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The Chamber of Commerce and the Q5 Strategic Leadership Council recommended in 

their final report of the 2016 Business Perceptions Survey of District 186 to conduct a 

comprehensive facilities study as an important next step in understanding how to improve 

our school structures and space so that they are 21 st century learning facilities.

In February 2017, District 186 retained the services of BLDD Architects through a rigorous 

RFP process to help us study our facilities, and engage the greater Springfield community 

to develop a long-term facilities master plan. The goal is to help dream our next phase of 

building projects to support 21 st century learning in District 186.

This document is not about the actual work or design of schools, but about creating 

a vision as we move forward. The good news is that we have not sat idle over the last 

decade. Since 2009, we have completed close to 86 million dollars in capital improvement 

work using Health Life Safety and Qualified Zone Academy Bonds so that our facilities are 

healthy and environmentally comfortable with all life cycle replacement needs maintained.

Thank you to everyone who participated in this process, making this vision a true 

community effort. These are OUR SCHOOLS. This is OUR FUTURE.

You have helped us to see our preferred future so that we can take steps to get there. I’m 

excited to work together as we make it a reality for Springfield Public School District 186.

Jennifer Gill

Superintendent 

Springfield Public Schools

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 
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OUR VISION

OUR
SCHOOLS
OUR
FUTURE
Springfield School District 186

for the future of SPS facilities: 

Future-focused learning 
environments that support 
the success of all students.

Smartest use of the District’s 
financial resources.

Places our community can 
gather and be proud of.



COMMUNITY 

DISTRICT 
ADMIN 
TEAM 

BLDD 
ARCHITECTS 

FACILITATION 
TEAM 

PRINCIPALS & 
INSTRUCTIONAL 

SUPPORT 
SERVICES 

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN 
PROCESS OVERVIEW

This VISION report reflects the first phase of work completed 
from January-June 2017 by a team of district leadership, community 
members, teachers, and architects. 

The next phase of work (Sept-Dec 2017) will involve the 
development of potential solutions to address district-wide facility 
challenges.  A wide range of solutions will be explored, and will be 
evaluated based on specific measures developed by the community 
during the visioning process.  All potential master plan solutions should: 
• Be measured against the SPS planning principles
• Meet the SPS educational standard
• Prioritized according the SPS hierarchy of need

7 8 9
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CURRENT 
CONDITIONS:
State of the 

District

February  
15, 22 & 23

March 28
6:00–7:30pm

Southeast High School

April 26
6:00–7:30pm

Springfield High School

May 10
6:00–7:30pm

Southeast High School

May 22
6:00–7:30pm

Springfield High School

March 15
6:00–7:30pm

Lanphier High School

SOLUTIONS: 
Review & evaluate 

(4) master plan 
solutions

VISIONING:
21st Century 

Programs and 
Facilities

SOLUTIONS:
Review & evaluate 

(2) master plan 
solutions

VISIONING:
Planning 

Principles

DECIDE:
Options forum 
for master plan 

selection www.sps186.org/ourschoolsourfuture
Twitter: @schooldist186

Facebook.com/District186

VISIONING:
Educational 
Standards

VISIONING: 
Prioritization

Final Vision 
Document

Community 
Engagement 
Session #1

Community 
Engagement 
Session #7

Community 
Engagement 
Session #2

Community 
Engagement 
Session #8

Community 
Engagement 
Session #3

Community 
Engagement 
Session #9

Community 
Engagement 
Session #4

Community 
Engagement 
Session #5

Community 
Engagement 
Session #6

WHERE WE WA N T TO GO

HOW WE GE T T HERE

WHERE WE A RE NOW
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August 23
6:00–7:30pm

Springfield High School

September 27
6:00–7:30pm

Lanphier High School

November 1
6:00–7:30pm

Southeast High School
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The Springfield Public School District 
currently operates 33 buildings, which 
provide a safe place for the development 
and growth of our greatest assets: 

15,000+ unique students 
and their dedicated 
teachers.  
 

WHERE WE ARE

Necessary  investments to repair these 
physical assets has been estimated by 
district staff to total nearly $100 million.* 
.  

CURRENT CONDITIONS
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Facility Functional Suitability -  
Elementary Schools 

Excellent Satisfactory Borderline Poor Inadequate 

Facility Functional Suitability -  
Middle & High Schools 
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But physical needs are only half of the story. Our schools need to FUNCTION well, and 
support modern educatioanl delivery. 

A professional assessment revealed some buildings that are do a good job of that (do we name 
those here?), according to standards developed by the Council of Educational Facility Planners 
International.*  However, funtional suitability was either “borderline” or “poor” for the majority of 
District 186 facilities.   

8
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WHERE WE WANT
TO GO

Students are active participants in the learning process; 
purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment 

STUDENT-CENTERED 

Mahomet-Seymour High School – Mahomet, IL 

Mahomet-Seymour High School – Mahomet, IL 

TECHNOLOGY 
Designed for media literacy and connection to a global 

community of learners 

COLLABORATIVE 
Spaces which allow students to learn from each other; 

group work 

Mid City High School – Davenport, IA 

COMFORT 
Natural light; comfortable and varied seating options; air 

quality; HVAC systems 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

Development that meets the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet 

their own needs 

SUSTAINABLE 

Garden Hills Elementary School – Champaign, IL 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

APPROPRIATE SPACE 
Environments are appropriately sized and equipped with 

the needed equipment 

21ST CENTURY 
PROGRAMS & 
FACILITIES

Enos Elementary
Springfield, IL

ADEQUATE LIGHTING



Beautiful aesthetics; inviting exterior; school pride on 
display; appropriate color palette for grade levels 

WELCOMING 
ENVIRONMENT 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

UP-TO-DATE 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

High quality and sufficient quantity of electrical lighting; 
equipped with adequate outlets for various technology 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

SAFE & SECURE 
Transparent environment; easily observed; controlled 

access; a feeling of home 

Silvis Northeast Junior High School - East Moline, IL 

EQUITABLE 
Each facility equipped with an auditorium, media center, 

science labs, kitchen/cafeteria and spaces for arts and athletics 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 

FLEXIBLE 
Multi-use spaces; configuration can easily be changed; 

flexible furnishing 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

HEALTH & WELLNESS 
Environments that promote healthy lifestyle through 

fitness and nutrition 

Mt. Zion High School – Mt. Zion, IL 

MOVEMENT/FLOW 
Wide corridors with clear way-finding tools 

Pleasant Plains High School  
Pleasant Plains, IL 

COMMUNITY USE 
Adequate spaces for community events 

Mt. Zion High School – Mt. Zion, IL 

STORAGE 
Ample, appropriate storage for students & faculty 

Riverton High School – Riverton, IL 

OUTDOOR LEARNING 
Easily accessible outdoor spaces; encourage connection 

with nature; allow students to explore their environment  

Garden Hills Elementary School – Champaign, IL 

A ‘virtual tour’ of schools in peer 
districts illustrates places that 
support modern educational program 
offerings, meet the needs of 21st 
century learners, and prepare them 
for their future.  

We are preparing students for jobs 
that don’t even exist yet. 

Matheny-Withrow Elementary
Springfield, IL

COMMUNITY PRIDE

10
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WHERE WE WANT
TO GO

Shopping Spree Results 
EQUITABLE: Each facility equipped with an auditorium, media center, 
science labs, kitchen/cafeteria and spaces for arts and athletics 
 
STUDENT CENTERED: Students are active participants in the learning 
process; purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment; ability to access 
technology 
 
SAFE & SECURE: Transparent environment; easily observed; controlled 
access; a feeling of home 
 
UP-TO-DATE INFRASTRUCTURE: High quality and sufficient 
quantity of electrical lighting; equipped with adequate outlets for various 
technology; ability to connect to global community of learners 
 
WELCOMING ENVIRONMENT: Beautiful aesthetics; inviting 
exterior; school pride on display; appropriate color palette for grade levels 

Small Group 
Activity: 
Shopping 
Spree 

Small Group 
Activity: 
Shopping 
Spree 

Participants were asked to “put on their board member 
hat” and spend limited “Springfield Bucks” on a wide range 
of planning principles.  The result was a focused list of 
shared goals for District 186’s educational facilities.
 



