Office of Educational Facilities
Florida Department of I ducation
- Room Condition Change
Building Replacement/Raze

Disuict/ Communivy-College: 52 Contact Person: - Franklin G, Fril
Pinellas County Schools Phone  (727) 547-7274

Facility/ Campus Name: Largo Central Elementary  FISH Number (school districts only): 52 and 53
Largo Iigh
Building Number(s): Largo Cenual; 3,4 &5 Parcel/Site Number(s): 56 and 57
Largo Iligh: 13, 16, 17 8 18

This Proposed Project will:

11 Change the condition of permanent rooms from satisfactory 1o unsatisfactory (if yes, go 1o
Section Iand complete centification in Section 111). (Not applicable to community colleges)

01 Change the condition of permanent rooms from unsatis factory to satisfactory (if yes, go 10
Section I and complete centification in Section 11). (Not applicable o community colleges)

X' Raze permanent building(s) (if yes, go to Section 11 and complete cenification in Section I11).

X' Replace permanent building(s) (if yes, go 1o Section 11 and complete centilication in Section 111),
Major Capital Outlay Funding Source(s) - Original Building Millage/Lacal Two:Mill Propery Tax
Major Capital Outlay Funding Source(s) - Replacement Building District Capital Qutlay School Tax

This form s ot sl for vazing a single, fustanding sovetioe that is liss than 750 NSF and is dob fig o
ardtiple sodll sinicms ona single ainypus whase toal e is kss thar 750 NSF and are debt e This forn
mrst e aarpletad for ary soaictine 750 NSE or guter and any s, ngandlss of size, that is not dele e

Ao DISTRICT/COMMUNITY COLLEGE CERTIFICATION
The district/community college must submit this cenification document, completed and signed by the
appropriae school officials, along with all required or necessary supponting documentation penaining to
the proposed project,

The  Pinellas  County Diswrict School Board/ Commum-CollegeBoard hereby cenifies thaw

[ CONDITION CHANGE: (Not applicable 1o conmunity colleges)
L. All room condition changes are consistent with State Requirements for Fducational Facilivies
(SREF) standards and the Florida Tire Prevention Code (FEPC) requirements for the
condition of space,

1L RAZE/REPLACE PERMANENT BUILDI NG(S):
Lo Al Tund sourees have been researched and no current indebtedness or outstunding debt
exists [or the building(s) that will be razed and/or replaced.  “True and correet,
2. Funding Source(s):
a. Original Building: Millage/Local Two-Mill Property Taxes
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b. If Replaced: District Capital Outlay School Tax
3. Voters of the district have approved local bonding for the project:  No
A Date of voterapproval: - Not Applicable
4 Imminent danger exists for the building(s) thae will be mzed and/or replaced.

H1L CERTIFICATION SIGNATURES:

Cuol . Cook _ ) Date B
Chairperson,
School Board of Pinellas Couny

Michael A. Grego, Ed.D, Date
Superintendent
Pinellas County Schools

Edward J. Usal Date
Director, Facilities Planning, Design and

Construction

Pinellas County Schools

Approved as to form:

(:LL) t'/’ kn\?w-/, = _f:‘c"_’Z .
David Kopeiski )' Date
School Board Auo mey

NOTE: Centification is required by the Superintendent and Director of Facilities Planning, Design
and Construction for oom condition changes. Cenification is required by the Superintendent and
Board Chair to ruze or replace permanent buildings.

Subnit signeel fowm and supporting docrortaits (o,
Office of Educational Facilities, Room 105+
Flovida Depanment of Edueation

325 West Gaines Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0400
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Procedures and Processes Instructions:

