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FACILITIES MASTER PLAN REPORT

DOCUMENT USE:

The Facilities Master Plan Report is a guide for architects, educators, administrators, parents, 
students, alumni and other District 202 community members to gain an understanding of the strategic 
vision for Lisle Community Unit School District 202 facilities.

There will be opportunities for the information presented in these pages to be further refined 
throughout the remaining phases of any resulting facility project.

The document is designed to:
• Present an understanding of the basic philosophy and requirements for Lisle District 202 facilities.

• Indicate grade configurations and campus locations.

• Present the Board of Education with master planning options to consider for incremental implementation.

• Serve as a working document that is compiled as a single source of reference with additional information added 

or replaced as needs and changes occur.

The document is not intended to:
• Limit the design opportunities for the facilities.

• Contain final design plans.
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Executive Summary

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Lisle Community Unit School District 202 has undertaken a comprehensive facilities master planning 
process to ensure that its facilities continue to support current and changing academic and co-cur-
ricular needs, and reflect community priorities while maintaining the district’s educational vision and 
mission statements.

Facilities Community Engagement Charge:
The Board of Education authorized the Community Engagement Facilitating Team of Lisle CUSD 202 
community and staff members to gather input from the Lisle CUSD 202 school community at large 
and advise the Board in the formulation of a Facilities Master Plan.

As a guideline for completing this charge, the Board suggested that the Facilitating Team consider, but 
not restrict itself to involving the Lisle 202 school community in the following:

Consider the findings of Vision 202 Report to the Community from 2015, specifically addressing the 
various aspects of the facilities that Vision 202 participants felt needed to be addressed, in order to 
effectively provide current and projected instructional programs and services, critical to promoting 
excellence in the Lisle CUSD 202 schools.

Continue to gather current, accurate and consistent information that reflects a broad base of Lisle 
CUSD 202 stakeholders’ perceptions and priorities, relating to an in-depth understanding of District 
202 facilities.

Ascertain goals and priorities for all Lisle CUSD 202 facilities. 

Determine and prioritize the resources and operations needed to achieve identified goals and priorities 
for Lisle CUSD 202 facilities that are consistent with policies and practices to ensure the long-term 
fiscal responsibility and long-term stability of the District.

What is a Master Plan?
A Facilities Master Plan (FMP) takes a broad look at facilities within a District, assessing those 
facilities both from a physical and educational delivery viewpoint. The ultimate Master Plan recom-
mends areas for improvement to each facility that provides a long-term view of the facility. While 
improvements may or may not ultimately take the same form as recommended in the Master Plan, the 
guidelines established are used to determine how improvements should be made. This safeguards the 
District from making decisions that will be undone or impede on other, future decisions.

The Master Plan Report is a living document, intended to be revisited, reviewed and revised every 5-10 
years as educational delivery and student population needs evolve within the District.

The Process
One of the key recommendations born out of the Vision 202: Chapter One process in 2015 was to 
develop a facilities master plan to address the current and projected physical and educational needs 
of the District’s physical assets and educational programs. As the District’s long standing partner, 
Perkins+Will, was charged, along with the Facilitating Team, to lead a participatory facilities master 
planning process that would yield viable facility alternatives for consideration and selection, ultimately 
leading to this report with recommendations to be considered by the Board of Education. The master 
planning process began with a detailed physical and educational assessment of the current facilities. 
Many hours were spent touring the facilities, as well as, multiple presentations and meetings con-
ducted with Lisle CUSD 202 faculty and administration, to gain insight about the spirit and culture 
of the schools, and to provide an opportunity for the faculty and staff to share their unique ideas and 
expertise.
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Facilitating Team
Understanding the importance of receiving Lisle CUSD 202 community input and building a strong 
consensus around the facility master plan solutions, a facilitating team of 16 members was created 
to oversee the community engagement process. The facilitating team represented a group of parents, 
community members, faculty, administrators, alumni, board members and District architects who 
would facilitate the individual community engagement sessions as well as provide leadership and 
foster communication throughout the process. Their additional meetings distilled information gained 
from the CES’s and worked to ensure the process was tailored to meet the specific needs of the Lisle 
CUSD 202 community.

Physical Assessment
Perkins+Will performed a detailed survey of the existing facilities and identified building elements and 
systems that will require maintenance or replacement over the next ten years. The schedule and graph 
below illustrate the estimated financial needs required to maintain the current Lisle CUSD 202 facili-
ties over the next ten years without addressing any desired educational improvements.
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Educational Assessment
In addition to the physical assessment, Perkins+Will surveyed the facilities to assess their functional 
and educational delivery effectiveness. The Educational Assessment was the result of several sources 
of input including direct observation of the facilities while in use by the students and faculty, discus-
sions with district and school administration, meetings with representative faculty from each of the 
facilities, faculty surveys, and student engagement. When presented to the community at CES-2 those 
observations were organized into the categories depicted below. 

Community Engagement
Understanding the importance of engaging the school district and its constituents in an open, objec-
tive and transparent process, a series of five Community Engagements Sessions (CES) were held from 
January through May in 2016. These sessions allowed for thorough and thoughtful analysis, the collec-
tion of input, the vetting of ideas, and the creation of the necessary consensus behind solutions for a 
comprehensive Facilities Master Plan. Each session had a different focus in order to both educate and 
solicit feedback from the community.

CES-1: Physical Condition of District Facilities

CES-2: Educational Alignment of District Facilities

CES-3: Review & Evaluate Facility Options

CES-4: Facility Options & Logistics

CES-5: Key Findings & Recommendations
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Options for Consideration
Recommendations were developed for each of the Lisle CUSD 202 facilities, however, the elementary 
schools were the primary focus of the Community Engagement Sessions. Vision 202 Participants were 
asked to identify the most preferred location and number of buildings to house the elementary grades. 
They selected and prioritized the following three preferred options for new elementary schools:

Facilities Master Plan Report
The presented master plan options, along with the facility assessment, represent a conceptual road 
map for the construction of new elementary facilities and renovation of all other District 202 facilities. 
This report outlines the process, the results of the facilities assessments, the Community Engagement 
Sessions and the recommended facilities master plan options. When the Board of Education selects 
an option and prioritizes the implementation of educational improvements, Section 05 Master Plan of 
this document can be populated to memorialize those decisions. This doesn’t preclude changes to the 
Facilities Master Plan Report as needs change in the future, but this document will serve as an invalu-
able reference tool for current and future Board Members and District Administration personnel.

Author’s Note 
The commitment and dedication of the Lisle Community Unit District 202 administrators, facilitating 
team, faculty, students and community engagement session participants merit the appreciation and 
thanks of the entire Lisle CUSD 202 community. Countless hours have been donated toward a vision 
for the future that will better serve current and future generations of students.

In addition, we at Perkins+Will wish to convey our heartfelt thanks to everyone involved in this exciting pro-
cess. We were always made to feel welcome and a part of the Lisle CUSD 202 “family”. We extend our spe-
cial thanks to the Vision 202 Team, whose dedication and perseverance made this process so successful.

First Choice - OPTION G - New PK-5 at Meadows

Second Choice - OPTION F - New PK-5 at Schiesher

Third Choice - OPTION C - New PK-2 at Meadows & New 3-5 at Schiesher
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Vision 202: Chapter One
In order to create a collaborative forum, five Community Engagement Sessions (CES), as illustrated 
below, were held during which all district residents were invited to participate including parents, non-
parents, future parents, business owners, intergovernmental representatives, employees, Lisle CUSD 
202 representatives, and other community members. Participants worked in small groups to share 
ideas, discuss topics and provide input to the Board of Education for future planning.

Vision 202: Chapter Two

Chapter Two of the Vision 202 process is a continuation of the same spirit of collaboration as Chapter 
One. This series of engagement sessions were focused specifically on the development of a long range 
facilities master plan, which is a direct response to Recommendation 4.6 from Chapter One. Detailed 
descriptions of each of the Community Engagement Sessions are provided later on in this section.

i i 202 C T

descriptions of each of the Community Engagement Sessions are provided later on in this section.
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Visioning Session
In order to understand how the district’s educational objectives might translate into facility needs 
Perkins+Will conducted two half-day visioning workshops attended by the district administration, 
building principals and others key building faculty. The first workshop started with a look to the future 
focusing on societal changes that should be considered when establishing over-arching district facili-
ties goals. The second half reviewed educational trends and concluded with a SWOT (strength, weak-
nesses, opportunities and threats) analysis of each of the schools performed by the attendees. 

The second meeting began with a recap of the information developed in the previous meeting. 
Common themes were identified and a series of guiding principles were developed. These were later 
reviewed with the Facilitating Team and refined in to their final version shown below. The guiding prin-
ciples would serve as a lens through which our design team analyzes each school facility relative to the 
educational adequacy described later in this section.

Guiding Principles
All Recommendations Should . . .

Assessments
As a starting point for the facilities master planning process, detailed physical and educational assess-
ments were completed for each of the District’s facilities. Together these assessments, along with the 
community engagement stakeholder input, inform the development of facilities master plan solutions.
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Physical Assessment
The physical assessment involved a review of each building and site in regards to its condition, life 
cycle, required upgrades, repairs, maintenance, and general efficiency. It was supported by a visual 
survey of the building exterior including walls, windows, doors, roofing, fascias, soffits. etc. The class-
rooms, hallways, bathrooms, gymnasium, auditorium and other significant spaces were reviewed during 
the interior assessment. Rounding out the assessment was a general review of each building’s me-
chanical, electrical and plumbing systems, including identification of existing building systems’ type, 
age, life expectancy, anticipated general maintenance, and anticipated replacement year. (Reference 
Section 03 and the Appendix of this document for the detailed physical assessments.)

Educational Assessment
The educational assessment was kicked off with a visioning session held with a small group of District 
Administration, building Principals and other key building faculty members in order to establish over-
arching district facilities goals. With these goals in mind, Perkins+Will toured each school with its 
Principal and other relevant district staff. While at a facility, Perkins+Will team members took exten-
sive field notes and photographs to record components that support or detract from the educational 
goals of the facility. Important among the areas investigated are: classroom size and features; pro-
grammatic adjacencies; safety and security features; etc. We also discussed other functional aspects 
of the building such as student traffic during class changes, and any other daily processes that might 
be forced on building occupants by an unresponsive or limited facility. In addition to these tours, 
input was also received from Faculty Surveys, Building Team meetings and Students Engagement as 
described in the following pages. All of these sources of input contributed to the development of the 
educational assessments. The graphic below helps illustrate the process involved in developing the 
educational assessment over time from all these various sources. (Reference chapter three and the 
Appendix of this document for the detailed educational assessments.)
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Faculty Surveys
On November 4th and 6th in 2015, Perkins+Will gave a short presentation on Trends in Education to 
the faculty at each of the District’s four schools along with an overview of the Facilities Master Plan 
process. After that presentation, a survey was sent out to all faculty with nine questions asking them 
to rate their facilities in different areas of educational adequacy. In addition to the faculty survey, a 
second survey was distributed to the classified staff in order gain as broad a perspective on both the 
educational and functional adequacy of the existing facilities. (Reference the Appendix of this docu-
ment for the summaries and detailed responses to these surveys.)

Building Teams
A focused set of Building Team meetings was conducted with a small representative group of faculty 
members and the principal at each of the facilities to discuss educational issues. The building teams 
shared their insights into the educational deficiencies the facilities imposed upon their daily activities. 
They also identified desired qualities and functions to be included in master plan options. After the 
individual building team meetings several additional meetings were held with the combined Building 
Teams from each of the Elementary Schools and the Junior High Schools. These meetings were 
focused on educational impacts and implications various potential facility master plan options might 
have on educational delivery. While these discussions were focused more on potential solutions, they 
did offer more insights into the educational challenges posed by the existing facilities.

Student Engagement
Separate meetings were conducted at each of the schools, except Tate Woods, with a small group of 
students where the students were asked to identify deficiencies and desired improvements to their 
facilities. Several large scale prints of the school’s floor plan was provided and the students were 
encouraged to write on the plans describing specific issues that affected their experiences during the 
school day.

Community Outreach
The District utilized a variety of ways to communicate with the community in order to spread the word 
about Vision 202 Chapter Two, as listed below. Some images of the various publications used to com-
munitcate are included in the Appendix of this document.

• Handouts

• Community Posters

• Backpack Flyers

• Key Figure Invitations

• Media Publications

• Community Partnerships

• Local Signage

• Facebook

• Twitter

• eNewsletter

• Email

• vision202.org
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Community Engagement Session One 
This engagement session included an overview of the upcoming Community Engagement and Facilities 
Master Planning process, and a presentation on the results of the Physical Assessment of District 
Facilities. The participants were then asked to discuss each of the facilities and identify positive 
features and desired changes. Additional detailed information is provided in the agenda outline below. 
The entire presentation is included in the Appendix of this document as well as the verbatim responses 
provided by each table of participants.

1. Recap Vision 202:  Chapter One

• Highlight Sessions 1-5 Topics

• Recommendations 4.1 & 4.6 identified need for Facility Master Plan:

4.1  Facilities Master Plan - Assess the needs of all District buildings and grounds for current 

and projected instructional programs and services during the Facilities Master Plan process.

4.6  Future Facilities Research - Analyze the long term educational and economic value of

renovating, re-purposing, and/or building a new school for grades Pre-K through 5.

2. Overview of Vision 202:  Chapter Two

• CES 1:  Physical Condition of Facilities

• CES 2:  Educational Alignment of Facilities

• Facility Open House Tours

• CES 3:  Review & Evaluate Facility Options

• CES 4:  Financial Implications of Facility Options

• CES 5:  Key Findings & Recommendations

• Board of Education Review and Approval of Facility Master Plan

3. Presentation:  Physical Condition of District Facilities

• Master Planning Process Overview

• Existing Facilities and Student Transitions

• Physical Assessment Highlights per Facility:

° Significant Cost Items

° Total Estimated Budget Costs for Priority 1 (1-3 years), Priority 2 (3-5 years) & Priority 3 (5-10 years)

° See Appendix for Physical Assessment Summaries and Detailed Schedules

4. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• Identify Positive Building Features and Desired Building Changes per Facility under the following categories:

 ° Building Interior

 ° Building Exterior

 ° Site Grounds

 ° Safety / Security

 ° Parking / Lighting

 ° Other

• Each table reported out to the group at large the highlights of the table’s information

5. Preview of Next Session (CES #2)

• Facilities Open House Dates:

° February 20, 2016 - Senior High & Tate Woods

° February 27, 2016 - Schiesher & Junior High

• Educational Assessment of District Facilities
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Community Engagement Session Two 
Key findings from CES #1 group activities were shared prior to the main presentation. This engage-
ment session focused on the Educational and Functional Adequacy of the District’s Facilities. The par-
ticipants were then asked to discuss each of the facilities and identify what resonated with them from 
the presented material and to provide ideas for consideration during the Facility Master Plan Options 
development. Additional detailed information is provided in the agenda outline below. The entire pre-
sentation is included in the Appendix of this document as well as the verbatim responses provided by 
each table of participants.

1. Key Findings from CES #1

• Summary of Total Estimated Budget Costs associated with Physical Assessment

• Highlight Common Positive Building Features and Desired Building Changes

 ° See Appendix for Executive Summaries of Key Findings from CES #1

2. Presentation:  Educational Alignment of District Facilities

• Inspiring Trends in Education:

 ° Creativity & Collaboration

 ° Media Centered

 ° Flexibility & Agility

 ° Scalability

 ° Evidence & Artifacts

• Educational / Functional Assessment Highlights per Facility under the following categories:

 ° Early Childhood

 ° Special Services

 ° Small & Large Group

 ° Science & Other Labs

 ° Instructional Technology

 ° Functional Sizing

 ° Building Security

• 21st Century Learning Environments

 ° Share recent examples of educational environments in each of the categories listed above

3. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• List what resonated with the table group regarding:

 ° Trends in Education

 ° Educational Assessment

 ° Facility Possibilities

• Provide ideas and suggestions for CES #3 Facility Master Plan Options

• Each table reported out to the group at large the highlights of the table’s information

4. Preview of Next Session (CES #3)

• Facilities Open House Dates:

 ° February 20, 2016 - Senior High & Tate Woods

 ° February 27, 2016 - Schiesher & Junior High

• Review & Evaluate Facility Options
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Facility Open House Tours
Community members were invited to visit each of the four school on two separate dates. Each of the 
schools hosted community members and led them through the facility. During the tours the school 
principals highlighted several of the most prominent issues imposed upon the students and faculty due 
to the current status of the existing facilities. These tours allowed the community first hand experience 
of the issues presented during Community Engagement Sessions #1 & #2.