District facilities will be:

EQUITABLE 
All facilities will provide equitable access to programs, activities, and services

STUDENT CENTERED 

Allowing students to be active participants in the learning process; 
purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment; ability to access technology

SAFE AND SECURE 

Transparent environment; easily observed; controlled access; creating a 
feeling of home

UP-TO-DATE INFRASTRUCTURE
High quality and sufficient lighting; equipped with adequate outlets for 
various technology; ability to connect to global community of learners

WELCOMING ENVIRONMENT 

Beautiful aesthetics; inviting exterior; school pride on display; appropriate 
color palette for grade levels

PLANNING PRINCIPLES

12
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WHERE WE WANT
TO GO

The Springfield Public Schools “Educational Standard”* is a summary of 
spaces needed to meet the needs of curriculum and instruction in specific 
types of facilities.  This standard was developed by the District’s principals 
and Instructional Support Services committee for grade level groupings 
(elementary, middle and high school), with the input of PK12 design 
experts familiar with emerging trends.  
 
An educational standard is an invaluable tool to ensure that equitable 
learning environments are developed for all facilities.
 
Community participants completed the important task of  “Identifying 
the Gaps” at all 33 buildings within District 186, working alongside 
administrators and teachers from each facility.*

EDUCATIONAL 
STANDARD

Small Group 
Activity: 
Identify the 
Gaps 



 
Maslow’s famous hierarchy of needs pyramid 
succinctly illustrated how our basic physical needs 
must be met before social, emotional development 
and higher thinking can occur. The same concept can 
be applied to the wide range of facility needs within 
District 186.  
 
In the development of solutions, facilities will 
address the most important educational needs first, 
according the following hierarchy of needs:

PRIORITIZATION

PHYSIOLOGICAL; 
SAFETY AND SECURITY; 

CORE EDUCATIONAL

SOCIAL AND 
EMOTIONAL; ESTEEM

INDIVIDUAL LEARNING; 
AESTHETIC

SELF ACTUALIZATION

SPS 
HIERARCHY 
OF NEEDS

14



FACILITIES MASTER PLAN 
SUPPLEMENTAL
INFORMATION

OUR
SCHOOLS
OUR
FUTURE
Springfield School District 186
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #1

7/20/2017 

3 

Why We  
Need You 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

The days when a superintendent 
and the school board can sit in a 
room and make decisions about 
the future of a district or the future 
of a community are long gone. 

“
“

Dr. Chris Nicastro 
Commissioner of Education — Missouri 
Former Superintendent — Hazelwood (MO) School District  

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT 
Public won’t 

support what it 
doesn’t 

understand 

Discovery is more 
powerful than 

persuasion 

Put on their 
“board member 

hat” 

Built from the 
ground up 

KEY OUTCOMES 

Internal/external 
unity 

Board + Staff + 
Parents + 

Community 

Bulletproof plan 
(what and how) 

Public permission 
for meaningful 

change 
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To formulate a long-term facilities plan that maximizes the 

opportunities to provide a quality education for all Springfield 186 

students, optimizing the effectiveness of the District's educational 

facilities. The facilities plan will need to develop recommendations 

addressing the planning issues (long-term planning needs as well 

as urgent, short-term planning needs) facing the school district by 

engaging the community, uncovering community aspirations 

for the future of the school district's facilities, and developing a 

plan that is built upon community input. 

PPUUBBLLIICC  EENNGGAAGGEEMMEENNTT  CCHHAARRGGEE  

Process 
Overview 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE 

MMAASSTTEERR  PPLLAANNNNIINNGG  
PPRROOCCEESSSS  

H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  
W H E R E   

W E  W A N T  
T O  G O  

Where We 
Are Now 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

• Align facilities with educational programs 
• Maximize effectiveness of district resources 
• Address major planning considerations    

for the future 
• Arrive at an optimal destination 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

17
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7/20/2017 
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• Building capacity 
• Enrollment projections 
• Physical needs and constraints 
• Educational adequacy 
• Fiscal capacity 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

DECIDE ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

community engagement 
Building Components 

PHYSICAL NEEDS 
ASSESSMENT 

Electrical Exterior 
Wall 

Fire 
Detection HVAC 

Interior Lighting Plumbing Roof 

Site Building 
Envelope 

School 
Security 

the school 
site 
building 
systems 
maintainability 

SCHOOL FACILITY 
EDUCATIONAL  ADEQUACY  

AASSSSEESSSSMMEENNTT  
safety and 
security 
program 
support 
educational 
environment 

TTEEAACCHHEERR  SSUURRVVEEYY  
“We are taking rooms that were never 
designed for the use of technology, and 
forcing them to work.” 
 

“With so many activities available 
in an interactive format, the 
learning styles of all students 
could be addressed more easily 
and effectively.” 

“I need more space to 
effectively do centers.” 

FFUUNNCCTTIIOONNAALL  
NNEEEEDDSS  

Where We 
Want To Go 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

? DID YOU 
KNOW 
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Researchers predict 
that 65% of today’s 
grade schoolers… 

 
…will hold jobs that 

don’t yet exist… 

We are currently preparing 
students for jobs that don’t 
yet exist…in order to solve 

problems we don’t even 
know are problems yet 

…using technologies that 
haven’t been invented. 

The U.S. Department of 
Labor estimates that 

today’s learner will have 
10-14 jobs by the age of  

38 

90% of the world’s data has 
been generated in the past 

two years. 

The amount of new  
technical information  
is doubling every 2 years… 

For students starting a 4 
year technical degree,  

this means that… 
 

…half of what they learn in 
their first year of study  

will be outdated by their  
third year of study. 

2211SSTT  CCEENNTTUURRYY  LLEEAARRNNIINNGG  EENNVVIIRROONNMMEENNTTSS  
 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE VISIONING 
for the  
future 

SKILLS 

PROGRAMS 

FACILITIES 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

19
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TTHHEENN……      
 

… and NOW 

• Learning is no longer optional 
• Meet the needs of every child 
• Engage students in learning 
• Anywhere/anytime learning 
• Support the 4C’s:  
   collaboration - communication                            
   creativity - critical thinking 

21ST CENTURY 
Learning Environments  characteristics of 

How is “FORM” changing to 
follow “FUNCTION”? 

FUTURE 
FOCUSED 

SCHOOLS 

Indoor Air Quality, Temp & Humidity, Ventilation and Thermal Comfort 
HEALTHY 

Development that meets the 
needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of 
future generations to meet 

their own needs. 

SUSTAINABLE 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #1

7/20/2017 

8 

Abundant natural light 

SUPERIOR LIGHTING 

GARDEN HILLS 

Transparent environment, easily observed, access controlled, a feeling of home. 
 

SAFE & SECURE 

PROPER ACOUSTICS 

Intelligible from any location 

GARDEN HILLS 

Designed for media literacy and connection to a global community of learners. 
 

TECHNOLOGY INFUSED 

“If children have interest, education happens.” Arthur C. Clark 
 

ENGAGING 

Rapidly reconfigurable 
 

FLUID/FLEXIBLE 

21
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Students are active participants in the learning process. 

STUDENT-CENTERED 

Supporting creativity and innovation to meet the needs of the generation. 
 

FOSTER CREATIVITY 

convertible classrooms 

CONVERTIBLE 

Flexible science lab and instruction spaces. 

HANDS ON, ACTIVE 

CONNECTED 

Allowing students to learn from students. 

