Garfield

BUILDING SUMMARY

Gross SF | 46,711 Number of Levels 3
Elementary SChOOl Year Built | 1887 Number of Additions |3
420 May Street,Elgin, IL 60120
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Kindergarten Student.
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Administration
Building Support
Cafe Support
Commons / Cafeteria
Core Classroom
Elective Classroom
Gym / Fitness
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Spatial Educational Adequacy(25%) D Facility Condition(35%) (> E
(Data collected through Staff Survey) 5.9/10 FCI 15 Ll Electronic i;afet)';andsie;:’:;ty $0.12M \ E== Gas
i . I_ umoing S  Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning 80
Phy.3|cal Features . 6.5/10 Water Usage(5%) A 7 Heating —
Environment Supports Variety 5.3/10 Gallons/SF 47 > )
ﬂ Visual Stimulation 7.3/10 ' (7] Interior Finishes $0.11M w s
Q|  Future Readiness 4.8/10 Energy Usage(10%) c 9 w Bl [ ([ [ e S0.8 KBTU//yr 46 Average: 55.4 Kot/
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c¢| Building Allocation(25%) D . ISFly o) <
o Electric 20.2kBTU/SF/yr . 7
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2 AGGREG ATED FACILITY GR ADE c g Interior Construction $0.14M %
L " Electrical $0.54M
Educational Adequacy grades were determined by a survey issued to staff. Square Foot/Student grades were 5 ) o ) o L 0
determined by building area and enrollment. Facility grades are determined building assessments. Water grades o This chart mdzcates the)approxmate cost of deferred and anticipated ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS IN U-46
were determined by comparing utility data to the Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption Survey. Energy maintenance (in dollars) of items assessed by building system. Highlighted . . . ST
grades were deteremined by comparing utility data to the US Dept of Energy’s Building Performance Database. E items indicate those items in immediate need, code requirement, poor and Energy US? lntenSITy.(EU|) is a key metric that.expresses a building's energy use
L | Percent in parenthesis indicates weight of category in aggregate facility grade. =1 fair condition. | asafunction of its size. Generally, a low EUI signifies good energy performance
g 0.3
] Observing representative classrooms within the school through a typical day allows the 2
design team to quantify how learning spaces are used. Measurements are averaged — - 02 GARFIELD
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What's a Listening Tour? E Water usage is a key metric that expresses a school’s.water qse_and total cost of
) ) o LI water in comparison to the other elementary schools in the district.
Staff surveys (Listening Tours) were sent to each school where faculty I A
gave input about the strengths and weaknesses of the building. The o Fa"ISZM -
o following flve comments highlight common themes and concerns. (&)
) o Good  $3M
. . Z| How is this information collected?
E Listening Tour Comments From Staff E poor |SOM o
: . : . - The goal of the DLR Group integrated design team is to collect multiple
o . Ll = o B~ . )
-4 New fF””'ture and storage space in the main ofﬂce would make it more usable. | ctient | som O qualitative and quantitative data points around the same set of items
E * There is too much dust around the whole building. < y w — for example energy use, air quality, or learning behavior — in order to
. . ; o — R s ' .
LLl ggﬁqg g??;%ot?; Satnsd :222?:&86(353%?? }:sl;?jgi}]?npurfs\/e?joﬁge the classrooms. the S g:g,j oM -l form a holistic picture. The team collects these data points through the
5 library and the gymp 9 ' ' () 8 use of sensors (in the space for 1-7 days), spot measurement equipment,
— ' . . ) (@] Som $20M S40M S60M S80M $100M $120M expert walkthroughs, focus groups, surveys, and ethnographic observation
~ The thermal aspects and finishes of the building need improvement. > ﬁ techniques. The results are validated by cross-checking data points, such as
= ' o , o < a survey answer and a spot measurement, that should relate to one another.
—l| This chart indicates the approximate cost of deferred and anticipated o
(| maintenance (in dollars) based on condition of assessed items in relation to
L E the entire cohort of buildings.
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