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• Retains the Red Brick Building

ADVANTAGES

Hard Surface Play Area

Red Brick Building Retained and 
Upgraded

Early Learning Student Entrance

New Parking Area Finished in Pavers 
to Preserve ExisCng Trees

Main  School Entrance Raised to 
Field Level  

New Three‐Storey Building

Community and Gym Entrance

Field Access not Available During 
ConstrucCon

Mini Gym Temporary Building
(250 sqm) (alternate locaCons)

Landscaped Play Area and Community 
Garden OpportuniCes

Alternate Parking LocaCons

• Increased cost of building
    rehabilitaCon
• Less efficient space design
• Complex two stage construcCon
•  Portable mini‐gym required 
    during construcCon
•  Part of field not available during 
    construcCon

 Red Brick Building Retention

Approach:
The concept  is  predicated on the understanding that the Red Brick Building is the most valuable exisCng structure due to its heritage and 
community value.   ImplementaCon proceeds aXer the development of the new elementary school at Acadia Road; Queen Mary 
enrollment is reduced.
Two‐Stage ConstrucCon:
Stage 1:  a) Portable installed to accommodate MulC‐Purpose Room; Red Brick Building vacated ‐ School operates in Grey Building, Gym 

      Block, Classroom Wing and Portable; 
b) Red Brick Building upgraded

Stage 2:  a) Gym Block vacated; MulC‐Purpose Room and Library temporarily moved into Red Brick Building; Gym temporarily located in 
      portable; School operates in part of Red Brick Building; Grey Building, Class Wing and Portable; 
b) Gym Block and covered play roof demolished; new three‐storey building constructed; c) final relocaCons; portable removed; 
      Grey Building and Classroom Wing demolished; Site works completed

 

DISADVANTAGES
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Entrance
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Full Building Replacement

Hard Surface Play Area

Early Learning Student Entrance

Full Replacement Three‐Storey 
Building

New Parking Area Finished in Pavers 
to Preserve ExisDng Trees

Main  School Entrance  at Field Level 
 
Amphitheatre Opportunity

Field Access not Affected  During 
ConstrucDon

MulD‐purpose  Temporary Building 
during construcDon  (100 sqm)

Landscaped Play Area and Community 
Garden OpportuniDes

Alternate Parking LocaDons

ADVANTAGES

DISADVANTAGES

Approach:
The concept is based on replacing all the exisDng with a new school building.   ImplementaDon proceeds aTer the development of the new 
elementary school at Acadia Road; Queen Mary enrollment is reduced.

One‐Stage ConstrucDon:
a)  Portables installed to accommodate MulD‐Purpose Room; Red Brick Building vacated ‐ School operates in Grey Building, 
      Gym Block,  Classroom Wing and Portable; 
b) Red Brick Building is demolished; new three‐storey building constructed; 
c) School operaDons move into new school; Portable removed; Grey Building, Gym Block and Classroom Wing demolished;
      Site works  completed

• Least cost approach
•  New building can best account for 
    new direcDons in learning space
• One Stage ConstrucDon

• Does not retain Red Brick Building
• MulD‐use space  located  in  portables
    during construcDon
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Kindergarten
Entrance
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Entrance

Partial Red Brick Building

New Three‐Storey Building

Early Learning Student Entrance

Hard Surface Play Area

West side of Red Brick Building 
Retained and Upgraded

New Parking Area Finished in Pavers 
to Preserve ExisEng Trees

Main  School Entrance Raised to Field 
Level  

Amphitheatre Opportunity

Field Access not Affected  During 
ConstrucEon

MulE‐purpose  Temporary Building 
during construcEon  (100 sqm)

Landscaped Play Area and Community 
Garden OpportuniEes

Alternate Parking LocaEons

• Less cost than full Red Brick 
    Building retenEon
• Retains prominent  heritage aspect 
    of the Red Brick Building

• Slightly less space efficient 
    compared to full replacement
• MulE‐use space  located  in
    portables during construcEon

Approach:
The concept predicated on the understanding that the Red Brick Building is the most valuable exisEng structure due to its heritage and 
community value, however,   retaining only the west side of the building eliminates most of the implementaEon problems of full retenEon.  
ImplementaEon proceeds aYer the development of the new elementary school at Acadia Road; Queen Mary enrollment is reduced.

One‐Stage ConstrucEon:
a)  Portables installed to accommodate MulE‐Purpose Room; Red Brick Building vacated ‐ School operates in Grey Building, 
      Gym Block,  Classroom Wing and Portable; 
b) Red Brick Building is parEally demolished; new three‐storey building constructed including integrated upgrade of retained 
      part of Red  Brick Building; 
c) School operaEons move into new school; Portable removed; Grey Building, Gym Block and Classroom Wing demolished; 
      Site works  completed

 

ADVANTAGES

DISADVANTAGES
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Neighbourhood Centres of Learning & Development (NCLD) Project 
Public Open House

Next Steps

THANK YOU for joining us tonight

What’s Next?

Your input is important to us!
Please fill out a comment form before you leave.
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