COLLABORATIVE 
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How Do We 
Get There 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

• Brainstorm initial concepts 
• Gather input  
• Develop refine solutions 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE DEVELOP 
solutions 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

CCOOLLLLAABBOORRAATTIIVVEE  
DESIGN PROCESS 

• Identify strengths & weaknesses 
• Assess how solutions address                 

needs & established goals 
• Objective comparison 
• Cost / benefit analysis 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE EVALUATE 
the options 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

23
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Master plan modeling  
and analysis software 

CASE 
STUDY 

• Aging infrastructure & buildings 
• Declining enrollment 
• Inequitable facilities 

• Status Quo 
• Scenario 6 
• BLOG Scenario 

DISTRICT OVERVIEW 

SCENARIOS 

Data Input 

• First Costs 
• Operation & 

Maintenance 

• Energy Costs 
• Building Renewal 

Costs 

General 
• School 
• Grades Served 
• Capacity 

• Enrollment 
• Square Footage 

• Site 
• Building Systems 
• Maintainability 

 

• Safety and Security 
• Program Support 
• Educational 

Environment 

Costs 

Educational 
Adequacy 
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Life Cycle Cost Comparison Educational Adequacy Comparison 

Cost Benefit Ratio Comparison 

• Educational excellence 
• Cost effectiveness 
• Adaptable  
• Optimal 
• Defendable 
 

CHOOSE THE BEST PLAN  
 t o  m e e t  s t ra t e g i c  o b j e c t i v e s  
 

ASSESS 
current 

conditions 

VISIONING 
for the  
future 

DEVELOP 
solutions 

EVALUATE 
the options 

DEFINE 
strategic 

objectives 

community engagement 

DECIDE DECIDE 

W H E R E  W E  
W A N T  T O  G O  W H E R E  W E  A R E  N O W  H O W  D O  W E  G E T  T H E R E  

Our 
Process 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

25
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Small Group  
Work Activity  

Small Group Work Activity 

Select a Recorder and Facilitator 
 
Recorder Responsibilities – 
 Complete the information on the group’s worksheet 
 

Facilitator Responsibilities— 
 Facilitate discussion 
 Keep group focused/on task 
 Report group’s information 

 

Small Group Worksheet 

 Information on worksheet should reflect 
consensus/general agreement of group 
members 

 Monitor progress to complete the 
worksheet in allotted time 

 Only group recorder’s worksheet will be 
collected 
 

Work Activity #1 Questions  

What did you learn that  
surprised you?  

Work Activity #1 Questions  

What are your concerns 
about district facilities 

that should be addressed 
by this facilities plan?  

Work Activity #2 Questions  

What questions/concerns 
do you hope to have 

answered through  
this process? 
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Small Group  
Work Activity  

Reporting 

Don’t miss session #2! 
 
 

VISIONING: 21st Century  
Programs and Facilities 

Wednesday, March 15, 2017 
6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.  
Lanphier High School 

http://www.sps186.org/ourschoolsourfuture/ 

Our Schools Our Future Website 
OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

TThhaannkk  
YYoouu!!  

27
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VISIONING: 
21st Century 
Programs and 
Facilities 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #2 

AG E N DA  
• Work to Date 
• 21st Century Environments 

• How Can it Happen? 

• What Has Changed? 

• Why is This a Challenge? 

• How Should Our Buildings Respond? 

• Small Group Work/Report Out 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #1 
 

CURRENT 
CONDITIONS: 
State of the District 

250 Attendees Springfield High 

Lanphier High Southeast High 

“What did you learn  
that surprised you?” 

• Age of buildings 

• Number of mobile units 

• Need for modern learning environments 

• Lack of auditorium at Lanphier 

• Maintenance costs 

 

“What did you learn  
that concerned you?” 

• Safety and security 

• Funding 

• Equity between buildings 

• Keeping up with technology 

• Attracting people to our District 

“What questions/concerns do  
you hope to have answered  

through this process?” 

• How has this worked with other Districts? 

• How will we pay for it? 

• How will the projects be prioritized? 

• How will we build community support? 
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The best way to 
predict the future 

is to design it. 

“ “

Buckminster Fuller 

How Can  
it Happen? 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

VISIONING for 21st Century 
Programs and Facilities 

How Can it Happen? 
C A S E  S T U D Y  

 

Decatur Public 
Schools #61 

Master Plan 
Phase 1 Complete 
New K-8, Health & Life Safety upgrades 
Funding approach: 
   - H/LS = $2.5 million 
   - Construction grant = $18 million  
   - Proceeds from land sale = $5 million 

High School Task Force 
Phase 2 Complete 
High Schools 
Funding approach: 
   - 1 cent sales tax = $80 million 

Elementary Master Plan 
Phase 3 Complete 
New K-8, Elementary A/C and upgrades 
Funding approach:  
   - Building replacement = $25 million 
   - Working cash = $5 million 
   - H/LS and sales tax = TBD 

Total = $135.5 million + 
Hope Academy 

2002 
2007 

2009 
2015 

2017 
2020 

DISCOVERY 
How Can it Happen? 

C A S E  S T U D Y  
 

Champaign 
CUSD #4 

29
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Needs Assessment 
Board of Education sets out to address 
facility needs 

Phase 1 
Elementary schools 
Funding approach: 
   - 1% countywide school  
      facilities tax = $86 million 

Master Plan 
Remaining elementary & high schools 
Funding approach: 
   - Bond referendum passed with 66%  
     voter support 
   - Bond = $186.4 million 
   - District funds = $25 million 

Phase 2 Complete 
 
Total = $294 million 

Garden Hills Elementary School 

2005 

2009 

2016 

2022 

How Can it Happen? 
C A S E  S T U D Y  

 

Springfield 
Public Schools 

186 

Matheny-Withrow Elementary 
Constructed using HLS funds 
 
 
Enos Elementary Completed 
Constructed using HLS funds 
 

Total = $?? million 

2013 

2014 

2009 

2010 

Matheny-Withrow Elementary School 2007 
Facilities Study 
 
Capital Improvements 
Funding approach: 
   - QZAB = $5 million 
   - Health & Life Safety = $25 million 
 
 
Funding approach: 
 - Health & Life Safety = $56 million 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

What Has 
Changed? 

VISIONING for 21st Century 
Programs and Facilities 

 

JJoobbss  
PPrrooggrraammss  
DDeelliivveerryy  

JOBS 

1. Hospitalist 
2. Pharmacist 
3. Sales Engineer 
4. Site Reliability Engineer 
5. Product Manager 
6. Financial Analyst 
7. Technical Program Manager 
8. Program Manager 
9. Data Engineer 
10. Scrum Master 

11. Software Engineer 
12. Clinical Nurse 
13. Physician Assistant 
14. Business Analyst 
15. Tax Manager 
16. Data Architect 
17. Anesthetist 
18. Analytics Manager 
19. Customer Success Manager 
20. Medical Director 

Most Promising Jobs of 2017 
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EMPLOYMENT: Then and Now 

*Source: 1959 data- the 1960 census, Table 100, Social and Economic Characteristics of the Population. 2008 data- the 
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor and Statistics, Current Population Survey, Characteristics of the Employed, 
Table 10 

*Source: 1959 data- the 1960 census, Table 100, Social and Economic Characteristics of the 
Population. 2008 data- the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor and Statistics, Current 
Population Survey, Characteristics of the Employed, Table 10 

Professional & managerial 

PROGRAMS 

Special  
Programs 

Curriculum 
Offerings 

STEAM 
Passive  

vs.  
Active 

1960 
 

American History 
Soc. Prob. 

Social Studies 
Western History 

Today 
 

Adv. World History 
AP European History 

AP Psychology 
AP US Government 

AP US History 
Basic Law 
Economics 

Government 
Psychology 
Sociology 
US History 

World Geography 
World History 

CCUURRRRIICCUULLUUMM::    Then and Now 
Social Studies 

1960 
 

Basic Business 
Bookkeeping 
Business Law 
Office Practice 

Shorthand 
Transcription 

Typing 1-3 

Today 
 

Accounting 1 
Business Mrkt. Mgmt. 
Business/Tech Conc. 

Computer Applications 
Consumer Education 

Co-op Occupations 1-2 
Keyboarding 
Multimedia 

Video Production 1-4 
Web Design/Media Dev’t 
Yearbook Production 1-2 

CCUURRRRIICCUULLUUMM::    Then and Now 
Business Education 

• Life Skills Business 
Consumer Education 

• Life Skills Electives 
Vocational Training 
VCE 1-3 
Job Training 
Computer Skills 
Fine Arts 
Home Arts 
Life Skills 
Social Problems 
Parenting/Childcare 
Recreational/Leisure 
Independent Living 
Adult Living 

• Life Skills  
Language Arts 
Basic Reading 
Practical Language 
Vocational Language 
Consumer Language  

• Life Skills Mathematics 
Basic Math 
Math 1 
Math 2 

 
 
 
 

• Cross CAT/SED  
Language Arts 
Read 180 
English Foundations 1-4 

• Cross CAT/SED  
Mathematics 
Foundations of Algebra 1 
Foundations of Geometry 
Foundations of Algebra 2 

• Cross CAT/SED PE 
Health 
Drivers Education 
Adaptive PE 

• Cross CAT/SED Resource 
Learning Strategies 
General Physical Science 
General Biology 
General Earth Science 
US Geography 
World History 
US History 
Government 

 
 

1960 
Not required 

Today 
• Life Skills PE 

Health 
Adaptive PE 

• Life Skills Science 
Basic Science 
Life Science 
Earth Science 

• Life Skills Social Studies 
Geography 
Current Events 
Civil Law 
Social Interactions 

• Cross CAT/SED Business 
Consumer Education 
Computer Skills 
Careers 
VCE 1-3 
VCE Job  

• Cross CAT/SED Family &  
Consumer Science 
Home Arts 
Childcare 
Parenting 
Social Problems 
Social Interaction Skills 
 
 

 
 
 
 

CCUURRRRIICCUULLUUMM::    Then and Now 
Special Education 

Yesterday’s Educational 
Approach:  

The Factory Model 

The Bell Curve of Results 

Extra People 

Leaders 

Skilled and 
Unskilled 
Laborers 

31
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EDUCATIONAL DELIVERY 

Problem solving 
vs.  