Community Engagement Session Three 
Key findings from CES #2 group activities were shared with the participants. The participants were 
asked to focus their considerations of the Facility Master Plan options toward the number of elemen-
tary school(s), one or two, and location of those elementary school(s). Some research was shared with 
the participants as additional background information when they were reviewing the options. The par-
ticipants were then asked to discuss within their small groups each of the facility options and identify 
the group’s top three preferred options listing advantages and concerns. Additional detailed informa-
tion is provided in the agenda outline below. The entire presentation is included in the Appendix of this 
document as well as the verbatim responses provided by each table of participants.

1. Key Findings from CES #2

• Highlight common ideas that resonated with the participants of CES #2

• List themes from suggestions provided for Facility Master Plan options

° See Appendix for Executive Summaries of Key Findings from CES #2

2. Facility Considerations

• Anticipated costs associated with identified Physical Assessment items

• Focus review of options on number of Elementary Schools and Location

• Relevant research on varying grade configurations

• Impact of the options on a variety of categories regarding students, staff and parents

3. Presentation:  Review & Evaluate Facility Options

• Options organized in two categories:

° Two Elementary Buildings at various sites

° One Elementary Building at various sites

• Eight Options presented identified as A-H

° See Appendix for Options Summaries

4. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• Individual Group Members Select Preferred Options

• List Advantages and Concerns as well as additional questions or feedback related with each Option

• The Group Selected Preferred Options based on the sums of the Individual Group Member Selections

• Each table reported out to the group at large the highlights of the group’s information

5. Preview of Next Session (CES #4)

• Financial Implications of the Facility Options
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Community Engagement Session Four 
Key findings from CES #3 group activities were shared with the participants, as well as the anticipated 
funding available to the District for implementation of any Master Plan solution without requiring a 
referendum. Construction timeline and site logistics were presented for each of the top three pre-
ferred options identified in CES #3. The participants were asked to rank those three options in order 
of preference prior to budget information being provided. After the initial ranking, estimated program 
budgets were presented, and the participants were asked to prioritize the options again to see if the 
financial implications impacted their preferences. In addition to the table groups prioritization and 
commentary, each of the participants were asked to individually rank and comment on each of the op-
tions in order to ensure each attendee’s voice was heard. Additional detailed information is provided in 
the agenda outline below. The entire presentation is included in the Appendix of this document as well 
as the verbatim responses provided by each table of participants.

1. Key Findings from CES #3

• Three Options preferred by participants of the Eight Options Presented at CES #3

• Themes from participant feedback on the three preferred Options

 ° See Appendix for Executive Summaries of Key Findings from CES #3

• Responses to CES #3 participant questions

2. Financial Implications

• Review of funding intended for physical and educational improvement 

projects at Senior High and Junior High for next ten years

• Identification of anticipated funding available for Master Plan Option for Elementary Schools

3. Presentation:  Facility Options & Logistics

• The following was presented for each of the three preferred Options C, F & G:

 ° Timeline for demolition and construction activities

 ° Logistical implications of phasing construction at Schiesher site

 ° Potential future expansion of school buildings and parking for each option

4. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• Review CES #3 feedback and consider additional advantages and disadvantages for each 

of the preferred options with the additional construction logistical information

• Prioritize the three options in order of preference by the table group as a whole

• Each table reported to the Facilitating Team members the table’s ranking, and 

all the rankings were collated and displayed to the group at large

5. Presentation:  Financial Implication of Facility Options

• Program Budgets were presented for each of the three preferred Options C, F & G broken down as follows:

 ° Direct Construction Budget:  Inclusive of demolition, building construction, 

site construction, storm water detention, and site restoration

 ° Indirect Construction Budget:  Inclusive of contingencies, professional 

service fees, testing, furniture, and technology

• Options G and F are anticipated to be within the District’s available 

funding sources to implement without a referendum

• Option C is the only option anticipated to require a referendum in order to implement
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6. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• Re-prioritize the three options in order of preference by the table group 

as a whole taking the financial information into account

• Again, each table reported to the Facilitating Team members the table’s ranking, 

and all the rankings were collated and displayed to the group at large

• Each table reported out to the group at large the highlights of the table’s reasoning behind the ranking

7. Preview of Next Session (CES #5)

• Key Findings & Recommendations

Community Engagement Session Five 
An overview of the entire Community Engagement process was presented and the participants were 
asked to review Executive Summaries of the major themes identified from the CES participants’ feed-
back in order to either confirm their accuracy or identify additional information the participants felt 
should be added to the summaries. Additional detailed information is provided in the agenda outline 
below. The entire presentation is included in the Appendix of this document as well as the verbatim 
responses provided by each table of participants.

1. Overview of Community Engagement Process

• Highlight content and results of participant feedback from each of 

the previous Community Engagement Sessions

• Review top three preferred options, in order of preference, and associated budgets

2. Review of Key Findings & Recommendations

• Desired Facility Characteristics

1.1 Flexibility

1.2 Technology Ready

1.3 Security

1.4 Collaboration

1.5 Work Spaces

1.6 Transitions Between Buildings

1.7 Learning Environments

• Key Facility Considerations

2.1 Option G – First Choice Option

2.2 Option F – Second Choice Option

2.3 Option C – Third Choice Option

2.4 Elementary Grade Configuration

2.5 School Location

2.6 Financial Considerations

2.7 Drop-off/Pick-up Logistics

2.8 Advantages & Disadvantages of the Facility Options

• Detailed descriptions of the Key Findings & Recommendations are included in Section 04 of this document

9. Small Group Work Activity / Reporting

• Review executive summaries of each CES’s participants feedback

• Confirm the executive summaries covered the major themes for each CES, or

• Identify any items missing from the executive summaries

• Each table reported out to the group at large as to whether they felt the executive summaries accurately 

captured the major themes from all the CES’s or if there was additional information that should be included
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Board of Education Presentation, July 25, 2016
The Board was given an overview of the Facilities Master Plan process and results, including the physi-
cal and educational assessments, community engagement sessions, and the key findings and recom-
mendations. After the overview of the process, the Board was walked through the Facilities Master 
Plan Report document and next steps. Additional detailed information is provided in the agenda 
outline below. The entire presentation will be included in the Appendix of this document.

1. Executive Summary

• Board Charge

• Physical Assessment

• Educational Assessment

• Community Engagement Sessions

• Vision 202 Chapter 2 Key Findings & Recommendations

2. Draft Facilities Master Plan Report

• Document Navigation

• Overview of Sections 1-6

• Facilities Options (Section 04)

3. Next Steps

• FMP Report Review

• Special Board Meeting to Request Clarifications, Ask Questions, Provide Direction toward Final FMP Report

• Approval of Final Facilities Master Plan

(The Appendix of this report contains all of the community engagement session and board of education 
presentations, executive summaries of CES participant feedback, verbatim responses of CES partici-
pant feedback, as well as other information created throughout the Facility Master Planning process 
that is not otherwise documented in this report. Refer to the table of contents for a complete listing of 
documents included in the Appendix.)
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District Information

PROJECT CONTEXT

LISLE COMMUNITY UNIT SCHOOL DISTRICT 202

Vision Statement
Lisle Community School District #202 believes that we must provide an educational environment which 
grants each student access to the highest quality and richest variety of integrated educational experi-
ences, within our means. This environment will be created with the assistance of students’ families, 
local businesses, educational agencies, and community and support groups. Our goal is continuous, 
measurable improvement, and excellence in the education of our students.

Mission Statement
To promote excellence in the Lisle Community Unit School District #202 Schools by providing a chal-
lenging, comprehensive, and viable educational program for all students, that will lead to the attainment 
of knowledge, competencies and skills, which, upon completion, will enable our students to be college 
and career ready, successful life-long learners, and productive members of society.

Beliefs
• Student Focus: Students share in the accountability for their own success.

• Excellence: We are committed to approaches and practices which 

maximize the educational impact for students.

• Continuous Improvement: Continuous school improvement is necessary to improve student 

achievement an understanding of their intellectual, social, and cultural differences.

• Accountability: We focus on results reflecting and balancing the 

needs and interests of students and all stakeholders.

• Teamwork: We work together to achieve District goals.

• Service: We believe educators should be responsive to students, parents, and the community.

• Fiscal Responsibility: Resources must be provided and managed in a fiscally responsible manner.
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Regional Information

PROJECT CONTEXT

The Lisle Community Unit School District 
202 is located in DuPage County in north-
western Illinois, approximately 25 miles 
west of Chicago. The District mainly serves 
the Village of Lisle with a small portion 
of Downers Grove to the east and various 
pockets of unincorporated areas.

Data sources from census 2010

Lisle Community Unit School District 202
Area (square miles) 5.77

Total Population 13,642

Total Housing Units 6,602

Total Households 6,087

Family Households 3,395

Non-Family Households 2,692

Demographics:
White 84.75%

African American 5.17%

Native American 0.12%

Asian 6.03%

Pacific Islander 0.04%

Other 1.74%

Two or More Races 2.15%
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Student Households

The map below shows the percentage distribution of households with a student or students attending 
the Lisle CUSD 202 schools during the 2015-2016 school year. The yellow outline indicates the District 
boundary. Based on the percentages below the dividing lines of Route 53 and the BNSF Metra line 
divides the number of student households into approximately 50% north versus south and east versus 
west. 

Based on 2015-2016 school year attendance
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PROJECT CONTEXT

Current Facilities

Lisle District Administration Center
5211 Center Avenue
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.493.8000
f  630.971.4054
www.lisle202.org

Tate Woods Elementary School
1736 Middleton Avenue
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.493.8050

Schiesher Elementary School
5205 Kingston Avenue
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.493.8000

Junior High School
5207 Center Avenue
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.493.8200

Senior High School
1800 Short Street
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.493.8300

Meadows Facility
Kindi Academy
5801 Westview Lane
Lisle, Illinois 60532
t  630.560.4900
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Boundaries & Transitions

Student counts are from the 2015-2016 school year

Tate Woods
Grades: PreK, 1-2

Students: 249

Senior High
Grades: 9-12

Students: 529

Junior High
Grades: 6-8

Students: 363

Schiesher
Grades: K, 3-5
Students: 419

Meadows
Grades: N/A

Students: None

The map below shows the location of all the District’s facilities within the yellow line of the District 
boundary. The grade levels and number of students at each of the facilities is shown to the left. The white 
arrows show the student transitions between each of the facilities as they progress from Prekindergarten 
through 12th grade.
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Enrollment

The graphs below shows the enrollment for the District; historic, current (2015-16 school year) and 
projected. The projected enrollment in the bottom graph was utilized for developing the master plan op-
tions. It anticipates increases in PK and K students, but otherwise matches the 2015-16 student counts.
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Continuous Improvement Framework

PROJECT CONTEXT
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Physical Assessment

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

DETAILED REPORT
General
In addition to the information provided below regarding the physi-
cal conditions of the facility, a detailed, itemized report schedule of 
observed physical issues within the facility along with accompanying 
floor plan drawings containing keynote tags identifying the location of 
each violation have been prepared.

Content
The report schedule identifies specific information related to each in-
dividual issue including, but no limited to, location within the facility, 
general description, work type, estimated budget cost, and anticipated 
completion date to allow for detailed planning and projection of future 
work.

Physical Assessment Report Access
The report schedule will be regularly updated by both Perkins+Will and 
District 202. It will be a living document and an ongoing planning and 
projection tool for the District’s capital improvement projects now and 
in the future. The current report schedule is included in the appendix 
of this report for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

GENERAL
Enrollment
Elementary school Grades Pre-K, 1&2.
249 students.

Construction
Type 2C unprotected (original building); Type 2B protected (2000 
addition).

Means of Egress
Adequate in arrangement, size, and protection. Original building not 
sprinklered West addition for the IMC is sprinklered.

Local Fire Alarm System
Automatic telephone dialer.

Nearest Fire Station
Station #55, 2005 Warrenville Rd., Lisle; 0.9 miles away

City Water
One 4” city water service enters boiler room and serves both sprin-
klers and domestic. The sprinkler service does have an RPZ type back-
flow preventor, while the domestic service has no means of backflow 
prevention.

Main building elevation facing Middleton Avenue

Main administrative office

Typical hallway

Typical classroom
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

Physical Assessment

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
Year Built
Original building constructed 1959. Additions in 1969, 1972 and 
1991. 

Window replacement in 1989 and 1999 administrator renovation. 

Height
1 story.

Ground Floor Area
32,200 square feet.

Exterior Wall Construction
Original 1959 building – brick face with concrete block back-up

Floor Construction
Ground floor – concrete slab on grade. Finish is typically vinyl, carpet, 
ceramic tile (toilets & wet areas). 

Roof Construction
Single Ply Rubber EPDM fully adhered to mechanically fastened rigid 
insulation.

Warranty expired 10-21-01

Interior Wall Construction
CMU walls, Exposed wood beam and wood decking.

Interior Finish
CMU walls, Painted brick, Exposed wood beam and wood decking.

Transoms and Ceiling Level Glass
N/A

EGRESS FACILITIES
Grade Exits
Adequate and well arranged 

Corridors
Adequate width, height and protection.

Stairways
N/A

Windows
Original windows replaced in 1989.  Original building and 1990 
window replacement provided windows as secondary means of escape. 

Fire Escape
None. 

Exit Signs
Exit lights are located in all paths of egress. All exit lights are equipped 
with battery back-up power.

Art classroom

Music classroom

Library Resource Center (LRC)

Multi-purpose room
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Physical Assessment

Emergency Lighting
Emergency unit battery pack lights are located throughout the school 
in all paths of egress.

SPECIAL OCCUPANCIES
Library Center
Separated from remainder of building under non-separated use groups 
BOCA section 313.1.1.

Gymnasium
Not separated from remainder of building under non-separated use 
groups BOCA section 313.1.1.

Boiler Room
Located in Room 38 with class ‘?’ fire rated door at entrance.  

Storage Rooms
Storage rooms vary in s.f. and are not sprinklered.  Rated separation 
partitions and fire rated doors are required.  

UTILITIES
Heating Plant
The building has two Weil McLain hot water boilers. The boilers have a 
capacity of 664 MBH each. The Boiler/burner units fuel supply piping 
and devices are in code compliance. The boilers deliver hot water 
(through a throughout the facility to heat the spaces.

Heat Distribution
The method of heat distribution is a two pipe hot water piping system. 
Building convectors, cabinet heaters and classroom unit ventilators 
provide heating to the spaces. A gas fired self-contained Mammoth 
multizone rooftop unit provides heat for the learning center wing. The 
units providing heat are automatically controlled by a Johnson elec-
tronic temperature control system.

Ventilation
Ventilation is provided to all student spaces. Unit ventilators and fan 
coil units provide ventilation to most other areas. The Mammoth Self-
contained rooftop unit provides ventilation for learning center wing.

Power exhaust is provided for Toilet Rooms, Janitor’s closets, kitchen 
and other miscellaneous areas. The Kitchen stove is exhausted through 
an exhaust hood.

Air Conditioning
The entire building has air conditioning which is provided by dedicated 
air cooled condensing units located on the roof of the building or on 
grade.  The Learning center wing is air-conditioned by the Mammoth 
self contained rooftop unit.

Computer lab

Exterior lighting could be upgraded to LED for im-

proved performance and operational savings.

Exterior sealant needs to be replaced around vents, 

doors and windows.

Storage must be supplemented with exterior storage 

shed.
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Physical Assessment

Water Heater
Domestic hot water is provided by a Vanguard 75 MBH tank gas fired 
water heater.  The water heater has a storage capacity of 75 gallons. 
The unit resides within the boiler room. A second 2KW electric water 
heater is located in the learning center wing janitor’s closet and pro-
vides hot water for that wing.  It has a storage capacity of 20 gallons.

Gas Service
The natural gas service enters the building in a dedicated gas service 
room.  A 4” line then is distributed throughout the building providing 
gas to the kitchen and the boiler room equipment.   The gas service 
runs exposed in the Boiler Room to the hot water heater and boilers 
and to other parts of the building.

Electrical Service
The building’s electrical service runs underground from an exterior 
utility transformer to an 800A, 120/208V, 3-phase, 4-wire service 
switchboard located in boiler room. The main switch to the building is 
an 800A bolted pressure switch with 800A fuses. Distribution sections 
utilize switch and fuses to feed downstream panels and loads.

Lighting Systems
For the most part, lighting throughout the building is provided by re-
cessed and surface mounted T8 fluorescent fixtures. A small amount 
of incandescent lighting is located in closets. There are only a few oc-
cupancy sensors installed throughout to automatically shut lights off.