B, CONDITION CHANGE (Not applicable to community colleges)
L RATIONALE (provide the following information, as appropriate, 1o justify changing the
condition of spaces):
i In order to change the space condition from satisfactory 1o unsatisfactory the districr must cenify
e the space is no longer physically safe or suitable for accupaney:
I Unsaislactory space is typically designated as such due 10 compronusing eflects on the
structunal integrity, salety, or excessive physical deterioration of a building.
Typically, space condition should be the same, either satisfactory or unsatisfactory, for all
roonts in a pemuanent building,
3. Space that has been determined o be unsatisfaciory should not be occupied.
4o Application of a facility replacement Tormula, such as the Castaldi generalized formula for
modernization or other similar facilities study, does not nec sarily mean that the condition of
the identified spaces is unsatisfactory. ‘Ie condition code cannot be changed simply due 10
the yesuls of A plinned weplicement unless the integrity of the space meets the eriteria
identified to classily the space as unsaisfactary,
ii. Inorder 1o change the space condition from unsatisfactony 1o savisfactory the district must cenify
that the space has been successfully reconditioned 10 meet all applicable yegulations regarding
{}C('LI]L'I.I'IC)' requrenents.

1

2. OLF Review:
I Site visit by OEF stff, when necessary.
i, Concur with district rationale, data, and analyses:
I Building(s) approved as unsatisfactory; OEF will male the room condition code changes in

2. Building(s) approved as satisfactory; OEF will make the voom condition code changes 1
FFISH.
iii, - Disagree with district mvionale, data, and analyses:
L. Building(s) not approved as unsatisfactory,
2. Building(s) not approved as saisfactory.

3. OEF Nouily District of Findings and Decision:

Lo OEF stall will analyze the district’s data along with all supponing documentation, coordinate any
fwther reviews with the disuicr, make a final decision regarding the proposed room condition
changes, and provide a timely response either approving or disapproving the proposed room
condition changes,

€ RAZE/REPLACE PERMANENT BUI LDING(S)
L. RATIONALE (provide the following information, as appropriate, to justify razing/replcing
permanent buildings):
i. Deiled explnation of need for the proposed project, and the expected benefit 1o the
district/ community college.
ii. General scope of the proposed projeet.
il Building age and year of construction.
iv. Existing capacity of building(s), include the number of student stations, clssrooms, and other
instructional spaces.
v Gurrent number of students housed and the projected number of students 1o be housed in the
alfected building(s).
vio Wihat aliemaives have been considered besides tzing/ replacement and why are the alternatives
not feasible?
Current educational plant survey recommendations and capacity,
School board/community college board approval of concept of rzing/veplacing pernunent
buildings.
ix. Building condition/engineer study (optional).
X Impact if the proposed project is not approved.
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xi. Other relevant dava iddentify any major systems (include date, if applicable) that have been replaced
or upgraded, e.g., elecrrical, HVAG, fire alann, 1oof, plumbing, drainage, ete, Provide a general
scope of work for any previous remodeling, renovation, and year completed.

2. COST ANALYSIS (Building by Building):
i Castaldi Analysis (or other cost analysis formuka to suppon the proposed project).
ii. The following five questions must be addressed:
L. How many years will modemization extend the useful ife of the modernized building(s)?
2. Does the exssting building(s) lend itself to improvement, alieration, remodeling, and expansion?

I no, explain why not

3. Exphin how a moderized and a replacement building(s) fis into a well-conceived long-range
planof the district/community college,

4 What is the percentage derived by dividing the cost for modernization by the cost for a
replacement building(s)?

5. A comminee of district officials and independent citizens from outside the school atendance
zone has determined tha the replacement of the building(s) is financially justified and nor
otheraliermative is feasible? (Not applicable 1o community colleges)

iit.  Detailed scope of work for moderization of the exist] building(s).
iv. FISI building plan and/or schematic drawings of the existing building with FISF room numbers,

3. OLEF Review:

i Site visit by OEF staff, when necessary,

i Educational adequacy review,

iil. - Concur with district/ community college ravionale, data, and analyses:
I Recommend replacement of building(s).
2. Recommend razing building(s).

iv. Disagree with district/comnumit y college ruionale, data, and analyses:
I Building(s) not approved 1o be repliced.
2. Building(s) not approved 10 be mzed.

4. OEF Notily District/ Community College of Findings and Decision:

i OEF sall will analyze the distict's/community college’s daa along with all supporting
documentation, coordinae any further reviews with the district, malke a final decision regarding the
disposition of the proposed project, and provide 2 timely response either approving or
disapproving the proposed request,
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