Memorization 
Technology 

Gradual  
Release of 

Responsibility 
(GRR) 

Learning  
Styles 

A. 
Verbal-Linguistic 

The ability to use words 
effectively, whether orally  

or in writing. 

B. 
Logical-

Mathematical 
The capacity to use numbers 
effectively and to reason well. 

C. 
Visual-Spatial 

The ability to perceive the visual-
spatial world accurately and to 
perform transformations upon 

those perceptions. 

D. 
Intrapersonal 

Recognizing characteristics in 
one’s self, including emotions, 

uniqueness, strengths and 
weaknesses. 

What is Your 
Learning 

Style? 

E. 
Interpersonal 
Understanding and being 
sensitive to other people’s 

moods, wishes, and motivations; 
being able to work with a group. 

F. 
Musical 

The capacity to perceive, 
discriminate, transform, and 

express musical forms. 

G. 
Bodily-Kinesthetic 
Expertise in using one’s whole 

body to express ideas and 
feelings and the ability to use 

one’s hands to produce or 
transform things. 

H. 
Naturalistic 

Relating to one’s surroundings; 
identifying and distinguishing 
different plants, animals, and 

other aspects of nature. 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Why is This  
a Challenge? 

VISIONING for 21st Century 
Programs and Facilities 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

VISIONING for 21st Century 
Programs and Facilities 

How Should Our 
Buildings Respond? 

• Learning is no longer optional 
• Meet the needs of every child 
• Engage students in learning 
• Anywhere/anytime learning 
• Support the 4C’s:  
   collaboration - communication                            
   creativity - critical thinking 

21ST CENTURY 
Learning Environments  

Indoor Air Quality, Temp & Humidity, Ventilation and Thermal Comfort 
HEALTHY 



© 2017 BLDD Architects, Inc.

s
u

p
p

l
e

m
e

n
t

a
l

 
i

n
f

o
r

m
a

t
i

o
n

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #2

7/20/2017 

6 

Development that meets the 
needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of 
future generations to meet 

their own needs. 

SUSTAINABLE 

Abundant natural light 

SUPERIOR LIGHTING 

GARDEN HILLS 

Transparent environment, easily observed, access controlled, a feeling of home. 
 

SAFE & SECURE PROPER ACOUSTICS 

Intelligible from any location 

GARDEN HILLS 

Designed for media literacy and connection to a global community of learners. 
 

TECHNOLOGY INFUSED 

“If children have interest, education happens.” Arthur C. Clark 
 

ENGAGING 

33
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Rapidly reconfigurable 
 

FLUID/FLEXIBLE 

Students are active participants in the learning process. 

STUDENT-CENTERED 

Supporting creativity and innovation to meet the needs of the generation. 
 

FOSTER CREATIVITY 

convertible classrooms 

CONVERTIBLE 

Flexible science lab and instruction spaces. 

HANDS ON, ACTIVE CONNECTED 
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Allowing students to learn from students. 

COLLABORATIVE EQUITABLE 

 

E i s e n h ow e r  H i g h  S c h o o l  

Eisenhower High School 
Decatur SD #61 

Eisenhower High School 
Decatur, IL 

UNWELCOMING 
EXTERIOR 

INVITING EXTERIOR 

 

Eisenhower High School 
Decatur, IL DARK & INSTITUTIONAL 

35
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interior entry 

Eisenhower High School 
Decatur, IL OPEN & INVITING Eisenhower High School 

Decatur, IL OUTDATED CLASSROOMS 

21ST CENTURY  
LEARNING 
ENVIRONMENTS Eisenhower High School 

Decatur, IL 

DISCIPLINE REFERRALS 

ATTENDANCE TRUANCY 

Eisenhower 
High School 

  SWING SPACE TRANSFORMED SPACE EXISTING 

REAL RESULT: 
Improve student  
outcomes 

FACILITIES AFFECT PERFORMANCE 
The most distinctive classroom characteristics that relate to 

the improvement of the pupils’ academic achievement. 

Barrett, Zhang, Moffat, Kobbacy – Building and Environment, January 2013 

• Light – Natural light; high quality and sufficient 
quantity of electrical lighting 

• Choice – Purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment 
• Flexibility – Space configuration can easily be 

changed 
• Connection – Wide corridors with clear way-finding 

tools 
• Complexity – Diverse opportunities for alternative 

learning activities 
• Color – Warm colors for more senior grades; cool, 

bright colors in junior grades 

Small Group  
Work Activity  
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“Keeping in mind what 
you’ve learned, what 

would you do to improve 
Springfield School 
District facilities?” 

Q U E S T I O N  

Small Group  
Work Activity  

Reporting 

Don’t miss session #3! 
 
 

VISIONING:  
Planning Principles 

Tuesday, March 28, 2017 
6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.  

Southeast High School http://www.sps186.org/ourschoolsourfuture/ 

Our Schools Our Future Website 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

TThhaannkk  
YYoouu!!  

37
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VISIONING: 
Planning 
Principles 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #3 

A G E N D A  
• Recap of CES #2 
• Overview of the Visioning Process 
• Planning Principles 

• What Are They? 

• Springfield Planning Principles for  

Effective Educational Environments 

• Small Group Work/Report Out 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #2 
 

VISIONING: 
21st Century Programs 
and Facilities 

Overview of the 
Visioning 
Process 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Overview of the Visioning Process 
Educational Planning Principles (CES #3) 
• Reflect important concepts and values identified by the community 

regarding the preferred future of our learning environments 
• Establish a common understanding of the aspirations for our 

learning environments 
• Establish a framework for decision making, avoiding arbitrary 

decisions 
• Drives the development of an "Educational Standard" for our 

learning environments 
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Overview of the Visioning Process 
Educational Standard (CES #4) 
• Defines learning environments to be included in district facilities 

• This is how the proposed work at each facility is generated 
• Begins with a review of educational adequacy 
• Identifies the gaps that exist 
• Creates a detailed list of what is needed at each facility 
• Shows how the work proposed to meet the Planning Principles will 

develop suitable learning environments 

Educational Standard 

Educational Standard Final Educational Adequacy 

Overview of the Visioning Process 
Prioritization (CES #5) 
• Creates the order of priority for implementation 

• Hierarchy of needs is established 
• District-wide scope of work is aligned to the different hierarchies 
• Different "Tiers" are assigned for proposed work at each facility 

Final Vision (CES #6) 
• Identifies aspirations for district's preferred learning environments 
• The specific work identified for each building in the district 
• The prioritization of work throughout the district and for each facility 

What Are 
Planning 
Principles? 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

39
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What Are Planning Principles? 
Aesthetics 

Environment 

Exterior 

School Pride 

Welcoming/Inviting 

Electrical 

Lighting 

Temperature Control 

Future-ready 

Hands-on Learning Style Accommodation 

Variety 

Flexible Furnishings 

Multi-use Space 

Kitchen/Cafeteria 

Gym 

Fine Arts 

Auditorium 

Wellness 

Athletics 

Arts 

Media Centers 

Science Labs 

Curriculum 

Accessibility 

Professional Development 

Neuro-diverse Features Technology 
Safe & Secure 

Collaborative 

Movement/Flow 

Comfort 

Community Use 

Sustainable 

Health & Wellness 

Appropriate Space 

Storage 

Outdoor Learning 

Equitable 

Up-to-Date Infrastructure 

Student-centered 

Flexible 

Welcoming Environment 

What Are Planning Principles? 
• Welcoming Environment 

• Aesthetics 
• Environment 
• Exterior 
• School Pride 
• Welcoming/Inviting 

• Up-to-Date Infrastructure 
• Electrical 
• Lighting 
• Temperature Control  

• Student-centered 
• Future-ready 
• Hands-on 
• Learning Style Accommodation 
• Variety 

• Technology 
• Safe & Secure 
• Flexible  

• Flexible Furnishings 
• Multi-use Space 

• Collaborative 
• Movement/Flow 

• Comfort 
• Community Use 
• Sustainable 
• Health & Wellness 
• Appropriate Space 
• Storage 
• Outdoor Learning 
• Equitable 

• Arts  
• Athletics/Wellness 
• Auditorium  
• Fine Arts  
• Gym  
• Kitchen/Cafeteria 
• Media Centers 
• Science Labs  
• Accessibility  
• Neuro-diverse Features 
• Professional Development 
• Curriculum 

Beautiful aesthetics; inviting exterior; school pride on 
display; appropriate color palette for grade levels 

WELCOMING 
ENVIRONMENT 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

“Improving interior of the schools would 
provide a positive atmosphere with 

environmental surroundings.” 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

“By creating a more welcoming entrance that 
is inviting but also improves safety and 

security for the building, students, and staff.” 