Plumbing
One 4” city water service enters boiler room and serves both sprin-
klers and domestic. The sprinkler service does have an RPZ type back-
flow preventor, while the domestic service has no means of backflow 
prevention.

There are adequate numbers of plumbing fixtures throughout the build-
ing. The fixtures are newer and in good condition.

Some piping is building original galvanized piping and should be re-
placed since numerous repairs have been made.

PRIVATE PROTECTION
A Notifier System 5000 (circa 2005) fire alarm system is installed in 
the building.  This panel accommodates older hard-wired devices as 
well as newer addressable devices. The main fire alarm control panel 
is located in the Main Office. A fire alarm annunciator panel is located 
in the west main entrance vestibule adjacent to the Main Office. The 
system is supervised and continuous ringing type with pull stations, 
horns, strobes, smoke and heat detectors and monitors the roof top 
units where indicated on the drawings. The system has battery back 
up.

Roof system is nearing the end of its expected service 

life.

Windows are residential grade. Should be commercial 

grade for improved performance and longevity.

Demountable partitions at classrooms surrounding 

LRC are not ideal for acoustics.

Multiple instances of door handles throughout are not 

ADA accessible.
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Automatic Heat/Smoke Detection
Automatic heat/smoke detectors are installed throughout the building 
in areas required by code. Much of the building appears to have older 
non-addressable detection devices.

Sprinkler Piping
The building is partially protected by an automatic sprinkler system. 
The new, two classroom wing is protected and is served by a 4” riser.  
The riser does contain an RPZ type back flow prevention device.  The 
Siamese connection is located on the parking lot side of the new 
addition.

Fire Extinguishers
Portable fire extinguishers are located as indicated on the drawings.  
These extinguishers and their location meet all code requirements.  

SECURITY SYSTEM
There is a local Aiphone intercom located at the front entrance with 
an electric strike at one door. The school also utilized a card access 
system on exterior doors.

ASBESTOS ABATEMENT
Not tested 

LEAD BASED PAINT
Not tested

PAVING
Drives, parking lots, and sidewalks are in good condition.

Major electrical equipment is original to building and 

beyond life expectancy.

Majority of plumbing piping is original to building and 

should be replaced.

Some penetrations through rated walls are not prop-

erly sealed with rated assemblies.

Major mechanical equipment is original to building 

and beyond life expectancy.
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

SCHOOL OVERVIEW
Tate Woods is a 249 student Pre-K, 1-2 elementary school. The pre-
kindergarten program is the initial entry point for children entering the 
district at the pre-k level. It also receives kindergarten students from 
Schiesher Elementary School.

The transition from Tate Woods, to Schiesher, then back to Tate Woods, 
then back to Schiesher is inefficient and creates excessive transitions 
for students during their early development.

The original building was built in 1959 with a major addition/renova-
tion constructed in 1969, 1972, 1991, and 1998.

The total building area is approximately 32,200 GSF.

BUILDING EXTERIOR
Arrival & Dismissal
6 Busses drop-off and pick-up students along the curb and sidewalk 
south of the building on Middleton Avenue. Parents’ drop-off in the 
parking lot across the street in the morning. Parent pick-up students 
along the same curb as the busses, but are sequenced ahead of the 
bus pick-up. Students being picked up by parents must get ready 
ahead of those students picked up by the buses, which results in lost 
instructional time. Parent and Bus pick-up in the same location is 
inefficient.

Parking
Staff and visitor parking is accommodated in the parking lot south of 
the school. There is some additional staff parking behind the school to 
the north. Generally there is enough parking provided for staff and visi-
tors at the school. Cars attempting to leave the parking lot during bus 
pick-up must wait until all the buses leave. There is limited parking for 
any large events at the school.

Accessibility
All exterior entries appear to be accessible except for those issues 
identified in the Capital Improvement Report Schedule, which mainly 
include clearances at doors and door hardware.

Outdoor Spaces
There are no outdoor educational spaces currently utilized by the build-
ing. The green area to the east of the building is used for outdoor P.E. 
and recess, but also has potential for use as an educational outdoor 
space, but it is not enclosed to make it more secure and easier to keep 
students in this area. Occasionally students will wander or run out of 
this area. Enclosure, improved seating and a more intentional layout of 
this area would likely improve utilization.

Circulation through building is not ideal

Observations - Early Childhood

Undersized space and lack of acoustical and visual 

separation impairs instruction by the multiple teach-

ers, aides and specialists working within the space.

Storage is insufficient storage for necessary equip-

ment and thematic curriculum materials. Program 

would benefit from shared storage.
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The playground equipment is adequately sized for first and second 
grade students. It is not appropriately sized for the Pre-K students. 
Additionally the Pre-K classrooms are on the other side of the building. 
Pre-K students need easy access to outdoor playground equipment 
appropriately sized for them. 

GENERAL BUILDING LAYOUT
Pre-K and special classroom occupy the southwestern classrooms. 
Music and Art are in the northwestern corner off the back hallway. 
The first and second grade classrooms are along the eastern corridor 
and surrounding the LRC. The interior courtyard is utilized primarily 
to provide daylight to the two first grade classrooms to the south of it. 
It is also used during good weather for reading and butterfly release 
and study.

The cafeteria, gymnasium and building administration are central-
ized. The LRC is easily accessible by those classrooms surrounding it. 
Classes are generally grouped throughout the building by grade level.

Building finishes are generally consistent with the age of the building 
and need periodic replacement. Circulation corridors are not laid out 
efficiently due to the sequencing of additions to the school. Art and 
music rooms are isolated and the back corridor is narrow.

Toilet facilities are provided near the main entrance and east of the 
gymnasium.

ACADEMIC & OTHER SPACES
Classrooms
The Pre-K classrooms are very undersized based on current stan-
dards. The Pre-K curriculum is thematic and requires easily accessible 
storage for activities associated with the various themes. There is no 
changing space. Changing and diapering must be done on the floor in 
a corner of the classroom.

All typical classrooms are all also undersized based on current 
standards.

Lack of space restricts ability to build and create projects. No space 
for long term projects to remain set up. This is typical of all class-
rooms, including Pre-K. Spaces do not allow for acoustical and visual 
separation when working individually with students or small groups.

Science labs are held in the multi-purpose room. Science materials are 
currently stored at the Meadows building.

Art & Music
Art is undersized with a need for additional material and project stor-
age. The Art room has minimal access to natural daylight. The program 
is limited by the amount of space and the availability and type of stor-
age. The size and furniture limitations do not easily allow for small 
group work.

Individual toilet rooms are not accessible and lack 

space for diaper and clothes changing, which is done 

behind a screen on floor within classroom.

Observations - Special Services

Program is placed in rooms not designed for its needs. 

Spaces lack acoustical and visual separation needed 

for working with individuals and in small groups.

Specialists’ offices occupy former storage rooms. 

These are undersized, impairing work with students 

and collaboration between specialists.
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Art & Music (continued)
The music room is very undersized and does not adequately meet the 
needs of the current program. The music program has insufficient 
storage for equipment and materials. There are movable partitions in 
the space to create zones for small groups from other disciplines (math 
and literacy).

Both art and music rooms are isolated from the remainder of the class-
room instructional spaces.

Teachers & Administration
Teachers are assigned to a specific room. The main administrative 
office area is appropriately located adjacent to the main entrance. The 
size of the main administrative office is undersized for the functions 
it houses.

There is minimal space for teachers to collaborate within the school 
for curriculum development or professional development. What space 
exists is undersized to suit the needs of the faculty.

Special Education
The Special Education classrooms and offices are undersized in quan-
tity and size for current needs. The SP.ED. programs currently occupy 
various spaces throughout the building impeding collaboration between 
specialists. The physical therapist currently works with students in the 
corridor outside the main office. Where these programs occupy typical 
classrooms the space is subdivided by furniture. These spaces require 
more flexibility in the size of groups that occupy the space and the 
ability for more acoustical and visual separation between the groups.

Ideally these programs would be centrally located between the grade 
levels in order to most efficiently service all grade levels. Specialists 
must use the hallway as pull out space as there is not intentionally de-
signed pull out space for any of the classrooms. When specialist need 
to push-in to classrooms, they need the ability to engage the student 
within the classroom. Currently space and furniture is restricting the 
effectiveness of push-ins. When students have to travel to intervention 
spaces and then back to classroom, there is a lot of lost instructional 
time. 

FUTURE READY LEARNING
Collaborative Space 
Students were observed working in small groups within the classroom. 
There is typically a reading nook / mini-library in each of the class-
rooms. The inflexibility of the furniture did not allow for easy recon-
figuration of the desks to more ideally serve that small group work. The 
size of the room and the inflexibility of the furniture restrict possibili-
ties for small group activities. There is potential for reconfiguration of 
the corridors and walls separating the corridor from the classrooms to 
provide additional small group breakout space.

Insufficient space within building requires Physical 

Therapist to work in hallway near main entrance and 

main office.

Special Services functions are decentralized hinder-

ing collaboration between specialists and increasing 

travel time resulting in loss of instructional time.

Observations - Small & Large Group

Classrooms need to enable learning in large group 

instruction, small group instruction, small group col-

laboration, and individual exploration.
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The classrooms surrounding the LRC utilize it as breakout for the stu-
dents. The teachers in those classrooms have devised very effective 
processes through the use of music or chimes to signal for the stu-
dents to return to the classroom. The use of the LRC as breakout eases 
the burden on the smaller classrooms surrounding it. However, there is 
no breakout space provided near the other classrooms for similar small 
group collaboration. While the other classrooms do send students to 
the LRC, the ease of access and return to those classrooms is not as 
efficient.

Display Space
Teachers utilize classroom and corridor walls for display of some stu-
dent work and anchor charts, which are used by teachers to display 
lesson activities for reference by students. The organization of the 
display of these items was inconsistent. Wall space and storage can be 
reconfigured to create better accessibility to each of those items for 
students and teachers.

There is a lack of space to display 3-D student work and the amount 
of space for display of 2-D student work can be increased and better 
organized. 

LIBRARY RESOURCE CENTER
The Library Resource Center (LRC) is located in the eastern half of 
the building. Classrooms surround the LRC and utilize regularly as 
breakout space.

The LRC has positioned itself as a multi-use space allowing for mul-
tiple groups to occupy the space simultaneously. The area south of 
the LRC has recently been renovated to allow for more individualized 
instruction and small breakout space as well as small group teacher 
collaboration. 

One of the classrooms adjacent to the LRC functions as a dedicated 
computer lab with a small area in that room separated out for the ELL 
teacher. There is also a bank of computers along the west wall of the 
LRC. Potential one to one initiative at the District will likely reduce 
need for a dedicated computer lab.

There is a combination of some soft seating along with tables and 
chairs. The school has recently purchased some alternative seating 
which are more appropriately sized for the age of the students and 
allow for movement while seated. The soft seating and other new fur-
niture are light enough to allow for easy reconfiguration. The other 
tables and stacks are not mobile, restricting flexibility to reconfigure 
the overall LRC. 

Display and storage areas are limited. Ideally student 

Anchor Chart display would be at eye level and low 

storage for independent student access.

Library Resource Center (LRC) layout and furniture 

has been updated to allow for various size group and 

individual activities to occur simultaneously.

Classrooms surrounding LRC allow for easy access 

and flexibility. Students are allowed to breakout from 

classrooms for individual or small group studies.

Observations - Functional Sizing
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BUILDING SECURITY
Main exterior entry doors were locked and equipped with a video 
camera and intercom that was connected to the main office. The lock 
at the main entry was able to be electrically controlled from the main 
office. Without the use of the security cameras, the main office staff 
does not have a direct sight line of the main entrance or the immediate 
interior entryway.

Upon entry to the building, visitors are provided access to the main 
entry lobby / corridor. They are supposed to travel east to the entry 
door to the office, where they are asked to sign in with the main office 
staff. The entry lobby / corridor is not secured and visitors could move 
into the rest of the school once inside the exterior doors.

There are a total of 4 security cameras at Tate Woods providing surveil-
lance of the building entrance and grounds. The building corridor doors 
separating it at various points that could be integrated into a building 
lockdown protocol in order to hinder movement through the building.

TECHNOLOGY
Classrooms were generally equipped with projectors and SMART 
boards or projectors with pull down screens.

Students are able to access a small number of computers stationed a 
tables or tablets in some of the classrooms. The dedicated computer 
stations in the LRC and adjacent dedicated computer lab are the more 
typical connection points for student interaction with technology. The 
classrooms do not have the appropriate infrastructure for more tablets, 
computers or Chromebooks within the classrooms. 

Considerations for additional power access and wireless access will 
need to be addressed as technology tools are added. Some down-
sides to use of Chromebooks are that students are not able to print 
from the Chromebooks and there are some desired programs that 
cannot be run through them. This appears to be less of an issue at this 
grade level. There will always be program needs that cannot be run on 
Chromebooks.

STORAGE
Classroom storage should be reconfigured along with display space 
for student work and anchor charts so the student storage and anchor 
charts are easily accessible by students, while teacher storage is not. 
A consistent, organized solution throughout the classrooms would be 
more ideal. This consistency can span the grade levels as well to allow 
for easier transitions of students as well as teachers and aides.

Additional building storage is provided throughout the building, but 
is extremely limited. Currently there is a storage shed building in the 
northwestern corner of the property. Additional storage is provided at 
the Meadows building. Storage outside the building is not ideal.

Classrooms are undersized and furniture is inflex-

ible restricting the ability to reconfigure for large and 

small group instruction.

Art room is undersized. Storage limitations restrict 

the types of projects. There is lack of space for long 

term projects.

Overall lack of office space. Technology office occu-

pies a corner of the LRC. There is no professional 

space for teachers to prepare and collaborate.

Observations - Building Security
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FIXTURES, FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT
Classrooms were equipped with furniture of age appropriate scale. 
Furnishings were generally heavy and inflexible. Furniture is not noisy 
within the room when it is reconfigured due to the carpeting. 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Lighting
Typical lighting throughout the school was provided by direct 2x4 re-
cessed, surface mounted or suspended florescent lighting fixtures with 
prismatic lenses. There was no indirect lighting observed within the 
school.

Natural Light & Ventilation
Most classrooms have access to natural light, though it is limited to a 
small corner of the room. Windows are equipped with horizontal blinds 
that allow for individual control.

Classrooms with exterior windows have operable vents for natural venti-
lation with insect screens. Most exterior windows throughout the build-
ing appear to be residential grade rather than commercial grade.

Acoustics
Acoustic control in classrooms was provided by the use of carpet 
flooring. The unit ventilators and lack of small group breakout spaces 
were the most significant detractors from classroom acoustic quality. 
Magnetic walls separating second grade classrooms, while useful for 
display, do not perform acoustically well.

CONTROLLABILITY OF SYSTEMS
Environmental control of classrooms is by unit ventilators. The class-
room have the ability to adjust the control of the mechanical system 
+/- 2-3 degrees from the set point.

Lighting is controlled by ganged switches at the front of each 
classroom.

Exterior doors are locked. Visitors are use intercom 

to be buzzed through. Security cameras monitor the 

main entrance and entry corridor.

Once inside exterior doors, there is no secure vesti-

bule.  Best practices would have visitors directed into 

office prior to being allowed into rest of building.



34 July 20, 2016



JULY 20, 2016 Facility Assessment - Tate Woods  Site Analysis Diagram 35

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

Site Analysis Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

Existing Site Diagram



JULY 20, 2016 Facility Assessment - Tate Woods  Building Chronology Diagram 36

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

Building Chronology Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

Building Chronology by President at time of construction
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Program Layout Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

First Floor - Program Layout
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Room Size Heat Map Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - TATE WOODS

First Floor - Room Sizes Heat Map
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - SCHIESHER

DETAILED REPORT
General
In addition to the information provided below regarding the physi-
cal conditions of the facility, a detailed, itemized report schedule of 
observed physical issues within the facility along with accompanying 
floor plan drawings containing keynote tags identifying the location of 
each violation have been prepared.

Content
The report schedule identifies specific information related to each in-
dividual issue including, but no limited to, location within the facility, 
general description, work type, estimated budget cost, and anticipated 
completion date to allow for detailed planning and projection of future 
work.

Physical Assessment Report Access
The report schedule will be regularly updated by both Perkins+Will and 
District 202. It will be a living document and an ongoing planning and 
projection tool for the District’s capital improvement projects now and 
in the future. The current report schedule is included in the appendix 
of this report for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

GENERAL
Enrollment
Elementary school grades Special Ed., K, 3-5.
419 students.

