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AREA COMPARISON

PLAN KEY

Occupancy** 3499
Effective Capacity TBD
Total Enroliment 2736
Occupancy: the maximum Effective Capacity: the amount of
number of people that can students a school can effectively support
be housed in a space in based on the District's current practices
accordance with the building/  and future vision for teaching and learning.
fire code This is calculated based on ISBE’s square
**NOTE: Occupancy is NOT footage per student guideline. Calculated
the recommended number of  based on core classrooms, science labs
students for a space, itisthe  and Special Education spaces.
maximum allowed by code. Enrollment: number of students that
attended the facility in 2019-2020.
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~ & @ s 38 3 area per student in
comparison to the current
National average as
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<3 'c = > K] -§ a whole. This s just one
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B SEHS Average [ U-46 Average
(all colored bars)
1 40 square feet o 1 48 square feet
per student ® per student
South Elgin High School 2015 National Low
Quartile Number*
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Spatial Educational Adequacy(25%) C Facility Condition(35%) c e Electric
o Slabs-On-Grade 100 89.0 kBTU/ft2/yr 3 Gas
(Data collected through Staff Survey) 7.0/10 FCI 13 E Exterior Vel‘tKI:al inclozures SOBOM\ \ """""Xw
. Plumbing $0.19M
Physical Features 7:2/10 Water Usage(5%) c E Equipment p> /~ Interior Construction $0.16M = U-46 Average: 80.6 kbtu/ftt/yr
Environment Supports Variety 8.5/10 Gallons/SF 13.8 7)) ) S 0 0B 000 B Bk
Visual Stimulation 5.9/10 ' > a3 w g 7 N
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c=3| AGGREGATED FACILITY GRADE C E Srosw e g
<( >- Furnishings $0.62M / E
L_| Educational Adequacy grades were determined by a survey issued to staff. Square Foot/Student grades were — e 0
determined by building area and enrollment. Facility grades are determined building assessments. Water grades = LHeating Ventilation, and Al Gonditioning $4.28M HIGH SCHOOLS IN U-46
were determined by comparing utility data to the Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption Survey. Energy — ) o ) ' ' o ) . . . I
grades were deteremined by comparing utility data to the US Dept of Energy’s Building Performance Database. O Th'$ chart |nd|(_3ates the approximate cost of defe_rred and ant|C|pated Energy US? lnteDSIty.(EUD is a key metric that'expresses a building’s energy use
Percent in parenthesis indicates weight of category in aggregate facility grade. E maintenance (in dollars) of items assessed by building system. Highlighted || asafunction of its size. Generally, a low EUI signifies good energy performance
* Energy Usage Grade is based on 2019 EUI data, not 2020 EUI data. The decrease in EUI from 2019 to 2020 is a items indicate those items in immediate need, code requirement, poor and 0.3
L1 result of both major HVAC equipment upgrades as well as operational changes due to COVID-19. LI fair condition. N
] Activity mapping is based on survey data (Week in the Life) collected by teachers g
throughout the district over the course of one week. The teachers provided the learning o g 02 SOATICIY o U-d6Average: $.19/f/yr
activity and amount of time spent in that activity. Data was aggregated for the school g
and is represented by the average percent of time spent in the activity. IU_) :
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This chart indicates the approximate cost of deferred and anticipated ; ?
LI maintenance (in dollars) based on condition of assessed items.
— 0
S E WATER USAGE/STUDENT FOR HIGH SCHOOLS IN U-46
What's a Listening Tour? o Water usage is a key metric that expresses a school’'s water use and total cost of
) ) L LI water in comparison to the other high schools in the district.
Staff surveys (Listening Tours) were sent to each school where faculty (@)
gave input about the strengths and weaknesses of the building. The & Fa"-$16M -
o following comments highlight common themes and concerns. EI . —
) =
O i : Ol ..l pd e .
—| Listening Tour Comments From Staff =) s | S| How is this information collected?
‘2" -Teacher(sj V¥OU|dt#O;2F(ir%ﬂe§'ble sleatlng in the classroom, but this is hard to o Exce”e"‘. $M 'G The goal of the DLR Group integrated design team is to collect multiple
E ax:clsomo ate V\f” | S ut.e'r;‘ S Irt]hc ?ssei.j be “checked-out” b o get E o o (| qualitative and quantitative data points around the same set of items -
LLl A 3rget roortn fotrho ass a;: V! |des atcou ed cTheC c lqu .tv\(/jou N grejcl} bcl) ge <L " :II for example energy use or learning behavior — in order to form a holistic
5 slu ents ou Od tﬁlr sej.ts an H?OV'T]Q aroun .d erers |m||e space avafiable In Q. Coce som (@) picture. The team collects these data points through the use of utility
= _Cl_sssrlooms anaine gu ! orlun;,dgﬁnc l{ciom an gﬁ.ms are aiways In use. ‘2 &) analysis, expert walkthroughs, focus groups, surveys, and ethnographic
€ classrooms are boring and difficutt to personalize. , Som s1om S20M S3om S40M S50M < observation techniques. The results are validated by cross-checking data
+An actual teacher common area or lunchroom that allows for downtime and ﬁ = points, such as a survey answer and a spot measurement, that should
collaboration is desirable. | This chart indicates the approximate cost of deferred and anticipated g relate to one another '
| maintenance (in dollars) based on condition of assessed items in relation to )
< | the entire cohort of buildings.
- L

Phase 1 Snapshot [‘146 E DLR Group January 27,2021