“Adding color would 
keep emotions calmer  
and attention spans 

more focused.” 

UP-TO-DATE 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

High quality and sufficient quantity of electrical lighting; 
equipped with adequate outlets for various technology 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

“Classrooms should be 
equipped with proper 

technology outlets (plugins at 
desks), smart boards, hide 

away storage for equipment.” 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 
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Students are active participants in the learning process; 
purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment 

STUDENT-CENTERED 

Mahomet-Seymour High School – Mahomet, IL 

“Options to learn in 
different environments.” 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

“Work areas for different 
types of learners.” 

“Improving all hands-on 
learning environments.” 

TECHNOLOGY 
Designed for media literacy and connection to a global community of learners 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 
“Create mobile spaces for 
technology integration by 

thinking about space 
differently.” 

Mahomet-Seymour High School – Mahomet, IL 

“Ability to collaborate globally 
and not being restricted.” 

“Create opportunities with the use of 
technology to communicate with 

students in the US and internationally.” 

SAFE & SECURE 
Transparent environment; easily observed; controlled access; a feeling of home 

Silvis Northeast Junior High School - East Moline, IL 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

“We need to make our school safe 
and inviting for our students.” “Safe grounds for play and safe 

entrances.  Inviting and updated.” 

41
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FLEXIBLE 
Multi-use spaces; configuration can easily be changed; flexible furnishing 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

“Teaching and facility areas should 
be able to be multi-purposed - 
adapt as the needs change.” 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

“Flexible (multi-
purpose) learning 

environments, 
(standing, sitting, 
individual, group)” 

“Furniture that can be used and 
moved in multiple ways.” 

EQUITABLE 
Each facility equipped with an auditorium, media center, science 

labs, kitchen/cafeteria and spaces for arts and athletics 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL “We need equitable space 
and size of classrooms.” 

“Having separate cafeteria and 
gym spaces at all schools.” 

Meridian High School – Macon, IL 

COLLABORATIVE 
Spaces which allow students to learn from each other; group work 

Mid City High School – Davenport, IA 

Charles City Middle School 
Charles City, IA 

“Have classrooms to 
encourage collaboration;  

whole group; small group; 
cross-curricular.” 

“Convertible/collaborative space for all – 
improve teaching and learning.” 
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MOVEMENT/FLOW 
Wide corridors with clear way-finding tools 

Pleasant Plains High School  
Pleasant Plains, IL 

Meridian High School – Macon, IL 

“We need classrooms where 
there is large open space to 
move around with standing 

and seated desks.” 

“Vibrant colored, natural lighting, open 
space indoor areas that encourage 

student movement!” 

COMFORT 
Natural light; comfortable and varied seating options; air quality; HVAC systems 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

“Open spaces that have 
comfy, moveable chairs.” 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

COMMUNITY USE 
Adequate spaces for community events 

Mt. Zion High School – Mt. Zion, IL 

“We need special spaces where 
families and community  

members can collaborate and 
meet w/ each other and staff.” 

“Think science fair or family/ 
community engagement event.” 

Matheny-Withrow Elementary School – Springfield, IL 

43



© 2017 BLDD Architects, Inc.44

s
u

p
p

l
e

m
e

n
t

a
l

 
i

n
f

o
r

m
a

t
i

o
n

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #3

7/20/2017 

7 

Development that meets the needs of the present without compromising 
the ability of future generations to meet their own needs 

SUSTAINABLE 

Garden Hills Elementary School – Champaign, IL 

“More energy efficient supplies 
and equipment, automatic 

plumbing, lighting and doors.” 

“Natural light and sustainable 
building materials.” 

HEALTH & WELLNESS 
Environments that promote healthy lifestyle through fitness and nutrition 

Mt. Zion High School – Mt. Zion, IL 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

“Link nutrition to emotional/ physical 
needs to meet objective at issue.” 

 “Improve education around 
health in all areas, food 
exercise, sleep, stress.” 

Paris Cooperative High School – Paris, IL 

APPROPRIATE SPACE 
Environments are appropriately sized and equipped with the needed equipment Mid City High School – Davenport, IA 

“Provide non-distracting and 
spacious work areas for learning.  

Pleasant areas (no chaos).” 

“I would like to see more 
well lit, more spacious, with 
modern décor, and easy to 

navigate facilities.” 
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STORAGE 
Ample and appropriate storage solutions for students and faculty 

Riverton High School – Riverton, IL 

“Creative use of spaces can 
provide for storage, so that 
usable space is clutter free.” 

Lake Bluff Elementary School – Lake Bluff, IL 

“Spaces that include 
storage so that 

learning environments 
are all about learning.” 

OUTDOOR LEARNING 
Easily accessible outdoor spaces; encourage connection 
with nature; allow students to explore their environment  

Garden Hills Elementary School – Champaign, IL 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 

“Natural learning spaces 
indoors and outdoors.” 

“Outdoor learning areas 
(garden, greenhouse)” 

SSmmaallll  GGrroouupp    
WWoorrkk  AAccttiivviittyy    

GGrroouupp  DDiissccuussssiioonn  
(15 minutes)  

“What are the Planning Principles 
that should receive highest 
priority when developing an 
educational facilities plan?” 

45
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““SShhooppppiinngg  SSpprreeee””    
(15 minutes)  

Use your “Springfield Bucks” to 
vote for the Planning Principles 

you personally feel are most 
important to the process. 

SSmmaallll  GGrroouupp    
WWoorrkk  AAccttiivviittyy    

RReeppoorrttiinngg  

Don’t miss session #4! 
 
 

VISIONING:  
Educational Standards 

Wednesday, April 26, 2017 
6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.  

Springfield High School http://www.sps186.org/ourschoolsourfuture/ 

Our Schools Our Future Website 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

TThhaannkk  
YYoouu!!  
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VISIONING: 
Educational 
Standards 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #4 

A G E N D A  
• Recap of the work to date 

• Planning Principles results 

• Video 

• ISS Benchmark 

• Facility Functional Suitability 

• Small Group Activity - “What is Missing?” 

W O R K  TO  D AT E  

CURRENT CONDITIONS 
State of the District 

1 

VISIONING 
21st Century  
Programs and Facilities 

2 

VISIONING 
Planning Principles 

3 

• Equitable 680 
• Student – Centered 525 
• Safety/Security 490 
• Technology 420 
• Infrastructure 340 
• Welcoming Environment 310 
• Appropriate/Adequate Space 275 
• Health/Wellness 200 
• Flexible 140 
• Sustainability 125 
• Movement/Flow 120 
• Collaboration 95 
• Comfort 90 
• Community Use 50 
• Outdoor Learning 45 
• Storage 35 

Planning Principles Voting Planning Principles Results 
EQUITABLE: Each facility equipped with an auditorium, media center, 
science labs, kitchen/cafeteria and spaces for arts and athletics 
 
STUDENT CENTERED: Students are active participants in the learning 
process; purposeful furniture, fixtures & equipment; ability to access 
technology 
 
SAFE & SECURE: Transparent environment; easily observed; controlled 
access; a feeling of home 
 
UP-TO-DATE INFRASTRUCTURE: High quality and sufficient 
quantity of electrical lighting; equipped with adequate outlets for various 
technology; ability to connect to global community of learners 
 
WELCOMING ENVIRONMENT: Beautiful aesthetics; inviting 
exterior; school pride on display; appropriate color palette for grade levels 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #4

7/20/2017 

2 

Linguistics, Learning, 
and the Language of 
the Design Response 

“What do these terms 
mean to you?” 