Construction
Type 3 unprotected (original building)

Means of Egress
Adequate in arrangement, size, and protection.

Local Fire Alarm System
Automatic telephone dialer.

Nearest Fire Station
Station #51, 1005 School St., Lisle; 1.0 miles away

City Water
There are two water services for this facility one located in boiler room 
PW102 (1-1/2” meter) the other in boiler room PW142 (2” meter). 
Each service has a RPZ backflow preventor installed.

Main building elevation facing Kingston Avenue

Main entrance at interior corner of building and back 

parking lot

Main administrative office

Lower level hallway, Kindergarten & 3rd grade

youngr
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CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
Year Built
Original Building constructed in 1962 as an independent elementary 
and junior high.

Height
1 story.

Ground Floor Area
55,500 square feet.

Exterior Wall Construction
Original 1962 buildings – brick face with concrete block back-up 

Floor Construction
Ground floor – concrete slab on grade. Finish is typically Vinyl, carpet, 
ceramic tile (toilets & wet areas). 

Roof Construction
Original 1962 elementary building, 1964 and 1971 additions – Single 
Ply Rubber EPDM fully adhered over tectum deck on bulb tees span-
ning wood beams.1964 addition.

Original 1962 junior high building – Standing seam metal roof.

Interior Wall Construction
Concrete block

Interior Finish:   Painted CMU

Transoms and Ceiling Level Glass
Wire glass

EGRESS FACILITIES
Grade Exits
Adequate and well arranged 

Corridors
Adequate width, height and protection.

Stairways
None.

Windows
Original windows replaced in 1990.  Original building and 1990 re-
placement provide windows as secondary means of escape.  Secondary 
means of egress not required for 2000 addition.

Fire Escape
None.

Exit Signs
Exit lights are located in all paths of egress. All exit lights are equipped 
with battery back-up power.

Upper level hallway, 4th-5th grade

Typical lower level classroom

Typical uper level classroom

Library Resource Center (LRC)
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Emergency Lighting
Emergency unit battery pack lights are located throughout the school 
in all paths of egress.

SPECIAL OCCUPANCIES
Multi-Purpose Room
Not separated from remainder of building under non-separated use 
groups BOCA section 313.1.1.

Gymnasium
Original building – 12” solid masonry walls.  Original doors on hold 
open.  

Boiler Room
Located in basement with class ‘B’ fire rated door at entrance. 

Storage Rooms
All storage rooms are sprinklered.  Rated separation partitions not 
required.  

UTILITIES
Heating Plant
The building has two boiler rooms each with two hot water boilers. The 
Boiler room PW102 contains two 704 MBH Weil McLain hot water boil-
ers using obsolete Gordon-Piatt burners.  Boiler room PW142 contains 
two 1170 MBH Weil McLain hot water boilers with integral burner. The 
Boiler/burner units fuel supply piping and devices are in code compli-
ance. The boilers deliver hot water throughout the facility to heat the 
spaces.

Heat Distribution
The method of heat distribution is a two pipe hot water piping system. 
Building convectors, cabinet heaters and classroom unit ventilators 
provide heating to the spaces. The units providing heat are automati-
cally controlled by a Johnson electronic temperature control system.

Ventilation
Ventilation is provided to all student spaces. Unit ventilators and fan 
coil units provide ventilation to most other areas. An indoor air han-
dling unit provides ventilation for the east gymnasium while an ex-
haust/intake system provides ventilation for the west gymnasium.

Ventilation (continued)
Power exhaust is provided for Toilet Rooms, Janitor’s closets, kitchen 
and other miscellaneous areas. The Kitchen stove is exhausted through 
stainless steel exhaust hood.

Air Conditioning
Classrooms utilize unit ventilators with dedicated air cooled condens-
ing units located on the roof of the building or on grade. Office and 
Library are served by packaged units.

Gymnasium

Front parking lot has extensive cracking and is at end 

of useful life.

Rear parking lot has extensive cracking and is at end 

of useful life.

Exterior sealant needs to be replaced around vents, 

doors and windows.
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Water Heater
Domestic hot water is provided by gas fired water heaters, one located 
in each boiler room.  Boiler room PW102 contains a State Ultra Force 
tank type water heater.  Boiler room PW142 has a AO Smith tank type 
water heater.

Gas Service
There are two natural gas services for this facility one located west 
of the kitchen and another enters the building on the south side. The 
kitchen gas service has a 2” meter while the south service has a 3” 
meter. The gas services supply the boilers, water heaters and the kitch-
en equipment.

Electrical Service
The building has two electrical services. One electrical service runs 
from an interior utility transformer to a 400A, 120/208V, 3-phase, 
4-wire service switch located in Boiler Room PW-102. This service 
switch feeds a 400A circuit breaker distribution panel. The other elec-
trical service runs underground from an exterior utility transformer to 
an 800A, 120/208V, 3-phase, 4-wire service switchboard in Boiler 
Room PW-142. The main breaker in this switchboard is rated at 800A. 
A distribution section utilizes switch and fuses to feed downstream 
panels and loads.

Lighting Systems
For the most part, lighting throughout the building is provided by re-
cessed and surface mounted T8 fluorescent fixtures. A small amount 
of incandescent lighting is located in closets. There are only a few oc-
cupancy sensors installed throughout to automatically shut lights off.

Plumbing
There are two water services for this facility one located in boiler room 
SS-PW102 (1-1/2” meter) the other in boiler room SS-PW142 (2” 
meter). Each service has a RPZ backflow preventor installed.

There are adequate numbers of plumbing fixtures throughout the build-
ing. The fixtures are newer and in good condition.

Some of the plumbing piping is original galvanized piping and should 
be replaced. 

PRIVATE PROTECTION
Fire Alarm System
A Notifier System 5000 (circa 2005) fire alarm system is installed in 
the building.  This panel accommodates older hard-wired devices as 
well as newer addressable devices. The main fire alarm control panel 
is located in the west Boiler room. Fire alarm annunciator panel is 
located in south lobby main entrance adjacent to the Main Office. The 
system is supervised and continuous ringing type with pull stations, 
horns, strobes, smoke and heat detectors and monitors the roof top 
units where indicated on the drawings. The system has battery back up.

Exterior sealant needs to be replaced around vents, 

doors and windows.

Roof system is well beyond the end of its expected 

service life and has extensive ponding issues.

Typical recessed doors do not have adequate ADA 

acdessibility clearance on hallway side.

Several beams have required reinforcing due to de-

flection from increased loads from ponding over time.
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Automatic Heat/Smoke Detection
Automatic heat/smoke detectors are installed throughout the building 
in areas required by code. Much of the building appears to have older 
non-addressable detection devices.

Fire Sprinkler Piping
The building is not protected by an automatic sprinkler system.

Fire Extinguishers
Portable fire extinguishers are located as indicated on the drawings.  
These extinguishers and their location meet all code requirements.  

SECURITY SYSTEM
There is a local Aiphone intercom located at the front entrance with 
an electric strike at one door. The school also utilized a card access 
system on exterior doors.   

ASBESTOS ABATEMENT
Not tested 

LEAD BASED PAINT
Not tested

PAVING
Drives and parking lots are in poor condition and should be re-paved.

Toilet room are not ADA accessible.

Major mechanical equipment is original to building 

and beyond life expectancy.

Many roof top units (RTU’s) are well beyond life 

expectancy.

Majority of plumbing piping is original to building and 

should be replaced.
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SCHOOL OVERVIEW
Schiesher is a 419 student K, 3-5 elementary school. The kindergarten 
program is the initial entry point for children entering the district who 
do not attend the Pre-K program at Tate Woods. It receives third grade 
students from Tate Woods Elementary School.

The transition from Tate Woods, to Schiesher, then back to Tate Woods, 
then back to Schiesher is inefficient and creates excessive transitions 
for students during their early development.

The original buildings were built in 1962 as two separate buildings 
on the site. One functioning as an elementary school and the other as 
the junior high school. A major addition was added to the junior high 
school in 1964. Another major addition was added in 1971, combining 
the separate buildings into one single elementary school.

The total building area is approximately 55,200 GSF.

BUILDING EXTERIOR
Arrival & Dismissal
8 Busses drop-off and pick-up students within the circular drive south 
of the building. Parents park in the lot across the street, and the chil-
dren are walked across the street for drop-off and pick-up. There is a 
crossing guard at all arrival and dismissal times, however crossing the 
street for pick-up and drop-off is not ideal. The current layout mixes 
all three modes of arrival and dismissal, buses, cars and pedestrians. 
Ideally all three would be separated. There is not sufficient space to 
house the students in the building during inclement weather. Special 
transportation for special needs students takes place in the north park-
ing lot, but is not ideal for staff parking entering and exiting.

Parking
Staff parking is accommodated in the parking lots north of the school, 
both east and west of the old west gymnasium. There is some visitor 
parking near the main entrance, which is on the north side of the 1971 
addition. The parking lot west of Kingston Avenue is also used for visi-
tor parking. Generally there is enough parking provided for staff and 
visitors at the school. There is limited parking for any large events at 
the school both during the day and in the evening.

The drive connecting the east and west halves of the north parking lot 
is a dangerous blind corner and not wide enough for two cars to pass 
each other. The main entrance is not obvious as it is hidden at the back 
of the building. Maneuvering around that corner is difficult for deliver-
ies to the school, garbage pick-up, and emergency vehicles.

Accessibility
Most exterior entrances are accessible except for the door near the cir-
cular drive. That entrance has a single six inch step preventing wheel-
chair access. All the classroom doors in the original elementary wing of 
the building are not accessible due to clearance issue on the corridor 

Circulation layout results in increased travel time.

Highlighted areas have congestion and accessibility 

issues.

Observations - Early Childhood

Kindergarten occupies former elementary classrooms 

which are undersized per current standards. Shared 

toilet rooms are down the corridor.
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side. The central lower area in the Library is not accessible due to 
the stair and has no ramp or lift. The stage in the main gymnasium is 
inaccessible. The small classroom sizes throughout the building are 
restrictive to anyone using a wheelchair.

The fourth and fifth grade wing is accessible with the use of a stair 
lift, but this is slow and must be operated while other students are not 
using the stairs. Therefore disabled student must use the lift before 
or after passing periods, resulting in lost instructional time. When the 
lift is not in working condition, a disabled student must travel outside, 
through the parking lot, to the north exterior ramp, up to entrance 
door 4 on the north side of the classroom wing in order to access the 
second floor.

The special services rooms above the gymnasium locker rooms is up an 
inaccessible set of five stairs.

There are a variety of accessibility issues in the toilet rooms through-
out the building, which are identified in the Capital Improvement 
Report Schedule. The toilet rooms utilized by the kindergarteners are 
not scaled appropriately for their age. The only truly accessible toilet 
room is in the Resource classroom. Use of that toilet room disrupts 
other students working in the space.

Outdoor Spaces
There are no outdoor educational spaces currently utilized by the build-
ing. The green area south of the building and east of the circular drive 
is under-utilized and has the potential for better utilization as outdoor 
instructional space.

The playground equipment is adequately sized for third through fifth 
grade students. It is not appropriately sized for the kindergarten stu-
dents. The open green space south of the building and south of the 
playground equipment is also used for P.E. and recess activities. 
Basketball hoops area on the west side of the building near entrance 
11 may not be used during bus arrival times for PM kindergarten.

GENERAL BUILDING LAYOUT
The general layout of the building is a relatively simple “L” shape al-
lowing for simplicity of movement through the building. The travel time 
from classrooms to other areas like music, art or specialists within the 
building is lengthier than is ideal and reduces instructional time. The 
intersection south of the small gym/cafeteria is a congestion point 
within the school.

The old elementary gymnasium is used as the cafeteria. The main 
gymnasium, LRC, building administration and main special education 
offices are located at the joint of the “L”, allowing for easier access 
from both classroom wings. Classes are grouped by grade level with 
fourth and fifth grades on the north wing and third and kindergartners 
on the west wing. 

Undersized space and lack of acoustical and visual 

separation impairs instruction by the multiple teach-

ers, aides and specialists working within the space.

Lack of space results in display of Anchor Charts 

where they are not easily accessible by students. 

There is not storage space for long term projects.

Equipment is not sized appropriately for age of stu-

dents. Kindergarten classrooms typically have individ-

ual toilet rooms accessed directly from the classroom.

Observations -  Special Services
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GENERAL BUILDING LAYOUT (CONTINUED)
Building finishes are generally consistent with the age of the building 
and need periodic replacement. Circulation corridors are simply laid 
out for ease of navigation, however the length of the corridors to trans-
verse from one end of the building to the other is not ideal.

Toilet facilities are provided in the fourth / fifth grade wing, and two 
sets between the third graders and the kindergartners. Kindergarten 
classrooms ideally should have individual toilet rooms within each 
classroom.

ACADEMIC & OTHER SPACES
Classrooms
Typical classrooms are all undersized based on current standards. 
Science lessons are taught in the individual classrooms. Supplies are 
brought to each of the classrooms from a small Science Prep Office. 
The building does not have a dedicated science lab.

The kindergarten classrooms are in what were originally standard size 
classrooms and are very undersized based on current standards. The 
kindergarten rooms surround the music room. The acoustical distur-
bance from the music room can be particularly disruptive for kinder-
garten students as they do not have the capability to fill in misheard 
words based upon the context of instructions by teachers.

Art & Music
Art is undersized with a need for additional material and project stor-
age. The music program currently occupies what was intended as a 
standard elementary classroom. It is undersized and does not ade-
quately meet the needs of the current program. It was not designed as 
a music room and lacks the acoustical separation or treatments typi-
cally seen in music rooms. The music program has insufficient storage 
for equipment and materials.

The band room is extremely undersized for the program needs. It oc-
cupies what was originally intended as storage for the original elemen-
tary school gymnasium. The school must transfer band students to the 
Senior High School for full practice. That travel time results in loss of 
instructional time.

The art, music and band rooms are isolated from the remainder of the 
classroom instructional spaces.

Teachers & Administration
Teachers are assigned to a specific room. The main administrative 
office area is appropriately located adjacent to the current main en-
trance, however the main entrance is poorly located on the site. The 
size of the main administrative office is sufficiently sized for its current 
functions, however it could be combined with other shared resources, 
such as a conference room and other functions, to provide more ef-
ficient layout of spaces within the building. 

Program is placed in rooms not designed for its needs. 

Spaces lack acoustical and visual separation needed 

for working with individuals and in small groups.

Occupational Therapy / Physical Therapy (OT/PT) 

space is significantly undersized and inadequate.

There is not designed space for Pull-Out interventions 

with students. Classrooms also lack adequate Push-In 

space for interventions within the classroom.

Special Services functions are decentralized hinder-

ing collaboration between specialists and increasing 

travel time resulting in loss of instructional time.
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Currently there are a couple unprogrammed standard classrooms that 
are being used for faculty collaboration. While this helps meet the 
needs for faculty to collaborate now, there is minimal designated space 
for this function permanently within the school.

Special Education
The Special Education classrooms and offices are undersized in quan-
tity and size for current needs. The SP.ED. programs currently occupy 
various spaces throughout the building impeding collaboration be-
tween specialists. Where these programs occupy typical classrooms 
the space is subdivided by furniture. These spaces require more flex-
ibility in the size of groups that occupy the space and the ability for 
more acoustical and visual separation between the groups.

Ideally these programs would be centrally located between the grade 
levels in order to most efficiently service all grade levels. Specialists 
must use the hallway as pull out space as there is not intentionally 
designed pull out space for any of the classrooms. When students have 
to travel to intervention spaces and then back to classroom, there is a 
lot of lost instructional time. Additionally, clocks throughout the build-
ing are not synchronized, which can result in the specialist or student 
arriving earlier than the other and having to wait.

Students also need space adjacent to the classroom where they can 
take a break to settle themselves out of public view. Currently spaces 
set aside for this use are visible by other classmates.

The current space used for OT/PT in the main special education offices 
is grossly undersized and is more of a nook, rather than a real space.

FUTURE READY LEARNING
Collaborative Space 
Students were observed working in small groups within the classroom. 
The inflexibility of the furniture did not allow for easy reconfiguration 
of the desks, so most classrooms appeared to have permanently set 
up the desks for small group work. The size of the room and the inflex-
ibility of the furniture restrict possibilities for small group activities. 
There is potential for reconfiguration of the corridors and walls separat-
ing the corridor from the classrooms to provide additional small group 
breakout space, however the small size of the classrooms to begin with 
will hinder efforts to find an ideal solution for both the classroom and 
small group spaces.

