
ELLINGTON BOARD OF EDUCATION 
Ad Hoc Facilities Committee 

 
November 20, 2012 

Minutes 
 
A regularly scheduled meeting of the Ellington Board of Education Ad Hoc Facilities Committee 
was held on Tuesday, November 20, 2012 in the School Administration Building.  Committee 
Chairperson, Dan Keune, called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. Committee members present 
when the meeting was called to order were: Mr. Gary Blanchette, Mr. Dan Keune, Mr. Ronald 
Stomberg, and Mrs. Melinda Stimac. Administrators present were: Mr. Michael Larkin, Dr. Erin 
McGurk, Mr. Bruce Brettschneider, Mrs. Margaret Devlin and Mr. Stephen Cullinan.  Also 
present were: Mr. Maurice Blanchette, First Selectman, Mr. Gary Magnuson, Vice-Chair 
Permanent Building Committee and Mr. Peter Williams, Owners Representative. Also in 
attendance were Dean Petrucelli of Silver/Petrucelli + Associates and Luke McCoy and Will 
Walter of BSC Group. 
 

• Review of Silver/Petrucelli Floor Plan Schemes for Crystal Lake School  
 
Mr. Petrucelli reviewed a revised one-story scheme based upon feedback from committee 
members and staff. The scheme was labeled as Scheme 3.2. The revised scheme addressed the 
following: 
 

• Eliminated the angled wall and squared off the building 
• Provides ten classrooms with a corridor that provides a “loop” of the building 
• Moved offices for reading, speech, social worker, and school psychologist to perimeter to 

allow natural light 
• Eliminated the recesses in the classroom doors 
• Toilets in primary rooms located “back to back” 
• Doors into primary classrooms positioned for better visibility into classrooms 
• Media center walls squared off 
• Lobby space scaled back 
• Two new classrooms do get reduced natural light 
• Courtyard is smaller 
• Does not allow a visual connection to media center from lobby 

 
Mr. Keune noted that if there were to be financial issues with this project the angled wall of the 
media center in Scheme 3.1 could be a lightning rod for discontent. He also noted that Mr. 
Petrucelli’s e-mail of November 15, 2012 stated that Scheme 3.2 added 58 sq. ft. but created 450 
more sq. ft. of usable space. 
 
Mr. Williams stated that Scheme 3.2 produced a better lobby. Mr. Keune recommended a further 
adjustment to the lavatories in the kindergarten rooms. There was discussion of possibly adding 
interior doors to access the courtyard from existing classrooms. Mr. Petrucelli will get a cost 
estimate as an alternate for these doors.  
 



Mr. G. Blanchette questioned the square footage of the existing rooms. Mr. Keune noted that the 
addition may cross over the existing water lines from the new well. Mr. Brettschneider expressed 
support for Scheme 3.2, in particular for the natural lighting into such rooms a speech and 
language. There was discussion of the need for storage for a variety of purposes.  
 
A motion was made to recommend that schematic design be authorized for Scheme 3.2. 
 

1st. M. Stimac  2nd. G. Blanchette 
 
VOTE:  Unanimous. The motion passed. 
 
Mr. McCoy and Mr. Walter reviewed three variations of a site plan for Crystal Lake School with 
the advantages and disadvantages of each. Plan One provides: 
 

• A grades 2-5 play area adjacent to their classrooms 
• A separate bus and parent drop-off 
• Two full U-10 soccer fields 
• One high school sized field 
• Little League baseball field 

 
Issues noted with Plan One were: 
 

• Distance from parking lot to school entry 
• No drive entrance at ball fields 
• Wetland buffer disturbance and retaining walls resulting from high school field 

 
In addition to everything listed in Plan One, Plan Two provides:  
 

• Bus drop-off for eight buses 
• Access drive and parking for field usage 

 
Issues noted with Plan Two were: 
 

• Potential retaining wall for high school field 
• Potential minor wetland disturbance for field 
• Baseball field solar orientation 

 
Plan Three provides: 
 

• A grades 2-5 play area adjacent to their classrooms 
• A separate bus and parent drop-off 
• Bus drop-off for eight buses 
• Access drive for field usage 
• Three full U-10 soccer fields 
• Little League baseball field 



• Potential for overflow parking adjacent to fields 
 
Plan Three would require additional fill for the entry plaza at the main entrance. 
 
One positive note was that the new entrance in Plans Two and Three would not disturb the 
wetlands and would not require a special walkway over the wetlands to access the fields. There 
was consensus to eliminate Plan One. The separate bus and parent drop-off was noted as a 
priority.  It was noted that vehicles may have limited ability to exit onto Route 140 and thus 
provision must be made for cars entering off Route 140 to exit onto South Road. The plan does 
not use the land which is the parking lot owned by the church. There was discussion of the 
appropriate location for the exit onto South Road so that headlights are not shining directly into 
homes and to minimize traffic issues at Route 140. 
 
Mr. Keune noted the possible need for areas for water retention. There was support for the two 
separate play areas by grades. The bus drop-off closer to the building was preferred. It was noted 
that the proposed athletic fields will certainly benefit the town.  Concern was expressed 
regarding not losing any reimbursement on the fields. 
 
A motion to adjourn was made at 4:48 p.m. 
 

1st. M. Stimac  2nd. G. Blanchette 
 
VOTE:  Unanimous. The motion passed. 
 
 
      Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
      Stephen C. Cullinan 
 
 
 