Using your phone, 
navigate to 
Slido.com. 

 
Next, type in event 

code: 7980 

“What do these terms 
mean to you?” 

ISS Benchmark 
• What is ISS? 

• Recap of the Educational Workshop 

• Results: list of needs at the Elementary, 

Middle and High School levels 

Elementary Space Needs 
Whole School  

• Dedicated cafeteria with 

efficient kitchen 

• Sound system for 

announcements 

• Regulation gym/field house 

with seating 

• Auditorium/stage with 

seating 

• Outdoor learning space 

• Playground (flexible, 

accessible) & field 

• Dedicated fine arts spaces 

• Health Services space 

• After School Programs - 

office/storage space 

• Community Room 
• Grade level common 

areas with media  
• Conference rooms  

in varying sizes 

• Media/Library space 
• Private small group 

space - SSS, intervention 
• Storage 

• Work area for teachers - 

separate from main office 

• Faculty area with adult 

bathrooms 

• Well placed bathroom 

facilities (accessible, age 

appropriate) 

• Office space by front door 

• File room 

 

Classroom 

• Carpet area 

• Flexible seating 
• Small group nooks 

• Sink/water fountain 

• Storage 

• Personal area (coats, bags) 

• Media area 

• Work area with table top 
• Collaborative space –  

teachers & students 

Middle School Space Needs 
• Grade level commons 

• Auditorium with stage 

• Cafeteria 

• Teacher offices 

• Office space 

• Meeting rooms  

in varying sizes 

• Band room 

• Choir room 

• Fitness room/building 
• Two gymnasiums 

• Locker rooms 

• Coaches offices 

• Bathroom/shower facilities 

• Science labs 

• Media labs 

• Multiple sized classrooms 

• Tech labs 

• Production room (studio) 

• Kitchen (not cafeteria) 

• Laundry 

• Outdoor space - activity, 

sports, eating, exercise, 

gardening spaces 

• Chill space 

• Storm shelter 

• Interior corridors 

• Community resource center 

• Lab storage 

• Device storage 

• Health center 

• PD resource/meeting space 

• Distributed meeting rooms 

• Classrooms 

• Concession stand 

• School store 

• Lobby/welcoming area 
• Waiting area 

• Alternative learning space 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #4

7/20/2017 

3 

High School Space Needs 
• Performing arts space 
• Multi-media art (production) 
• Administrative  
• Real-world locations 
• Food production/distribution 
• Maintenance  
• Small auditorium 
• Pick up / Drop off 
• Parking 
• Communication space and tools 
• Display cases 
• Outdoor activity  
• Break out  

• Curriculum specific labs 
• Life skills in classrooms 
• P/T space 
• Athletic support  
• Performance support  

• Culinary 
• Fine arts support 
• Studio/Production 
• Storage 
• Outdoor learning 

• Assembly space 
• Pavilion 
• Auditorium - large 
• Community 
• Wellness 
• Professional learning spaces 
• Discipline Office / ISS 
• Publishing 
• Counseling 
• Classrooms 
• Health care (community also) 
• Competition (indoor/outdoor) 
• Office/meeting room 

• Large group instruction 
• Small group instruction 

• Practice space – athletic, 
performance, academic 

• Labs 
• Conference 
• Commons 
• Small open gathering 
• Large open gathering 
• Personal facilities 
• Locker room 
• Changing room 
• Emergency shelter 

• Smart circulation space 
• Queuing space 

0.00
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30.00

40.00

50.00

60.00

70.00

80.00

90.00

100.00

Facility Functional Suitability -  
Elementary Schools 

Facility Functional Suitability -  
Middle & High Schools 
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100

Final Educational Adequacy 

SSmmaallll  GGrroouupp    
WWoorrkk  AAccttiivviittyy    

WWhhaatt’’ss  MMiissssiinngg??  
(30 minutes)  

Identify and record what’s 
missing in your building when 

compared to the Facility 
Functional Suitability 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #4

7/20/2017 

4 

““GGaalllleerryy  WWaallkk””    
(15 minutes)  

Review the results from each 
group. Compare with the 
findings from your facility.  
Use Post-it notes to make 

suggestions for other facilities. 

RReeppoorrtt  OOuutt    
(10 minutes)  

Identify the top 3 items 
from your group’s list of 

what’s missing (the “gaps”). 

RReeppoorrtt  OOuutt    
(10 minutes)  

To report out, go to Slido.com 
again. Enter event code: 5533. 
Type the name of your facility 

and the top 3 “gaps”. 

Don’t miss session #5! 
 
 

VISIONING:  
Prioritization 

Wednesday, May 10, 2017 
6:00 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.  

Southeast High School 

http://www.sps186.org/ourschoolsourfuture/ 

Our Schools Our Future Website 
OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

TThhaannkk  
YYoouu!!  
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

1 

VISIONING: 
Prioritization 

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

Community Engagement Session #5 

A G E N D A  
• Recap of the work to date 

• Community Engagement Session #4 recap 

• Prioritization 

• Small Group Activity 

W O R K  TO  D AT E  
CURRENT CONDITIONS 
State of the District 

1 

VISIONING 
21st Century  
Programs and Facilities 

2 

VISIONING 
Planning Principles 

3 

VISIONING 
Educational Standards 

4 

Community Engagement Session #4 
 

VISIONING: 
Educational  
Standards 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

2 

Using your phone, 
navigate to 
Slido.com. 

 
Next, type in event 

code: 7980 

Text one or more examples 
of educational spaces that 

fall into Tier 1 

Text one or more examples 
of educational spaces that 

fall into Tier 2 

Text one or more examples 
of educational spaces that 

fall into Tier 3 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

3 

Text one or more examples 
of educational spaces that 

fall into Tier 4 

• Core Educational Environments (classrooms)  
• Student Collaboration Spaces 
• Learning Labs (science, technology, maker space) 
• Career and Technical Preparation Labs (culinary, business, engineering)  
• Fine and Applied Arts / Performance Spaces  
• Media Center / Library Services / Distance Learning Labs 
• Physical Education / Athletic Facilities  

(inside and outside, support spaces for coaches/teams) 
• Spaces for students with special needs (classrooms, small learning areas) 
• 21st Century / Personalized Learning  

(flexible learning spaces, small group, whole group) 
• Administrative Spaces (offices, conference rooms) 
• Faculty Support / Work Spaces  
• Health Services 
• Dining and Food Service 
• Community Spaces  
• Building Services / Facilities Management Spaces  
• Reception / Lobby / Welcoming Space 

SPACES FOR PRIORITIZATION 

Core Educational Environments 
(classrooms)  

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

Core Educational Environments 
(classrooms)  

Silvis Northeast Junior High School – East Moline, IL 

Student Collaboration Spaces 

Mid City High School – Davenport, IA 

Student Collaboration Spaces 

Paris High School – Paris, IL 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

4 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 

Learning Labs  
(science, technology, maker space) 

Paris High School – Paris, IL 

Learning Labs  
(science, technology, maker space) 

Mid City High School – Davenport, IA 

Career and Technical Prep Labs 
(culinary, business, engineering)  

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 

Fine and Applied Arts / 
Performance Spaces  

Silvis Northeast Junior High School – East Moline, IL 

Fine and Applied Arts / 
Performance Spaces  

Meridian Elementary School – Blue Mound, IL 

Fine and Applied Arts / 
Performance Spaces  
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

5 

MacArthur High School – Decatur, IL 

Media Center / Library Services / 
Distance Learning Labs 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 

Media Center / Library Services / 
Distance Learning Labs 

Mahomet-Seymour High School – Mahomet, IL 

Media Center / Library Services / 
Distance Learning Labs 

Meridian Jr./Sr. High School – Macon, IL 

Physical Ed / Athletic Facilities  
(inside and outside, support  
spaces for coaches/teams) 

Paris High School – Paris, IL 

Physical Ed / Athletic Facilities  
(inside and outside, support  
spaces for coaches/teams) 