Display Space
Teachers utilize classroom and corridor walls for display of some stu-
dent work and anchor charts, which are used by teachers to display 
lesson activities for reference by students. The organization of the 
display of these items was inconsistent. Wall space and storage can be 
reconfigured to create better accessibility to each of those items for 
students and teachers.

Observations - Small & Large Group

Science lessons are held in core classrooms. Lack of 

dedicated science room restricts the type of lessons 

and experiments that can be performed.

Library Resource Center is undersized and inacces-

sible to students as well as visitors during school 

events.

Dedicated computer lab is adjacent to LRC with good 

visibility. As technology becomes more mobile, these 

spaces offer opportunity for alternative uses.
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Display Space (continued)
There is a lack of space to display 3-D student work and the amount 
of space for display of 2-D student work can be increased and better 
organized. Due to the lockers, hallways are not utilized for display of 
student work. Outlets are scarce in hallways.

LIBRARY RESOURCE CENTER
The Library Resource Center (LRC) is located near the main gymna-
sium at the intersection of the north and west hallways. The LRC is 
not very accessible to the kindergarten students due to the distance 
from the classrooms, the furniture and the general layout of the space.

The LRC is undersized and is further restricted in its use by the lower 
area in the center of the space. The western portion has been subdi-
vided into a small group area and a computer lab. This allows a couple 
groups to better utilize the LRC simultaneously. A one to one initiative 
at the District will likely reduce need for a dedicated computer lab.

There are perimeter high stacks along the exterior walls and lower 
stacks encircling the lower center area. The students cannot reach the 
higher shelves of the stacks and must stand on stools to access the 
books. The lower middle stacks help maintain a sense of the larger 
space, however the permanence of the stacks and the lower central 
area highly restricts the flexibility of the space. There are tables and 
chairs in the central area for small group or larger group instruction, 
however it is unlikely more than one large group could actively use the 
space outside of the computer lab.

Teachers currently have to collect resources from the LRC and bring 
them to the Kindergarten classroom in order to access the book re-
sources alongside technology resources, i.e. Chromebooks in the 
classroom.

There is acoustical bleeding from the adjacent gymnasium and it is 
distracting to activities in the LRC. The server room off the LRC has 
inadequate cooling and, as such, the door is kept open and a fan is 
constantly running creating constant noise within the space.

BUILDING SECURITY
Main exterior entry doors were locked and equipped with a video 
camera and intercom that was connected to the main office. The lock 
at the main entry was able to be electrically controlled from the main 
office.

Upon entry to the building, visitors are provided access to the main 
entry lobby / corridor. They are supposed to travel west to the service 
window to the office, where they are asked to sign in with the main 
office staff. The entry lobby / corridor is not secured and visitors could 
move into the rest of the school once inside the exterior doors.

Small nook off LRC allows for small group work or 

reading, but lacks any acoustical separation and had 

no furniture for students interact or work individually.

Observations - Functional Sizing

Classrooms are undersized and furniture is inflex-

ible restricting the ability to reconfigure for large and 

small group instruction.

Art room is undersized. There is adequate space for 

general activities and projects, however . . .
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There are a total of 4 security cameras at Schiesher providing surveil-
lance of the building entrance and grounds. The building corridor doors 
separating it at various points that could be integrated into a building 
lockdown protocol in order to hinder movement through the building.

TECHNOLOGY
Classrooms were generally equipped with projectors and SMART 
boards or projectors with pull down screens.

Students are able to access a small number computers stations or 
Chromebooks in the classrooms. The dedicated computer stations in 
the LRC dedicated computer lab or the other dedicated computer lab 
near the kindergarten classrooms provide additional connection points 
for student interaction with technology. While temporary accommoda-
tions have been made to provide storage and charging for the class-
room Chromebooks, more permanent infrastructure improvements are 
needed.

Schiesher Elementary is currently one to one with Chromebooks. Some 
downsides to use of Chromebooks are that students are not able to 
print from the Chromebooks and there are some desired programs that 
cannot be run through them. The additional computer program needs 
can be met in the dedicated computer stations and labs. There will 
always be program needs that cannot be run on Chromebooks.

STORAGE
Classroom storage should be reconfigured along with display space 
for student work and anchor charts so the student storage and anchor 
charts are easily accessible by students, while teacher storage is not. 
A consistent, organized solution throughout the classrooms would be 
more ideal. 

Additional building storage is provided throughout the building, but is 
limited. Currently the girls locker room is not being used as a locker 
room, but as a storage room. Both the girls and boys use what was 
formerly just the boys’ locker room for P.E.

FIXTURES, FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT
Classrooms were equipped with furniture of age appropriate scale. 
Furnishings were generally heavy and inflexible. Furniture is not noisy 
within the room when it is reconfigured due to the carpeting. Lockers 
are not appropriately sized for kindergarten students.

There were instances of alternative furniture solutions being used that 
allow for student movement while seated at their desks.

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Lighting
Typical lighting throughout the school was provided by direct 1x4 sur-
face mounted florescent lighting fixtures with prismatic lenses. There 
was no indirect lighting observed within the school.

. . . storage in the Art room is significantly undersized 

for both supplies and long term projects. Sinks and 

counter space are not accessible.

Band room is in former gym equipment storage room. 

It is significantly undersized. Students must travel 

weekly to JHS, resulting in lost instructional time.

Rooms are undersized and at the far corners of the 

building. There is increased travel time, resulting in 

lost instructional time.

Observations - Building Security
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Natural Light & Ventilation
Most classrooms have access to natural light. The rooms within the 
original elementary school have an entire wall of windows, while the 
original junior high school classrooms have only about half the exterior 
wall with windows. Windows are equipped with horizontal blinds that 
allow for individual control.

Classrooms with exterior windows have operable vents for natural venti-
lation with insect screens. Most exterior windows throughout the build-
ing appear to be residential grade rather than commercial grade.

The corridor walls in the original elementary school have glass above 
the lockers, which allows more daylight into the corridors. The LRC has 
no access to natural daylight, nor does the main gymnasium.

Acoustics
Acoustic control in classrooms was provided by the use of carpet floor-
ing. Currently four classrooms do not have carpeting. The unit ventila-
tors and lack of small group breakout spaces were the most significant 
detractors from classroom acoustic quality.

CONTROLLABILITY OF SYSTEMS
Environmental control of classrooms is by unit ventilators. The class-
room have the ability to adjust the control of the mechanical system 
+/- 2-3 degrees from the set point. There is currently not air condition-
ing in the fourth / fifth grade wing. It gets very hot and humid in that 
wing, particularly because it is the highest area of the building and the 
heat rises up there through the corridors.

Lighting is controlled by ganged switches at the front of each 
classroom.

Main visitor entrance is in the back of the building. 

Kindergarten access is through west entrance with no 

adjacent administrative space for monitoring.

Main entry doors are locked. Visitors are use intercom 

to be buzzed through. Security cameras monitor the 

main entrance and  entry corridor.

There is not secure vestibule. Visitors have immediate 

access to the main corridor and must turn the corner 

to sign in at the main office.
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - SCHIESHER

Existing Site Diagram
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Building Chronology Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - SCHIESHER

Building Chronology by President at time of construction
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - SCHIESHER

First Floor & Upper Level - Program Layout
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First Floor & Upper Level - Room Sizes Heat Map
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DETAILED REPORT
General
In addition to the information provided below regarding the physi-
cal conditions of the facility, a detailed, itemized report schedule of 
observed physical issues within the facility along with accompanying 
floor plan drawings containing keynote tags identifying the location of 
each violation have been prepared.

Content
The report schedule identifies specific information related to each in-
dividual issue including, but no limited to, location within the facility, 
general description, work type, estimated budget cost, and anticipated 
completion date to allow for detailed planning and projection of future 
work.

Physical Assessment Report Access
The report schedule will be regularly updated by both Perkins+Will and 
District 202. It will be a living document and an ongoing planning and 
projection tool for the District’s capital improvement projects now and 
in the future. The current report schedule is included in the appendix 
of this report for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

GENERAL
Enrollment
Junior High School  Grades 6-8.     
363 students. 

Construction
Type 2C unprotected

Means of Egress
Adequate in arrangement, size, and protection.

Local Fire Alarm System
Automatic telephone dialer. (Notifier System 5000)

Nearest Fire Station
Station #51, 1005 School St., Lisle; 0.8 miles away

City Water
One 4” city water service with 3” meter enters the building in room 
PW005 in the  south west into the basement science area.

Main building elevation facing Center and Jonquil 

Avenues

Main entrace

Entry hallway with main administrtive office to right

Hallway adjacent to interior courtyard
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CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
Year Built
Original Building constructed 1956; classroom, tech. center, & 
Learning Resource Center addition–1960; wellness center, exercise 
& locker room, auditorium, and classroom addition – 1964, Extensive 
remodeling of original building – ?.

Height
Partial 2 story.

Ground Floor Area
95,400 square feet.

Exterior Wall Construction
Original 1956 building – brick face with concrete block back-up;

Floor Construction
Ground floor – concrete slab on grade. Finish is typically Vinyl, carpet, 
ceramic tile (toilets & wet areas). 

Roof Construction
Single ply EPDM, fully adhered to mechanically fastened rigid insula-
tion applied over several layers of previously installed roofing. Warranty 
expired 10-10-2001. Gymnasium roofing – white, fully adhered single 
ply, has been patched previously. New roofing work completed 2014.

Interior Wall Construction
Original 1956 building – plaster on gypsum tile. 1990, 1996 & 2000 
additions - gyp. bd. on metal studs.  

Interior Finish
Original 1956 building - CMU, brick, new ACT & VCT, and additions – 
painted gyp. bd.

Transoms and Ceiling Level Glass
N/A

EGRESS FACILITIES
Grade Exits
Adequate and well arranged

Corridors
Adequate width, height and protection.

Hallways are in good condition. VCT floor tiles, painted CMU walls, 
2’x2’ acoustic ceiling tiles with 2’x4’ fluorescent light fixtures.

Stairways
One stairway leading to basement science wing in good condition.

Windows
Original windows replaced in 1989.  

Fire Escape
None.

Typical hallway

Typical classroom

Typical science lab

Library Resource Center (LRC)
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Exit Signs
Exit lights are located in all paths of egress. All exit lights are equipped 
with battery back up power.

Emergency Lighting
Emergency lights are located throughout the school in all paths of 
egress.

SPECIAL OCCUPANCIES
Gymnasium
Original building – 12” solid masonry walls.  Wood roof trusses, ceiling 
tiles/lighting, wood flooring, painted CMU walls are in good condition.

Boiler Room
Located on first floor. 

Storage Rooms
All Storage rooms meet safety requirements, unless where noted on 
drawings.

UTILITIES
Heating Plant
The building has two building original(1956) Fitzgibbons hot water 
boilers. They are equipped with obsolete Gordon-Piatt gas-fired burn-
ers installed in 1996. The boilers have a capacity of 4200 MBTU/HR 
each. The Boiler/burner units fuel supply piping and devices are in 
code compliance. The boilers deliver hot water throughout the facility 
to heat the spaces.

Heat Distribution
The method of heat distribution is a two pipe hot water system. 
Building convectors, cabinet heaters and classroom unit ventilators 
provide heat to the spaces.  The units providing heat are automatically 
controlled by a Johnson electronic temperature control system.

Ventilation
Ventilation is provided to all student spaces. Unit ventilators and fan 
coil units provide ventilation to the classrooms and ancillary areas. 
Self contained roof top units with cooling and gas fired heat provide 
ventilation to athletic addition, commons, gymnasium and office areas.

Power exhaust is provided for Toilet Rooms, Janitor’s closets, kitchen 
and other miscellaneous areas. The Kitchen stove is exhausted through 
stainless steel exhaust hood.

Air Conditioning
The entire building has air conditioning which is provided by air cooled 
condensing units located on the roof for each unit ventilator and fan 
coil unit. Self-contained rooftop units provide cooling to other area of 
the facility.

Auditorium

Gymnasium

Exterior sealant needs to be replaced around vents, 

doors and windows.

Several roof top units (RTU’s) are beyond life 

expectancy.
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Water Heater
Domestic hot water is provided by two water heaters one dedicated for 
kitchen use.  The main water heater is located in the boiler room and 
is a Lochinvar 1125 MBH gas fired water heater with separate storage 
tank.  The kitchen water heater is a Vanguard 75 MBH tank style water 
heater with a 75 gallon storage capacity.  Both water heaters exceed 
15 years in age.

Gas Service
Natural gas enters the boiler room at the north side of the building. The 
gas service runs exposed in the Boiler Room to the hot water heater 
and boilers, on the roof to serve rooftop equipment and other parts of 
the building.

Electrical Service
The building’s electrical service runs underground from an exterior util-
ity transformer to a 1600A, 120/208V, 3-phase, 4-wire service switch-
board located in the Boiler Room.  Part of the switchboard is original 
to the building.  At some point the main switch was replaced and a 
new distribution section was added.  The main switch to the building 
is a 1600A bolted pressure switch with 1600A fuses.  Distribution 
sections utilize circuit breakers to feed downstream panels and loads.  

Lighting Systems
For the most part, lighting throughout the building is provided by re-
cessed and surface mounted T8 fluorescent fixtures.  A small amount 
of incandescent lighting is located in closets.  There are only a few oc-
cupancy sensors installed throughout to automatically shut lights off.  

Plumbing
One 4” city water service with 3” meter enters the building in room 
PW005 in the south west portion of the basement science area. The 
service does have a RPZ backflow preventor installed. 

There are adequate numbers of plumbing fixtures throughout the build-
ing. The fixtures are newer and in good condition.

Some of the plumbing piping is original galvanized piping and should 
be replaced since numerous repairs have been made.

FIRE PROTECTION
Fire Alarm System
A Notifier System 5000 (circa 2005) fire alarm system is installed 
in the building.  This panel accommodates older hard-wired devices 
as well as newer addressable devices.  The main fire alarm control 
panel is located in Custodians Office adjacent to the Boiler room. A 
fire alarm annunciator panel is located in the south main entrance 
lobby. The system is supervised and continuous ringing type with pull 
stations, horns, strobes, smoke and heat detectors and monitors the 
roof top units where indicated on the drawings. The system has battery 
back up.

Some sections of roof top ductwork are showing signs 

of advanced age and should be replaced.

Major mechanical equipment is original to building 

and beyond life expectancy.

Majority of plumbing piping is original to building and 

should be replaced.

Some penetrations through rated walls are not prop-

erly sealed with rated assemblies.
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Automatic Heat/Smoke Detection
Automatic heat/smoke detectors are installed throughout the building 
in areas required by code.  Much of the building appears to have older 
non-addressable detection devices.

Fire Sprinkler Piping
The building is not protected by an automatic sprinkler system. 

Fire Extinguishers
Portable fire extinguishers are located as indicated on the drawings.  
These extinguishers and their location meet all code requirements 
unless discussed in violation list.

SECURITY SYSTEM
There is a local Aiphone intercom located at the front entrance with 
an electric strike at one door.  The school also utilized a card access 
system on exterior doors.

ASBESTOS ABATEMENT
Not tested

LEAD BASED PAINT
Not tested

PAVING
Drives, parking lots, and sidewalks are in good condition except where 
noted.

Typical wing walls at classroom doors do not have ad-

equate ADA acdessibility clearance on hallway side.

Tiered risers in band/choir room are not ADA 

accessible.

Track, bleachers and press box are beyond life expec-

tancy and have issues requiring replacement or repair.

Maintenance building is not insulated.
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SCHOOL OVERVIEW
Lisle Junior High School is a 363 student 6-8 junior high school re-
ceiving students from Schiesher Elementary School.

The original building was built in 1956 as the former Senior High 
School with a major addition/renovation constructed in 1960, 1964, 
and 1980.

The total building area is approximately 95,400 GSF.

BUILDING EXTERIOR
Arrival & Dismissal
7 Busses drop-off and pick-up students along a recessed curb area at 
the curve between Jonquil and Central Avenue northwest of the build-
ing. Parents’ drop-off and pick-up students in the small dedicated 
drop-off loop near the main entrance. The parent drop-off loop is not 
large enough for proper queuing of cars.

Parking
Staff and visitor parking is accommodated in the parking lot north of 
the school. Generally there is enough parking provided for staff and 
visitors at the school. There is limited parking for large events at the 
school and sports fields. There is additional parking available at the 
northeast corner of the track for events.

Accessibility
All exterior entries appear to be accessible except for those issues 
identified in the Capital Improvement Report Schedule.

