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I W%t?(%‘ﬁggﬁgg tmﬁ? oﬁ:e/%?gmm Avenue Upper
Schools building renovation. The school construction projects are
incredible opportunities for us to demonstrate our commitment to
educationally sound buildings which also reduce gperating Iemissions
and are built responsibly. £t 13 vevy T ‘e
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thrille AL e practice of including
Mm@@ﬂﬁ#ﬁ&d@&h&p@n@sustamable practices in the decision
making! 1t WS nice that the report comparing carbon was done. And
while it appears that a net zero bLii_lding might not be possible, it is

exciting that we are considering a-net-zero-buitding for Putnam
Avenue i Sistently-advecated for a decade-=-am

glad that-the-werk of all of-us-interested-in-environmental-stewardship
has had-an-impactin this-way.

With $80 million at stake, best practice is to ensure a thorough review
of the recommendation by a third party. | endorse that

practice. However, it is critical for all of us to understand that such a
review should not delay or stall the project. A review doesn't have to
and shouldn’t delay the project. /

A number of issues have been raised — architectural history,
environmental short term and long term costs, financial cost
estimates. In the medical world, second opinions are good
practice. The same is true in public building projects.

| will say that as a parent in that building for many years (my children
went to Amigos) | eer=Bly understand the aesthetic and building
condition concerns. stitkremember the'blickets in many hallways to
catch water dripping - and the poor condition of much of the interior
and exterior. | am fully aware of the shortcomings of the

building. However, jt also has-seme-wonderful-aspects: The
question is what is best for this building project, from an educational,
financial and environmental perspective.

Wviile ther een a communj eetings; se
efforts should continge. |t is incu t up6n all of you to do all you
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- A communication was received
~ from Patty Nolan, 184 Huron
Aveuen stated her support for the
loanauthorization for the King School.

~In City Council July 30,2012
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n as ecisi ased ive
review.

Y"ou-e&n vote the pfepesa onight, and ask for a few things:

estimates for the options, an environmental review, and communlty
group input.

The cost estlgatesI r the options, which-haveri-been-reteased,

should be r s‘éoon as practicable. The recommended
option eﬁie&dmnl?aﬁbroﬁnaféﬁthe same cost as a re-design.
To arrive at that conclusion, a schematic design and cost estimates
had to have been done. Those should be released, so everyone can
see them.

Secondly, ﬂma&%m'qwstions about the envrironmental
modeling. For example, the first option of updating the current
building includes no solar (PV) arrays. ¥t the building could have
PV arrays. How much would that change the carbon curves? And,
ground source heat exchange is being used in a number of buildings
at Harvard — if that was the replacement system, how would the
carbon curves change?

g et 3 cond
Have bmi%mum?uﬁ?sﬁps like the Hlver5|de Association WW

—and-had their coreernsaddressed? Now is the time to continue with
more outreach. Overcommunicating is almost impossible with this
type of project.

| remain excited about the upcoming renovation — whether it is a
complete rebuild or renovation of existing —g#®é | hope that you will
get more information before the final vote so that the remaining
questions can be answered and more of the community will
understand and back the decision. Good luck.



