICERS The nomination and election of officers for 2013 will 
take place at the next meeting, scheduled for December 4, 2012.  
 

7.  PUBLIC COMMENT:  

There were no further questions or comments from the members of the public.  

8.  ADJOURNMENT: 

There being no further business to discuss, and upon motion made, duly seconded and 
carried unanimously, meeting was adjourned at 8:30 p.m.                                  
         Respectfully submitted,  

 
CONSTANCE M. WADI 

            Recording Secretary 
    Minutes are subject to review, correction, and approval by the Riverfield School Building Committee.                                          