The lower level is accessible via a stair lift, however the lift impedes 
use of the stair and therefore use of the lift must be done outside of 
passing periods. The lift is also slow to operate. These two factors 
result in loss of instruction time for disabled students.

The upper risers in the music room are inaccessible.

Outdoor Spaces
There are no outdoor educational spaces currently utilized by the build-
ing. The interior courtyard has potential for use as an educational out-
door space. Improved seating and a more intentional layout of this area 
would likely improve utilization. The area immediately northwest and 
west of the LRC has potential as outdoor instructional areas as well.

The main track for the District is on the Junior High School property 
to the east. The track currently does not have any lights, so no evening 
events can be hosted. The High School track team utilizes the track for 
practice and daytime events.

There is ample open green space to the southwest, southeast and east 
of the school for sporting events and physical education activities. 
Due to the angle of the building on the site the open spaces are broken 
up in a less than ideal manner for utilization for sporting events. The 
area between the building and the track bleachers, immediately south 

The highlighted areas have accessibility issues. 

The stair lift is very slow, and the band risers are 

inaccessible.

6th grade classrooms are dispersed around the build-

ing with no dedicated 6th grade hallway and lockers.

District Administration offices occupies valuable 

classroom space.

Classroom sizes are undersized for science, music 

and special services.
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of the maintenance garage is used for P.E. activities as well as soccer 
and football programs.

GENERAL BUILDING LAYOUT
The Junior High School is laid out with most of the main common func-
tions centralized and along the northwestern end at the building. There 
is a lower level along the southeastern side of the building.

Classes are generally grouped by grade level with the exception of the 
6th grade classrooms and lockers being separated. The District ad-
ministration offices are adjacent to the building administration offices 
immediately to the southwest. 

Building finishes are generally consistent with the age of the building 
and need periodic replacement. Circulation corridors appeared ade-
quate for the number of students moving through the building.

Toilet facilities are provided near the main entrance and in the south-
western corridor near the auditorium.

ACADEMIC & OTHER SPACES
Classrooms
Typical classrooms are generally adequate in size based on current 
standards with a few exceptions.

Art & Music
Art is slightly undersized with a need for additional material and proj-
ect storage. The Art room and the Family Computer Sciences, FCS, 
room are isolated from the remainder of the classroom instructional 
spaces.

The music room is undersized and does not adequately meet the needs 
of the current programs. Band and Choral share the same space with 
concrete tiered risers. The upper risers are inaccessible. The tiered 
risers serve the needs of Choir classes, but Band ideally would have a 
flat floor. The music program has insufficient storage for equipment 
and materials. More individual practice rooms are desired.

The auditorium can seat approximately 550 individuals. The movable 
partition to divide the space for use by two different groups is not used 
and may not be functional. The lobby immediately north of the audito-
rium is under-utilized.

Science
Science rooms are in lower level and have minimal access to nat-
ural daylight and ventilation. The rooms do not fully accommodate 
the number of students with their current size, layout and furniture. 
Experiment counters are permanently fixed along the perimeter with 
tables centrally located in the room. The tables weight, size and lack of 
casters are restricting flexibility and use of the space. The proportions 
of the spaces are very deep and narrow, also restricting flexibility of 
use. White board or writing surfaces within the rooms are not sufficient 

Observations - Special Services

Specialists’ offices occupy former storage rooms. 

These are undersized, impairing work with students 

and collaboration between specialists.

Special Services occupy spaces that were not de-

signed for the needs of these programs. Ideally these 

would be grouped together for better collaboration.

Observations - Small & Large Group
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Science (continued)
or ideally placed. Display space within the room is insufficient for the 
program needs in quantity and organization. 

Tech Lab
Tech Center appeared oversized for the current program needs/usage. 
There are opportunities for reorganization of space within the current 
space and adjacent areas to provide additional desired resources for 
the program. The Tech Center’s location adjacent to the LRC allows for 
opportunities for resources to be shared between those spaces, result-
ing in better utilization. There are wood tiered seating in southeastern 
corner of the space. The instructor finds the tiered seating area very 
useful for group instruction.

The Family and Consumer Science, FCS, room is very inefficiently laid 
out. The furniture and the wood tiered seating is very restrictive and 
inflexible. The dimensions of the room are also inefficient, as it is very 
long and narrow.

Teachers & Administration
Teachers are generally assigned to a specific room, but there are cur-
rently more teachers than classrooms. The main administrative office 
area is appropriately located adjacent to the main entrance. The size of 
the main administrative office is generally adequate for the functions 
it houses. The District administration offices occupy the area between 
the building administration and the LRC. If the District administrative 
offices were relocated outside the building, it would allow for better 
organization of the grade levels and potentially alleviate other issues 
as well. 

There is minimal space for teachers to collaborate within the school 
for curriculum development or professional development. What space 
exists is undersized to suit the needs of the faculty. Additional meet-
ing space is needed for faculty to meet confidentially with parents and 
students.

Athletics
The main gymnasium appeared to be undersized for desired activities 
with retractable bleachers along the northeast and southwest walls. 
The gym cannot be subdivided making it difficult for multiple activities 
to occur within the space. There is no auxiliary gym to allow multiple 
sports teams to practice. Some storage is provided in the south corner 
of the gym. There is a smaller storage room in the east corner that is 
accessible from the exterior for outdoor activities.

Cheerleading and Dance students do not have a designated space for 
practicing, and must practice on the stage in the auditorium.

The Men’s and Women’s locker rooms do not have the same layout 
and accommodation of functions. There is no changing space in the 
Women’s locker room for faculty. 

Library Resource Center (LRC) has ample space. 

Stacks and furniture help divide up the overall space 

for up to three classes.

Some soft seating and flexible furniture is provided, 

allowing for small group work. LRC could be reconfig-

ured to allow for even more student utilization.

Observations - Science & Other Labs

Science rooms are undersized and have poor propor-

tions (long and narrow) and heavy furniture, making 

them inflexible.
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The Wellness Center is used by P.E. and the Faculty. There are not 
showers in that area for the Faculty if they use the facility before 
school.

Special Education
The Special Education classrooms and offices are undersized for cur-
rent needs. The school is looking to add a self-contained program and 
will need additional space for that program. These spaces require more 
flexibility in the size of groups that occupy the space and the ability 
for more acoustical separation between the groups. Ideally these pro-
grams would be centrally located between the grade levels in order to 
most efficiently service all grade levels. Currently the various offices 
area separated from each other.

FUTURE READY LEARNING
Collaborative Space 
Students were observed working in small groups within the classroom. 
The inflexibility of the furniture did not allow for easy reconfigura-
tion of the desks to more ideally serve that small group work. There 
is no breakout space provided near the classrooms for small group 
collaboration. When breaking out into small groups, there is need for 
special and acoustical separation. Currently some of the small groups 
breakout into the corridor, which is not designed to handle those activi-
ties. There is potential for reconfiguration of the corridors and walls 
separating the corridor from the classrooms to provide additional small 
group breakout space.

There is a desire for more cross-disciplinary collaboration including 
STEM and Humanities. Many STEM activities are currently being per-
formed within various classrooms, but the activities are siloed and 
not coordinated between classrooms. Assignment of spaces within the 
building should be examined to maximize the potential for interaction 
and collaboration.

Display Space
There is a lack of space to display of 2-D or 3-D student work. Some 
instances of classroom walls being used for display of student work 
was observed, but it was inconsistent.

LEARNING RESOURCE CENTER
The Learning Resource Center (LRC) is located in the western corner 
of the building. Northeast and west of the LRC is open green space 
that could be developed into an outdoor teaching or breakout space to 
supplement the LRC.

The LRC has positioned itself as a multi-use space allowing for mul-
tiple groups to occupy the space simultaneously. Short stacks help 
divide up and define the smaller meeting spaces while still maintaining 
sense of larger space, with small full height stacks along the south-
eastern wall. The LRC can serve up to three full classes: one in the 
computer lab, two in the northwest and southeast halves of the main 

Family Consumer Science space is adequately sized, 

but its proportions (long & narrow), furniture and stair 

risers restrict flexibility.

Observations - Instructional Technology

Dedicated computer lab is adjacent to LRC with good 

visibility. As technology becomes more mobile, these 

spaces offer opportunity for alternative uses.

Infrastructure is inadequate to support increase in 

mobile devices. Teachers are developing unique solu-

tions to accommodate charging and storage.
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LEARNING RESOURCE CENTER (CONTINUED)

space. Only the southeast half has a projection screen for instruction.

Within the LRC is a large fixed computer lab separated by a temporary 
partition. Lab is currently overbooked. Potential one to one initiative at 
the District will likely reduce need for a dedicated computer lab.

There is a combination of some soft seating along with tables and 
chairs. The chairs have casters to allow for easy movement and recon-
figuration. The soft seating, tables and stacks are not mobile, restrict-
ing flexibility to reconfigure the overall LRC.

BUILDING SECURITY
Main interior vestibule entry doors were locked and equipped with a 
video camera and intercom that was connected to the main office. The 
lock at the main entry was able to be electrically controlled from the 
main office.

Upon entry to the building, visitors are provided access to the main 
entry lobby where they are asked to sign in with the main office staff. 
The entry lobby is not secured and visitors could move into the rest of 
the school once inside the exterior doors.

There are a total of 13 security cameras at the Junior High providing 
surveillance of the building entrance and grounds. The building cor-
ridor doors separating it at various points that could be integrated into 
a building lockdown protocol in order to hinder movement through the 
building.

TECHNOLOGY
Classrooms were generally equipped with projectors and SMART 
boards or projectors with pull down screens.

Students are able to access computers stationed in some of the class-
rooms, the LRC, laptop carts and the dedicated computer lab. The 
classrooms do not have enough storage or access to power for current 
number of Chromebooks. 

The District is exploring a potential move toward a one to one technol-
ogy solution. Considerations for additional power access and wireless 
access will need to be addressed if the one to one solution is imple-
mented. Some downsides to use of Chromebooks are that students are 
not able to print from the Chromebooks and there are some desired 
programs that cannot be run through them. There will always be pro-
gram needs that cannot be run on Chromebooks.

Wireless connectivity was generally reported as improving, but more 
work is needed, particularly if a one to one solution.

Observations - Functional Sizing

Single main gym cannot be subdivided to allow simul-

taneous use by multiple sports or activities. There is 

no auxiliary gym to provide additional support.

Auditorium lobby is under-utilized. It functions as 

breakout for events, but is otherwise unused. It has 

potential as small group activity areas.

Interior Courtyard is under-utilized. It provides light 

to adjacent classrooms, but could be redesigned and 

laid out as intentional outdoor educational spaces.
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STORAGE
Classerooms are not equipped with a consistent fixed storage for stu-
dents and classroom supplies. A consistent solution for the storage 
of Chromebooks is not supplied in the classroom. Additional building 
storage is provided throughout the building, but is limited. There were 
instances of items being stored in hallways, particularly near the well-
ness center at the north end of the building.

FIXTURES, FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT
Classrooms were equipped with furniture of age appropriate scale. 
Furnishings were generally heavy and inflexible. Furniture is noisy 
within the room when furniture is reconfigured. 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Lighting
Typical lighting throughout the school was provided by direct 2x4 re-
cessed or surface mounted florescent lighting fixtures with prismatic 
lenses. There was no indirect lighting observed within the school.

Natural Light & Ventilation
Most classrooms have access to natural light. Windows are equipped 
with horizontal blinds that allow for individual control. Classrooms in 
the lower level and one classroom in the southern corner of the build-
ing on the first floor have little to no access to natural light.

Classrooms with exterior windows have operable vents for natural venti-
lation with insect screens. Most exterior windows throughout the build-
ing appear to be residential grade rather than commercial grade. 

Acoustics
Acoustic control in classrooms was provided by 2x4 suspended acous-
tic ceiling tile system. The unit ventilators were the most significant 
detractor from classroom acoustic quality. When classes are in small 
groups, the classroom can get loud.

CONTROLLABILITY OF SYSTEMS
Environmental control of classrooms is by unit ventilators. The class-
room have the ability to adjust the control of the mechanical system 
+/- 2-3 degrees from the set point.

Lighting is controlled by ganged switches at the front of each 
classroom.

Observations - Building Security

Exterior doors are locked. Visitors are use intercom 

to be buzzed through. Security cameras monitor the 

main entrance and  entry corridor.

There is not a secure vestibule. Visitors have immedi-

ate access to the main corridor.

Visitors check in at window to main office. Entrance 

and main office could be reconfigured to better align 

with best practices.
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Existing Site Diagram
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Building Chronology by President at time of construction
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First Floor & Lower Level - Program Layout
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First Floor & Lower Level - Room Sizes Heat Map
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DETAILED REPORT
General
In addition to the information provided below regarding the physi-
cal conditions of the facility, a detailed, itemized report schedule of 
observed physical issues within the facility along with accompanying 
floor plan drawings containing keynote tags identifying the location of 
each violation have been prepared.

Content
The report schedule identifies specific information related to each in-
dividual issue including, but no limited to, location within the facility, 
general description, work type, estimated budget cost, and anticipated 
completion date to allow for detailed planning and projection of future 
work.

Physical Assessment Report Access
The report schedule will be regularly updated by both Perkins+Will and 
District 202. It will be a living document and an ongoing planning and 
projection tool for the District’s capital improvement projects now and 
in the future. The current report schedule is included in the appendix 
of this report for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

GENERAL
Enrollment
Grades 9-12
514 students. 

Construction
Type 2C; Type 2B protected.

Means of Egress
Adequate in arrangement, size, and protection.

Local Fire Alarm System
Automatic telephone dialer.

Nearest Fire Station
Station #51, 1005 School St., Lisle; 1.1 miles away

City Water
One 4” city water service enters the building from the west side of the 
building.

Main building elevations facing Short Street

Main entrance

Common/cafeteria

Typical hallway
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CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
Year Built
1972 - Original Building Constructed.

2002 - Addition / Renovation:

• Auditorium

• Band/Chorus/Drama

• Kitchen, full service

• Building service dock

• Expanded Media Center

• Renovated Science Classrooms

• New Windows

Height
2 stories.

Ground Floor Area
163,514 square feet. (building footprint)

Exterior Wall Construction
Original 1972 building is Masonry, metal panel with steel frame – brick 
face with concrete block back-up; 2002 addition – masonry cavity 
wall (brick face with 2” airspace, 2” rigid insulation, concrete block 
back-up).

Floor Construction
1972 – concrete slab on grade.

2002 addition – poured concrete over metal deck on steel joists. 
Finish is typically vinyl, carpet ceramic tile (toilets & wet areas) and 
wood (gymnasiums).

Roof Construction
Original 1972 building– built-up roof over insulation over metal deck 
on steel joists.  

2002 additions – singly ply fully adhered TPO over metal deck on steel 
joists.

Interior Wall Construction
Original 1972 building - concrete block.

2002 additions– concrete block & gyp. bd. 

Interior Finish
Original 1972 building – painted plaster on concrete block, & gyp. bd.

2002 additions – painted concrete block & painted gyp. bd. 

Transoms and Ceiling Level Glass
None

Typical classroom

Typical science lab

Choir room

Library Resource Center (LRC)
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EGRESS FACILITIES
Grade Exits
Adequate and well arranged 

Corridors
Adequate width, height and protection.

Stairways
Stairs are steel stringers with concrete filled metal pan tread.  Adequate 
width and protection provided as required, unless otherwise noted.

Windows
Original windows replaced in 2002 

Fire Escape
None.

Exit Signs
Exit lights are located in all paths of egress. All exit lights are equipped 
with battery back up power and/or connected to the emergency 
generator

Emergency Lighting
Emergency lights are located throughout the school in all paths of 
egress. Emergency lighting is either connected via the emergency gen-
erator or is an emergency unit battery pack fixture.

SPECIAL OCCUPANCIES
Multi-Purpose Room
Separated from remainder of building.

Gymnasiums
Separated from remainder of building.

Boiler Room
Located in basement with class ‘B’ fire rated door at entrance. 

Storage Rooms
Storage rooms in excess of 100 s.f. have rated separation partitions & 
fire doors unless otherwise noted.

UTILITIES
Heating Plant
The building is heated through indirect gas fired furnaces in multi-zone 
rooftop units.

Heat Distribution
The method of heat distribution is through a series of multi-zone roof 
top units. The units providing heat are automatically controlled by a 
Johnson electronic temperature control system.  Miscellaneous electric 
terminal heating units provide spot heating for vestibules and stairs.

Auditorium

North gymnasium

Exterior parking lot lighting could be upgraded to LED 

for improved performance and operational savings.