Pleasant Plains High School – Pleasant Plains, IL 

Physical Ed / Athletic Facilities  
(inside and outside, support  
spaces for coaches/teams) 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

6 

Carden Park Elementary School – St. Joseph, MO 

Spaces for students with special needs  
(classrooms, small learning areas) 

Carden Park Elementary School – St. Joseph, MO 

Spaces for students with special needs  
(classrooms, small learning areas) 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

21st Century / Personalized Learning  
(flexible learning spaces,  

small group, whole group) 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

21st Century / Personalized Learning  
(flexible learning spaces,  

small group, whole group) 

Carden Park Elementary School – St. Joseph, MO 

Administrative Spaces  
(offices, conference rooms) 

Grant Tower, Northern Illinois University – DeKalb, IL 

Administrative Spaces  
(offices, conference rooms) 



© 2017 BLDD Architects, Inc.

s
u

p
p

l
e

m
e

n
t

a
l

 
i

n
f

o
r

m
a

t
i

o
n

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

7 

Grant Tower, Northern Illinois University – DeKalb, IL 

Administrative Spaces  
(offices, conference rooms) 

Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

Faculty Support / Work Spaces 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

Faculty Support / Work Spaces 

Carden Park Elementary School – St. Joseph, MO 

Health Services 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

Dining and Food Services 

Paris High School – Paris, IL 

Dining and Food Services 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

8 

Dining and Food Services 

Meridian Jr./Sr. High School – Macon, IL Charles City Middle School – Charles City, IA 

Community Spaces 

Matheny-Withrow Elementary School – Springfield, IL 

Community Spaces 

Physical Plant Building, Heartland Community College – Normal, IL 

Building Services /  
Facilities Management Spaces  

Reception / Lobby / Welcoming Space 

Eisenhower High School – Decatur, IL 

Reception / Lobby / Welcoming Space 

Knoxville High School – Knoxville, IL 
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT SESSION #5

7/20/2017 

9 

Reception / Lobby / Welcoming Space 

Silvis Northeast Junior High School – East Moline, IL 

SSmmaallll  GGrroouupp    
WWoorrkk  AAccttiivviittyy    

GGrroouupp  DDiissccuussssiioonn  
(30 minutes)  

Discuss and assign each 
category to a tier using 
the chart on your table 

RReeppoorrtt  OOuutt    
(20 minutes)  

OUR  
SCHOOLS  
OUR  
FUTURE 

TThhaannkk  
YYoouu!!  

59



© 2017 BLDD Architects, Inc.60

s
u

p
p

l
e

m
e

n
t

a
l

 
i

n
f

o
r

m
a

t
i

o
n

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
Addams
10 Babiak Ln., 62702
217/525-3192

Ball Charter School
2530 Ash St., 62707
217/525-3275

Black Hawk
2500 South College St., 62704
217/525-3195

Butler
1701 S. Macarthur Blvd., 62704
217/525-3201

Dubois
120 South Lincoln Ave., 62704
217/525-3204

Early Learning Center
2501 South 1st St., 62704
217/525-3163

Enos
524 West Elliott Ave., 62702
217/525-3208

Fairview
2200 Ridgely Ave., 62702
217/525-3211

Feitshans Academy
1101 South 15th, 62703
217/525-3030

Graham
900 West Edwards St., 62704
217/525-3220

Harvard Park
2501 South 11th St., 62703
217/525-3214

Hazel Dell
850 West Lake Shore Dr., 62707
217/525-3223   
Iles
1700 South 15th St., 62703
217/525-3226

Laketown
1825 Lee St., 62703
217/525-3230

Lee
1201 Bunn Ave., 62703
217/525-3154

Lindsay
3600 Fielding Dr., 62707
217/747-5770

Marsh
1100 Avon Dr., 62704
217/525-3242

Matheny-Withrow
1200 Pope Ave., 62703
217/525-3245

McClernand
801 North Sixth St., 62702
217/525-3247

Ridgely
2040 North Eighth St., 62702
217/525-3259

Sandburg
2051 Wabash, 62704
217/525-3264

Southern View
3338 South Fifth St., 62703
217/525-3267

Wilcox
2000 Hastings Rd., 62702
217/525-3281

MIDDLE SCHOOLS
Franklin Middle School
1200 Outer Park Dr., 62704
217/525-3164

Grant Middle School
1800 West Monroe St., 62704
217/525-3170

Jefferson Middle School
3001 Allis St., 62703
217/525-3176

Lincoln Magnet School
300 South 11th St., 62703
217/525-3236

Washington Middle School
2300 East Jackson St., 62703
217/525-3182

HIGH SCHOOLS
Lanphier High School
1300 North 11th St., 62702
217/525-3080

Southeast High School
2350 East Ash St., 62703
217/525-3130

Springfield High School
101 South Lewis St., 62704
217/525-3100

ALT/OPTIONAL/ADULT
Douglas Alt Programs
444 West Reynolds St., 62702
217/525-4400

Lawrence
101 East Laurel, 62704
217/525-3144

Springfield Learning Academy
101 East Laurel, 62704
217/525-3358
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PROPOSED PHYSICAL NEEDS 
ASSESSMENT PROJECTS

Sum of Cost
School Total
Addams 421,500$      
Ball Charter 410,000$      
Blackhawk 1,685,000$
Butler 1,358,000$
Douglas 518,000$      
Dubois 1,989,000$
ELC 287,000$      
Enos 35,000$        
Fairview 1,785,000$
Feitshans 750,000$      
Franklin (FMS) 8,244,200$
Graham 770,500$      
Grant (GMS) 8,437,500$
Harvard Park 166,100$      
Hazel Dell 4,490,400$
Iles 457,000$      
Jefferson (JMS) 6,331,800$
Laketown 4,117,400$
Lanphier High 19,786,500$
Lawrence 475,000$      
Lee 60,000$        
Lincoln 5,280,000$
Lindsay 1,314,200$
Marsh 2,944,600$
Matheny-Withrow 30,000$        
McClernand 50,000$        
Ridgely 50,000$        
Sandburg 2,460,000$
Southeast High 9,062,500$
Southern View 477,500$      
Springfield High 5,538,000$
Washington (WMS) 8,750,000$
Wilcox 30,000$        
Grand Total 98,561,700$

Sum of Cost
School Total
Addams 421,500$      
Ball Charter 410,000$      
Blackhawk 1,685,000$
Butler 1,358,000$
Douglas 518,000$      
Dubois 1,989,000$
ELC 287,000$      
Enos 35,000$        
Fairview 1,785,000$
Feitshans 750,000$      
Franklin (FMS) 8,244,200$
Graham 770,500$      
Grant (GMS) 8,437,500$
Harvard Park 166,100$      
Hazel Dell 4,490,400$
Iles 457,000$      
Jefferson (JMS) 6,331,800$
Laketown 4,117,400$
Lanphier High 19,786,500$
Lawrence 475,000$      
Lee 60,000$        
Lincoln 5,280,000$
Lindsay 1,314,200$
Marsh 2,944,600$
Matheny-Withrow 30,000$        
McClernand 50,000$        
Ridgely 50,000$        
Sandburg 2,460,000$
Southeast High 9,062,500$
Southern View 477,500$      
Springfield High 5,538,000$
Washington (WMS) 8,750,000$
Wilcox 30,000$        
Grand Total 98,561,700$

Sum of Cost
School Total
Addams 421,500$      
Ball Charter 410,000$      
Blackhawk 1,685,000$
Butler 1,358,000$
Douglas 518,000$      
Dubois 1,989,000$
ELC 287,000$      
Enos 35,000$        
Fairview 1,785,000$
Feitshans 750,000$      
Franklin (FMS) 8,244,200$
Graham 770,500$      
Grant (GMS) 8,437,500$
Harvard Park 166,100$      
Hazel Dell 4,490,400$
Iles 457,000$      
Jefferson (JMS) 6,331,800$
Laketown 4,117,400$
Lanphier High 19,786,500$
Lawrence 475,000$      
Lee 60,000$        
Lincoln 5,280,000$
Lindsay 1,314,200$
Marsh 2,944,600$
Matheny-Withrow 30,000$        
McClernand 50,000$        
Ridgely 50,000$        
Sandburg 2,460,000$
Southeast High 9,062,500$
Southern View 477,500$      
Springfield High 5,538,000$
Washington (WMS) 8,750,000$
Wilcox 30,000$        
Grand Total 98,561,700$
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Educational Adequacy by School Type