North parking lot has extensive cracking and is at end 

of useful life.
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Ventilation
Ventilation is provided to all student spaces. Self contained roof top 
units with cooling and gas fired heat provide ventilation to all portions 
of the facility.

Power exhaust is provided for all Toilet Rooms, Janitor’s Closets, 
Kitchen and other required areas. The Kitchen stove is exhausted 
through stainless steel exhaust hood.

Air Conditioning
The entire building has air conditioning by self contained roof top units 
with cooling and gas fired heat that also provide ventilation to all por-
tions of the facility.

Water Heater
Three water heaters provide domestic hot water to the facility.  A 399 
MBH PVI unit provides hot water for the kitchen and is located in 
D-104. 2 water heaters are located in Water Heater room B-115, AO 
Smith, 199 MBH tank type water heater and a Rheem 199 MBH tank 
type water heater manifolded together to provide hot water for the rest 
of the facility.

Gas Service
Natural gas enters the building on the west side of the facility and pro-
vides gas for the kitchen equipment, emergency generator, two water 
heaters and the rooftop units.  The gas line is run on the roof and drops 
down to serve the listed equipment.

Electrical Service
The building’s electrical service runs underground from an exterior 
utility transformer to a 3000A, 277/480V, 3-phase, 4-wire service 
switchboard in an electrical room adjacent to the receiving area. The 
switchboard has a 3000A high pressure contact switch and fuse with 
ground fault protection. 120/208V loads are connected via transform-
ers located throughout the building.

The building has an 80kw, 277/480v, 3 ph, 4w natural gas emer-
gency generator which provides power to critical emergency systems. 
120/208V emergency loads are connected via transformers.

Lighting Systems
For the most part, lighting throughout the building is provided by re-
cessed and surface mounted T8 fluorescent fixtures. A small amount 
of incandescent lighting is located in closets. There are only a few oc-
cupancy sensors installed throughout to automatically shut lights off.

Plumbing
One 4” city water service enters the building from the west side of 
the building into the mechanical room located just north of the boy’s 
locker room. A backflow preventor is not installed. 

Tiered risers in study hall are not ADA accessible. 

Room is currently being renovated and risers removed.

Multiple instances of door handles throughout are not 

ADA accessible.

Some penetrations through rated walls are not prop-

erly sealed with rated assemblies.

Some plumbing piping is original to building. Piping 

behind plastic was recently replaced due to leaks.
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There are adequate numbers of plumbing fixtures throughout the build-
ing. The fixtures are newer and in good condition.

Some of the plumbing piping is original galvanized piping and should 
be replaced since numerous repairs have been made.

FIRE PROTECTION
Fire Alarm System
A Notifier AM2020 fire alarm system is installed in the building. This 
panel accommodates older hard-wired devices as well as newer ad-
dressable devices. The main fire alarm control panel is located in 
Electrical Room adjacent to the Fine Arts Storage Room B-118. A fire 
alarm annunciator panel is located in Reception B-110. The system 
is supervised and continuous ringing type with pull stations, horns, 
strobes, smoke and heat detectors and monitors the roof top units 
where indicated on the drawings. The system has battery back up.

Automatic Heat/Smoke Detection
Automatic heat/smoke detectors are installed throughout the building 
in areas required by code.

Fire Sprinkler Piping
The building is partially protected by an automatic sprinkler system. 
The building is served by an 8” water main dedicated for fire pro-
tection. The sprinkler riser is located in “sprinkler Room” A-137 and 
serves the recent 2002 additions and the interconnecting corridors. 

Fire Extinguishers
Portable fire extinguishers are located as indicated on the drawings.  
These extinguishers and their location meet all code requirements.  

SECURITY SYSTEM
There is a local Aiphone intercom located at the front entrance with 
an electric strike at one door. The school also utilized a card access 
system on exterior doors.  

ASBESTOS ABATEMENT
Not tested

LEAD BASED PAINT
Not tested

PAVING
The east drives, east parking lots, and all sidewalks are in good condi-
tion. The north and west parking lots and drives are in poor conditions 
and should be re-paved.

Exterior sealant in some select locations needs to be 

replaced at flashing and other joints.

Some sections of roof system is nearing the end of its 

expected service life.

Several roof ladders are not OSHA compliant.

Some roof top units (RTU’s) are beyond life 

expectancy.
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SCHOOL OVERVIEW
Lisle Senior High School is a 529 student 9-12 high school receiving 
students from Lisle Junior High School.

The original building was built in 1972 with a major addition/renova-
tion constructed in 2002.

The total building area is approximately 143,882 GSF.

BUILDING EXTERIOR
Arrival & Dismissal
XX Busses drop-off and pick-up students along a dedicated bus drop 
off loop on the east side of the building. Parent drop-off and pick-up 
students along the north and west sides of the building.

Parking
Staff and visitor parking is accommodated in three parking areas on 
the east, west and north sides of the school. The north and west lots 
are dedicated for staff parking. Student and visitor parking are provid-
ed in the east lot. Generally there is enough parking provided for staff 
and visitors at the school. XX# of parking spaces are made available to 
Juniors and Seniors.

Accessibility
All exterior entries appear to be accessible.

Outdoor Spaces
There are no outdoor educational spaces currently utilized by the build-
ing. During lunch periods, students will access the grass area south-
east of the building administration area and eat their lunches on the 
grass. What limited seating there is in this area is in poor shape.

• Improved seating and a more intentional layout of 

this area would likely improve utilization.

• There are additional opportunities for higher utilization of outdoor 

spaces immediately south of the library on the south side of the 

building and north of the band room on the north side of the building.

The play field on site to the east of the building and parking lot does 
not accommodate the competitive sports teams with the exception of 
Soccer. It is currently primarily used for Physical Education classes 
and team practices. The football team currently plays home games at 
Benedictine University. The baseball team utilizes the fields on Park 
District property immediately to the school’s south. There is a coopera-
tive agreement between the School District and the Park District allow-
ing school usage of that parcel. Track events can be held at the Junior 
High School’s Wilde Field, but there are no lights for night events. 

Special Services functions are decentralized hinder-

ing collaboration between specialists. - 2nd Floor

Circulation throughout building is clear in an orga-

nized pattern.

Observations - Special Services

Special Services functions are decentralized hinder-

ing collaboration between specialists. - 1st Floor
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GENERAL BUILDING LAYOUT
The Senior High School is laid out with main common functions at the 
north half of the building with a two story classroom wing along the 
south half of the building. Classes are grouped by department.

Building finishes are generally consistent with the age of the building 
and need periodic replacement.

Building circulation corridors appeared adequate for the number of 
students moving through the building. In several instances, corridors 
were also being used for equipment storage or small group break out 
space.

Toilet facilities are provided centrally within the classroom wing and on 
the north end of the commons.

ACADEMIC & OTHER SPACES
Classrooms
Typical classrooms are generally undersized based on current stan-
dards. Classrooms within the original building area are mostly sepa-
rated by temporary partitions which appear to stop at the underside 
of the acoustical ceiling. This construction likely results in acoustical 
bridging between classrooms. 

Study Hall, room 101, is under-utilized and inflexible due to tiered 
seating area. It is currently being renovated into a student services 
office suite.

Art & Music
Art and Music spaces were adequately sized for their programs. There 
is adequate storage between first and second floor for musical equip-
ment. Disadvantage of second floor storage area is that instruction 
time is utilized to transfer equipment from second floor storage to 
music rooms. Easier access to music equipment storage is desired. 
Midi lab sound bleeds into choral room. Scene shop is not large enough 
for creation of plays and sets. 

Science
Rooms do not fully accommodate the number of students with their 
current size, layout and furniture. Experiment counters and tables are 
permanently fixed in the room restricting flexibility and use of the 
space. The proportions of the spaces are very deep and narrow, also 
restricting flexibility of use. There is no natural daylight in the science 
rooms. White board or writing surfaces within the rooms are not suf-
ficient or ideally placed. Group work is hindered due to poor acoustics 
within the room. There is some acoustical bridging that occurs at doors 
connecting classrooms. 

Under-utilized study hall is currently under construc-

tion to be converted into a students services suite.

Potential for more centralized Students Services 

Suite.

Observations - Small & Large Group

Typical classrooms do not have access to small group 

work space. Faculty offices and meeting rooms are 

under-utilized and could serve as small group space.
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Tech Lab
Woods room is moving more to an engineering based program along 
with tech lab. Tech lab along with woods room is oversized for cur-
rent program. Robotics program is beginning. Tech lab and wood room 
could be reconfigured to better align with current and projected future 
of program. In addition to robotics lab area, a video production area is 
desired. There is potential for shared use of resources utilized by tech 
program.

Teachers & Administration
Teachers are generally assigned to a specific room. There are several 
group office spaces intermixed with the classrooms that are under-
utilized. The main administrative office area is appropriately located 
adjacent to the main entrance. The size of the main administrative 
office is generally adequate for the functions it houses. Anticipated 
needs in the immediate future will exceed the available space within 
the main administrative office area.

Athletics
The main gymnasium appeared to provide adequate space for activities 
with retractable bleachers along the north and south walls of both the 
main and auxiliary gyms. Some storage is provided in the southwest 
corner of the main gym and in the northeast and southeast corners of 
the auxiliary gym. Current storage is insufficient for athletic equipment 
needs.

Gym PA system and acoustics are in poor condition. Cheerleading and 
Dance students do not have a designated space for practicing, and 
must practice in the hallways. Cheerleading was observed practicing 
on the upper balcony during a site visit. Separate PE and Coaches 
office desired. Athletic trainer and Coaches/Officials changing rooms 
are viewed as too small. There is no classroom in the athletics area for 
team discussions.

Special Education
The Special Education classrooms and offices are inefficiently laid out 
for current needs. These spaces require more flexibility in the size of 
groups that occupy the space and the ability for more acoustical sepa-
ration between the groups. Current spaces are used for both struggling 
students and AP students. Only two current self-contained Special 
Education classes for Math and Reading. Majority of other Special 
Education students are integrated.

FUTURE READY LEARNING
Collaborative Space 
There is no space provided for breakout space either near or inside 
classrooms for small group collaboration.

Display Space
There is a lack of space to display of 2-D or 3-D student work.

Science labs have fixed tables that do not allow for 

flexibility in the curriculum. There are no windows to 

allow daylight into the science labs.

LRC uses furniture to help separate into multiple 

zones for small and large group work, but furniture 

does allow for easy reconfiguration.

LRC uses furniture to help separate into multiple 

zones for small and large group work, but furniture 

does allow for easy re-configuration.

Observations - Science & Other Labs
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LIBRARY RESOURCE CENTER
The Library Resource Center (LRC) is located centrally within the south 
classroom wing and opens to east and west first floor corridor. The 
location allows for quick access by all grade levels. South of the LRC 
is an open courtyard space that could be developed into an outdoor 
teaching or breakout space to supplement the LRC.

The LRC has positioned itself as a multi-use space allowing for mul-
tiple groups to occupy the space simultaneously. Short stacks help 
divide up and define the smaller meeting spaces while still maintaining 
sense of larger space.

The LRC is primarily used by small groups of students as access point 
to technology. Often used by students in study hall to access the li-
brary computers. Number of students allowed to sign into library is lim-
ited and the number of computers in library is limited. Often students 
will waste time traveling back and forth between study hall and library, 
unable to access a computer.

An adjacent, large fixed computer lab is utilized by English department 
regularly, but is not available to individual or small groups of students. 
Pending one to one initiative at the District will likely reduce need for 
dedicated computer lab.

BUILDING SECURITY
Main interior vestibule entry doors were locked and equipped with a 
video camera and intercom that was connected to the main office. The 
lock at the main entry was able to be electrically controlled from the 
main office.

Upon entry to the building, visitors are provided access to the main 
entry lobby that opens into the main office. Electronically controlled 
locks keep visitors from proceeding further into the building.

There are a total of 25 security cameras at the Senior High providing 
surveillance of the building and grounds. The building has firewalls 
and rated doors separating it into thirds that could be integrated into 
a building lockdown protocol in order to hinder movement through the 
building.

TECHNOLOGY
Classrooms were generally equipped with projectors and SMART 
boards or projectors with pull down screens.

Students are able to access computers and laptops stationed in some 
of the classrooms, the LRC, laptop carts and the dedicated computer 
lab. Students are currently losing instruction time with the need to 
travel from classrooms without computer to other locations.

Technology center has ample space exceeding its cur-

rent use offering potential for growth. Adjacency to 

LRC offers opportunities for synergies in space use.

Wood Shop adjacent to technology program presents 

opportunities for adapted use in combination with 

engineering.

Observations - Instructional Technology

Dedicated computer lab adjacent to LRC used by 

classes. It is not available to individual or small 

groups of students.
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TECHNOLOGY (CONTINUED)

The District is exploring a potential move toward a one to one tech-
nology solution. Considerations for additional power access and wire-
less access will need to be addressed if the one to one solution is 
implemented.

Wireless connectivity was generally reported as improving, but more 
work is needed, particularly if a one to one solution. There is a notice-
able slowdown during lunchtime.

STORAGE
Classes are equipped with fixed storage for students and classroom 
supplies. Additional building storage is provided throughout the build-
ing, but is limited. Several instances of items being stored in hallways 
and mechanical areas was observed. Items stored in hallways restrict 
required egress widths for exiting. Items stored in mechanical areas 
violate code requirements regarding fire safety.

FIXTURES, FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT
Classrooms were equipped with furniture of age appropriate scale. 
Furnishings were generally heavy and inflexible. Furniture is noisy 
within the room when furniture is reconfigured. There is also acousti-
cal transmission from the second floor to the lower floor when furniture 
or equipment is moved.

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Lighting
Classroom lighting was provided by direct 2x4 recessed florescent 
lighting fixtures with prismatic lenses. Indirect lighting is provided in 
the LRC.

Natural Light & Ventilation
Most classrooms have access to natural light. Windows are equipped 
with horizontal blinds that allow for individual control. Classrooms in 
the central area of the south wing and the western science labs do not 
have access to natural light.

Classrooms along the east and south sides of the building have oper-
able vents for natural ventilation with insect screens.

Acoustics
Acoustic control in classrooms was provided by 2x4 suspended acous-
tic ceiling tile system. There is also acoustical bridging between the 
classrooms due to the temporary partitions used as demising walls.

CONTROLLABILITY OF SYSTEMS
Environmental control of classrooms is by multi-zone roof top units. 
The classroom have the ability to adjust the control of the mechanical 
system +/- 2-3 degrees from the set point.

Lighting is controlled by ganged switches at the front of each 
classroom.

Students visit LRC during study hall to access com-

puters, but student access is limited. Travel back and 

forth to Study Hall results in lost time.

Observations - Functional Sizing

Classrooms are undersized per current standards, 

however average class size is 20 students. Furniture 

is inflexible and creates noise when rearranged.

Walls separating classrooms are temporary demount-

able partitions up to underside of ceiling and do not 

properly separate rooms acoustically.
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Lack of storage throughout the building results in 

items being stored in hallways and other building ser-

vices areas.

Observations - Building Security

Single exterior door is open during the school day.

Vestibule is secure with good visibility from the office 

of approach. Visitors are buzzed into the office and 

checked in prior to gaining access to the school.
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Existing Site Diagram
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Building Chronology by President at time of construction
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First Floor - Program Layout



JULY 20, 2016 Facility Assessment - Senior High  Program Layout Diagram 86

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

Program Layout Diagram

FACILITY ASSESSMENT - SENIOR HIGH

Second Floor - Program Layout
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First Floor - Room Sizes Heat Map
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Room Size Heat Map Diagram
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Second Floor - Room Sizes Heat Map
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FACILITY ASSESSMENT - MEADOWS

DETAILED REPORT
General
In addition to the information provided below regarding the physi-
cal conditions of the facility, a detailed, itemized report schedule of 
observed physical issues within the facility along with accompanying 
floor plan drawings containing keynote tags identifying the location of 
each violation have been prepared.

Content
The report schedule identifies specific information related to each in-
dividual issue including, but no limited to, location within the facility, 
general description, work type, estimated budget cost, and anticipated 
completion date to allow for detailed planning and projection of future 
work.

Physical Assessment Report Access
The report schedule will be regularly updated by both Perkins+Will and 
District 202. It will be a living document and an ongoing planning and 
projection tool for the District’s capital improvement projects now and 
in the future. The current report schedule is included in the appendix 
of this report for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

GENERAL
Enrollment
Since 1987 the School has been leased to outside groups. Currently 
the facility is leased by Kindi Academy as an early childhood center. 
Kindi Academy only utilizes a small portion of the facility, and some 
areas are used as storage for District 202. The Park District utilizes 
the play fields for sports and some outside groups rent the facility for 
various functions.