6 87
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291
ENROLLMENT

School site 46%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 67.5%
Plant maintainability 64%
Building safety and security 77%
Educational adequacy 47%
Educational environment 64%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

62.1%

BALL CHARTER  
SCHOOL
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273
ENROLLMENT

School site 87%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 83%
Plant maintainability 76%
Building safety and security 86%
Educational adequacy 72.5%
Educational environment 85.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

81.7%
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BLACK HAWK
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268
ENROLLMENT

School site 72%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 66.5%
Plant maintainability 64%
Building safety and security 77%
Educational adequacy 40.5%
Educational environment 56%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

61.6%

BUTLER 
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375
ENROLLMENT

School site 50%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 54.5%
Plant maintainability 60%
Building safety and security 67%
Educational adequacy 36%
Educational environment 57.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

54%
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DUBOIS 
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459
ENROLLMENT

School site 47%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 56.5%
Plant maintainability 54%
Building safety and security 66%
Educational adequacy 38%
Educational environment 56%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

53.4%
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EARLY LEARNING 
CENTER

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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3
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K 2
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4

12

5

711
ENROLLMENT

School site 81%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 88%
Plant maintainability 87%
Building safety and security 92.5%
Educational adequacy 74.5%
Educational environment 88.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

85.5%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

Educational Adequacy by School Type

64



s
u

p
p

l
e

m
e

n
t

a
l

 
i

n
f

o
r

m
a

t
i

o
n

First Floor Plan

Second Floor Plan

ENOS 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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K 2

10

4

12

5

340
ENROLLMENT

School site 82%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 96.5%
Plant maintainability 93%
Building safety and security 96%
Educational adequacy 75%
Educational environment 76%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

86.2%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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FAIRVIEW 

6 87
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278
ENROLLMENT

School site 65%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 65%
Plant maintainability 62%
Building safety and security 81.5%
Educational adequacy 45%
Educational environment 58%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

62.6%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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FEITSHANS 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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K 2
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4

12

5

422
ENROLLMENT

School site 53%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 60%
Plant maintainability 61%
Building safety and security 66.5%
Educational adequacy 48%
Educational environment 57.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

57.8%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

Educational Adequacy by School Type

GRAHAM 

6 87
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250
ENROLLMENT

School site 58%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 73.5%
Plant maintainability 71%
Building safety and security 73.5%
Educational adequacy 47%
Educational environment 58.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

63.4%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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HARVARD PARK 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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K 2
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4

12

5

419
ENROLLMENT

School site 53%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 54%
Plant maintainability 56%
Building safety and security 66%
Educational adequacy 41.5%
Educational environment 53.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

53.9%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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HAZEL DELL 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1

9

3

11

K 2

10

4

12

5

168
ENROLLMENT

School site 45%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 50%
Plant maintainability 53%
Building safety and security 76.5%
Educational adequacy 23.5%
Educational environment 35.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

46.9%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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ILES SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS
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K 2
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4
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5

355
ENROLLMENT

School site 49%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 69%
Plant maintainability 67%
Building safety and security 72.5%
Educational adequacy 46.5%
Educational environment 57%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

60.6%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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LAKETOWN 

6 87
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191
ENROLLMENT

School site 35%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 54.5%
Plant maintainability 58%
Building safety and security 75%
Educational adequacy 31%
Educational environment 34%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

48.2%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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LEE 

227
ENROLLMENT

School site 56%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 64.5%
Plant maintainability 68%
Building safety and security 85.5%
Educational adequacy 65.5%
Educational environment 77%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

70.9%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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LINDSAY 

6 87
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421
ENROLLMENT

School site 78%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 88.5%
Plant maintainability 75%
Building safety and security 90%
Educational adequacy 73.5%
Educational environment 75.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

80.8%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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MARSH 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS
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296
ENROLLMENT

School site 59%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 53.5%
Plant maintainability 60%
Building safety and security 77.5%
Educational adequacy 35.5%
Educational environment 42.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

53.7%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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MATHENY-WITHROW 

6 87
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240
ENROLLMENT

School site 85%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 95%
Plant maintainability 87%
Building safety and security 94%
Educational adequacy 72.5%
Educational environment 80%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

85.5%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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McCLERNAND 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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K 2
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4
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5

254
ENROLLMENT

School site 55%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 65%
Plant maintainability 62%
Building safety and security 77.5%
Educational adequacy 50%
Educational environment 57.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

61.7%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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RIDGELY 

6 87
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359
ENROLLMENT

School site 79%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 87.5%
Plant maintainability 78%
Building safety and security 88.5%
Educational adequacy 73.5%
Educational environment 73.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

80.3%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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SANDBURG 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS
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300
ENROLLMENT

School site 73%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 67%
Plant maintainability 58%
Building safety and security 81.5%
Educational adequacy 41%
Educational environment 60.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

63.1%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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SOUTHERN VIEW 

6 87
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230
ENROLLMENT

School site 65%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 54.5%
Plant maintainability 58%
Building safety and security 65.5%
Educational adequacy 26.5%
Educational environment 44%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

50.4%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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WILCOX 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1
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K 2
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273
ENROLLMENT

School site 65%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 67%
Plant maintainability 67%
Building safety and security 84%
Educational adequacy 44.5%
Educational environment 67%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

65.7%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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FRANKLIN  
MIDDLE SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS
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5

809
ENROLLMENT

School site 61%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 64%
Plant maintainability 67%
Building safety and security 74.5%
Educational adequacy 51%
Educational environment 64%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

63.5%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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GRANT  
MIDDLE SCHOOL

6 87
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582
ENROLLMENT

School site 52%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 52%
Plant maintainability 61%
Building safety and security 71.5%
Educational adequacy 52.5%
Educational environment 58.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

58.2%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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JEFFERSON  
MIDDLE SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS
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565
ENROLLMENT

School site 62%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 60.5%
Plant maintainability 65%
Building safety and security 72%
Educational adequacy 51%
Educational environment 59.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

61.3%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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0.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

Educational Adequacy by School Type

LINCOLN  
MAGNET SCHOOL

6 87
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309
ENROLLMENT

School site 51%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 67.5%
Plant maintainability 72%
Building safety and security 72.5%
Educational adequacy 56.5%
Educational environment 67.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

65.1%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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WASHINGTON  
MIDDLE SCHOOL

6 87
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647
ENROLLMENT

School site 55%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 60.5%
Plant maintainability 65%
Building safety and security 75.5%
Educational adequacy 51%
Educational environment 61%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

61.6%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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SPRINGFIELD  
HIGH SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1

9

3

11

K 2

10

4

12

5

1425
ENROLLMENT

School site 48%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 54.5%
Plant maintainability 60%
Building safety and security 71%
Educational adequacy 36%
Educational environment 48.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

52.8%
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LANPHIER HIGH SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1

9

3

11

K 2

10

4

12

5

1114
ENROLLMENT

School site 57%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 38.5%
Plant maintainability 53%
Building safety and security 76%
Educational adequacy 37.5%
Educational environment 44%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

50.2%

62.1 81.7 61.6 54.0 53.4 85.5 86.2 62.6 57.8 63.4 53.9 46.9 60.6 48.2 70.9 80.8 53.7 85.5 61.7 80.3 63.1 50.4 65.7 63.5 58.2 61.3 65.1 61.6 50.2 66.7 52.8 45.6 47.2
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SOUTHEAST  
HIGH SCHOOL

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1

9

3

11

K 2
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4

12

5

1087
ENROLLMENT

School site 77%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 67.5%
Plant maintainability 65%
Building safety and security 79%
Educational adequacy 48%
Educational environment 68%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

66.7%
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DOUGLAS 

6 87

GRADE LEVELS

P 1

9

3

11

K 2

10

4

12

5

86
ENROLLMENT

School site 53%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 58%
Plant maintainability 58%
Building safety and security 64%
Educational adequacy 14.5%
Educational environment 36%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

45.6%
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LAWRENCE EDUCATION CENTER/ 
SPRINGFIELD LEARNING ACADEMY

School site 52%
Structural, electrical, mechanical 56.5%
Plant maintainability 66%
Building safety and security 64.5%
Educational adequacy 21.5%
Educational environment 34.5%

FACILITY FUNCTIONAL SUITABILITY

47.2%
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