Construction
Type 2C unprotected (original building)

Means Of Egress
Adequate in arrangement, size, and protection. Building is not 
sprinklered.

Local Fire Alarm System
Automatic telephone dialer.

Nearest Fire Station
Station #53, 3101 Woodridge Dr., Woodridge, 2.0 miles away

Main building elevation facing Westview Lane

Main entrance

Main entry hallway

Typical hallway
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City Water
One 3” city water service (2” meter) enters the building from the south 
side of the building into room PW121.  There is no means of backflow 
prevention.

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
Year Built
Original building constructed 1964.

Height
1 story

Ground Floor Area
32,000 square feet.

Exterior Wall Construction
Masonry clad steel frame

Floor Construction
Ground floor – concrete slab on grade. Finish is typically vinyl, carpet, 
ceramic tile (toilets & wet areas).

Roof Construction
Genflex single ply roofing on sheathing, ballasted with river rock. 
Roofing warranty expired 10-29-2001.

Interior Wall Construction
Exposed structural steel painted with exposed ceiling tiles.

Interior Finish
Painted CMU, painted brick

Transoms And Ceiling Level Glass
N/A

EGRESS FACILITIES
Grade Exits
Adequate and well arranged 

Corridors
Adequate width, height and protection.

Stairways
N/A

Windows
Original, aluminum frame, single pane glass

Fire Escape
None

Exit Signs
Exit lights are located in all paths of egress where shown on the draw-
ings. All exit lights are equipped with battery back up power except 
where noted on drawings.

Typical classroom

Early childhood classroom

Lunchroom

Gymnasium

youngr
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Emergency Lighting
Emergency lights are located throughout the school in all paths of 
egress where indicated on the drawings.

SPECIAL OCCUPANCIES
Library Resource Center
None

Gymnasium
Shares space with stage

Boiler Room
Located in room 119 with fire rated door at entrance.

Storage Rooms
Storage rooms vary in s.f. and are not sprinklered.  Rated separation 
partitions and fire rated doors are required.

UTILITIES
Heating Plant
There is no central heating plant at this facility.  Heating is provided 
by natural gas fired, forced air, horizontal furnaces (80 MBH) located 
in each space. Approximately half of the furnaces are original while the 
others have been replaced recently.  The current furnace arrangement 
is potentially dangerous, and should be reworked as soon as possible.

Heat Distribution
Heating is provided by natural gas fired, forced air, horizontal furnaces 
located in each space.

Ventilation
Ventilation is provided to all student spaces. Outside air is insufficient 
for the space uses.  Common areas are served by downflow furnaces 
with underslab ductwork.

Toilet room exhaust is inoperable and/or insufficient.

Air Conditioning
The office area is air conditioning by an individual Carrier Weather 
maker furnace with direct expansion cooling coil and rooftop condens-
ing unit. Only one classroom is air-conditioned using a self-contained 
rooftop unit a few others have a self contained unit sitting on a counter.

Water Heater
Domestic hot water is provided by three water heaters.  A 2KW electric 
water heater is located in the lounge area and serves only that local 
sink.  A vanguard, 34 MBH gas fired tank water heater serves half of 
the facility, while a Richmond 34 MBH gas fired tank water heater 
serves the other half.  Both are located in Janitor’s closets and have a 
40 gallon storage capacity.

Main parking lot has extensive cracking and is at end 

of useful life.

Walkways around site have extensive cracking and are 

at end of useful life.

Direct access doors to classrooms are not ADA 

accessible.

Windows are inefficient single pane with aluminum 

frames. Exterior sealant needs to be replaced around 

vents, doors and windows.
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Gas Service
The natural gas service is located on the northwest side of the facility. 
The gas then runs buried along the perimeter of the building, serving 
the furnaces.

Electrical Service
The building’s electrical service runs underground from an exterior util-
ity transformer to a 400A, 120/208V, 3-phase, 4-wire fused service 
disconnect switch located in a storage room off of the gymnasium. 
There are several taps ahead and after the main service switch.

Lighting Systems
Lighting throughout the building is provided by recessed mounted T12 
fluorescent fixtures in the classroom, corridor and office areas. The 
Gymnasium is served by HID high bay light fixtures. Some incandes-
cent light fixtures are located in closets. T12 lamps are no longer 
being manufactured and it will become more difficult to find replace-
ment lamps.

Plumbing
One 3” city water service (2” meter) enters the building from the south 
side of the building into the office area furnace room. The service does 
not have a means of backflow prevention.

There are adequate numbers of plumbing fixtures throughout the build-
ing. The fixtures are newer and in good condition.

Some of the plumbing piping is building original galvanized piping and 
should be replaced. Main distribution runs below the slab. 

FIRE PROTECTION
Fire Alarm System
An old Edwards hard-wired fire alarm system is installed in the build-
ing.  The main fire alarm control panel is located in the Gymnasium 
storage room. A fire alarm annunciator panel is not installed in the 
building. There is not a zone map installed in the building. The system 
is continuous ringing type with pull stations, horns and heat detectors 
where indicated on the drawings. The system does not have battery 
back up. The building lacks visual notification and detection devices.

Automatic Heat Detection
There are automatic heat detectors installed throughout the building.

Fire Sprinkler Piping
The building is not protected by an automatic sprinkler system.

Fire Extinguishers
Portable fire extinguishers are located as indicated on the drawings.  
These extinguishers and their location meet all code requirements.

Roof system is well beyond the end of its expected 

service life.

Many roof top units (RTU’s) are well beyond life 

expectancy.

Some mechanical equipment is residential grade and 

not installed properly for use.

Toilet rooms are not ADA accessible.
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SECURITY SYSTEM
There is a local Aiphone intercom located at the front entrance with an 
electric strike at one door.

ASBESTOS ABATEMENT
Not tested 

LEAD BASED PAINT
Not tested

PAVING
Drives, parking lots, and sidewalks are in good condition except where 
noted.

Commons area in rented portion of building is subdi-

vided into hallways and smaller rooms.

Direct exterior exit doors do not have fire alarm pull 

stations or illuminated exit signs per code.

Several exterior doors and frames show signs of water 

damage.

Ductwork to furnaces is not installed to code require-

ments. Additional CO detectors were required to tem-

porarily mitigate issue.
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An Educational Assessment was not performed on the Meadows facility as it is not utilized by the District 
for Educational purposes.
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Existing Site Diagram
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Building Chronology by President at time of construction
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First Floor - Program Layout
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First Floor - Room Sizes Heat Map
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MASTER PLAN - SUMMARY

DESIRED FACILITY CHARACTERISTICS
Vision 202 participants recommend that the following aspects of the educational facilities be carefully 
considered when addressing facility needs at each building.

1.1 Flexibility – Ensure spaces in the facilities are equipped to be flexible and meet the needs 

of teaching and learning.  Work spaces and furnishings should allow for varied learning 

experiences and be adaptable to meet educational needs today and in the future.

1.2 Technology Ready – Create an infrastructure that supports the technology needs for teaching 

and learning as well as provide media centered spaces that allow for 21st Century Learning.

1.3 Security – Install, where appropriate, enhanced security measures to ensure the safety of 

students.  Adjust facility entrances as needed to regulate the flow of visitors to the buildings.

1.4 Collaboration - Explore ways in which the facilities can better support, or be adjusted to better 

support, collaboration among students, students and staff, as well as between staff.

1.5 Work Spaces – Ensure adequate spaces are available to allow for professional collaboration, 

confidential communications, as well as ample dedicated space for student services (i.e. speech 

& occupational therapies, special education services, additional instruction) to be delivered.

1.6 Transitions Between Buildings – Reduce the number of student transitions between buildings.

1.7 Learning Environments – Incorporate environmental qualities such as lighting, 

acoustics, and air quality that positively impact student learning.

KEY FACILITY CONSIDERATIONS
Vision 202 participants identified preferred facility options focusing on the elementary grade configura-
tion and location from eight initial facility scenarios.  Based on participant feedback, three options were 
identified as the most desirable.

2.1 Option G – First Choice Option

• New PreK-5 Building at the Meadows Site

2.2 Option F – Second Choice Option

• New PreK-5 Building at the Schiesher Site

2.3 Option C – Third Choice Option

• New PreK-2 Building at the Meadows Site

• New 3-5 Building at the Schiesher Site

2.4 Elementary Grade Configuration – The Vision 202 participants significantly 

preferred a single-building for the elementary grades.

2.5 School Location – Both the Meadows site and the Schiesher site 

were indicated as desirable sites for a new school.

2.6 Financial Considerations – Vision 202 participants expressed the desire 

to focus on facility options that do not require a referendum.

2.7 Drop-off/Pick-up Logistics – Participants indicated an interest in exploring 

solutions to drop-off/pick-up challenges at the schools.

2.8 Advantages & Disadvantages of the Facility Options – Vision 202 participants generated a 

list of advantages and disadvantages for each facility option, which is on the following page. 

It is recommended that these ideas be considered in the decision making process.
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Opportunities & Challenges

Opportunities:
• PK-5 in one building allows for:

 ° More efficient use of resources

 ° Increased collaboration across grade 

levels for teachers & students

• Fewer student transitions 

between schools

• No disruption during construction

• Improved drop-off/pick-up

• Better vehicle access

• Improved parking

• Three access roads to site

• Largest site, 8.0 acres; Regular shape

• Least expensive Option

Challenges:
• Increased traffic / potential congestion

• Potential increase in length of bus rides

• Potential impact of larger student 

body impact daily logistics & 

scheduling ex: shared spaces

Opportunities:
• PK-5 in one building allows for:

 ° More efficient use of resources

 ° Increased collaboration across grade 

levels for teachers & students

• Fewer student transitions 

between schools

• Proximity to JHS; Campus feel

• Improved parking

• Centralized location within District

• Proximity to public library

Challenges:
• Increased traffic / potential congestion

• Site access only from west

• Smaller site, 6.5 acres; Irregular shape 

• Reduced outdoor space

• Construction logistics; Extended 

construction time

• Portable classrooms; Construction 

impact on school year

• Potential impact of larger student 

body impact daily logistics & 

scheduling ex: shared spaces

• Coordinate construction phasing to avoid 

loss of gymnasium for a period of time

Opportunities:
• Maintains small school size 

with two new buildings

• Reduce traffic impact on school 

grounds and in neighborhoods

• PK-2: No disruption during construction

• 3-5 students have opportunity 

to use Wilde Field

• More green space with smaller buildings

Challenges:
• Maintain four facilities vs. three

• Only eliminates extra kindergarten 

transitions between elementary schools

• Construction logistics; Extended 

construction time at Schiesher

• Portable classrooms; Construction 

impact on school year at Schiesher

• Site access only from west at Schiesher

• Most expensive Option

OPTION G - First Choice

OPTION F - Second Choice

OPTION C - Third Choice

New PK-5 at Meadows

New PK-5 at Schiesher

New PK-2 at Meadows

New 3-5 at Schiesher

The Opportunities & Challenges lists of the top three preferred Elementary School Master Plan Options are a combination 
of the Advantages & Disadvantages, derived from the CES participants, with additional input by Perkins+Will. The CES par-
ticipant’s Advantages & Disadvantages lists can be viewed in the Appendix under CES 5 - Small Group Activity Responses.
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Options Development

General
The primary focus for the Master Plan options development was on the elementary schools as was de-
scribed in the Project Overview section of this report. Immediately following this summary is a more 
detailed description of the top three preferred options identified by the Community Engagement partici-
pants in order of the option ranking. Following those three options is additional master plan information 
regarding the Junior High School, Senior High School, and District Offices that were developed along 
with the elementary options focus.

CES 3
As described in the Project Overview section, eight options, A-H, were presented at Community 
Engagement Session (CES) 3. Each of these options can be viewed in the appendix. After group discus-
sion, the attending stakeholders were asked to vote on their top three preferred options. Each participant  
was given three stickers and asked to place them on their individual top three options. The results, 
shown below, clearly identified Options F and G as the top two, and Option C as the clear third.

In addition to the sticker votes, each table was asked to provide comments on each of the options re-
garding advantages, concerns, additional questions and additional feedback for Perkins+Will and the 
Facilitating Team to consider.

CES 4
After reviewing the feedback from CES-3, the top three options were refined and presented again during 
CES 4. In this presentation additional information regarding construction timeline and logistics were 
presented first. The CES participants were asked to discuss and then rank the three options resulting in 
the following order of preference:

Rank Option 1st Choice 2nd Choice 3rd Choice

1.  Option G 38 26 4
2.  Option F 21 31 16
3.  Option C 9 11 48

After this initial ranking, budget cost information was provided for each of the options and the partici-
pants were asked again to discuss and re-rank the options to see if the budget implications affected the 
participants preferences with the following results:

Rank Option 1st Choice 2nd Choice 3rd Choice

1.  Option G 45 21 2
2.  Option F 19 40 9
3.  Option C 4 7 57
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MASTER PLAN - SUMMARY

CES 4 continued
The addition of the budget information did not change the ranking preferences, but solidified the order 
of preferences for each of the options. Option G is the clear first choice with Option F as a close second 
and Option C a distant third choice.

CES 5
A recap of CES’s 1-4 was provided identifying the key findings, considerations and preferences of the 
previous participants. CES 5 participants were then asked to review the key findings and recommenda-
tions in order to confirm the Facilitating Team had accurately documented and represented the feedback 
from the Engagement Session participants. There was general agreement with the key findings from the 
attendees at CES 5 with a few additional comments or questions.
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Description

MASTER PLAN - OPTION G

NEW PK-5 SCHOOL AT MEADOWS SITE
This option utilizes the Meadows site for the construction of a new PK-5 building. As will be described 
in the Construction Timeline and Site Logistics portion of this option, the construction activities of this 
new building will not impact the current students or teachers at Tate Woods or Schiesher Elementary 
Schools. The Meadows site is the most appropriate in size and proportion for a new elementary building 
at 8 acres in a rectangular shape having three sides with street access.

The layout illustrated on the diagrams following these descriptions are intended as a simple organiza-
tional concept for the building. It is not intended to represent a final design solution or limit the pos-
sibilities for exploration during the design process.

MAIN BUILDING
General
There are Two Story Classroom Wings to the north and south intended to house grades PK-2 in one wing 
and 3-5 in the other. Shared Resources used specifically by each wing occupy the connection area be-
tween the wings and the central School Shared Resources area of the building. The central area includes 
resources shared by both the PK-2nd grade wing and the 3rd-5th grade wing.

Throughout the Facility Master Plan process the current intimate nature of the existing schools was high-
lighted as a desirable feature to be maintained as best as possible in proposed solutions. The separation 
of the PK-2nd grade children and the 3rd-5th grade children into separate wings allows for the creation 
of those smaller communities within the larger school. Combining these two grade communities under 
one roof also allows for greater efficiency of shared resources and potential for improved collaboration 
within the District and minimizes the number of transitions as children advance up through the grade 
levels.

North Classroom Wing
The north classroom wing is intended to accommodate the PK-2nd grade students. There is a second-
ary building entrance to the north connecting it to the north parent drop-off lane indicated with a blue 
dashed line on the diagram. The western entrance to the wing can provide additional pedestrian access. 
The eastern entrance will provide access to the play fields and playgrounds on the eastern portion of the 
site. The wing is two stories, with the intention Pre-kindergarten and Kindergarten students occupy the 
first floor, while the second floor houses the first and second grade students.

North Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources area 
is intended to house functions common to the PK-2nd grade classroom wing. It could potentially house 
a Library Resource Center as well as other shared functions such as art and music specific to PK-2nd 
grade students. Additionally, teacher collaboration and resource spaces can occupy this section of the 
building along with students services which would need regular interaction with students in that wing.

South Classroom Wing
The south classroom wing is intended to accommodate the 3rd-5th grade students. Similar to the north 
wing, there is a secondary building entrance to the south connecting it to the south parent drop-off lane 
indicated with a blue dashed line on the diagram. The western entrance to the wing can provide addi-
tional pedestrian access. The eastern entrance will provide access to the play fields and playgrounds on 
the eastern portion of the site. The wing is two stories, with the intention the 3rd grade students occupy 
the first floor, while the second floor houses the 4th and 5th grade students.
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South Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources area 
is intended to house functions common to the 3rd-5th grade classroom wing. It could potentially house 
a Library Resource Center as well as other shared functions such as art, music specific to 3rd-5th grade 
students. Additionally, teacher collaboration and resource spaces can occupy this section of the building 
along with students services which would need regular interaction with students in that wing.

Central School Shared Resources
The central School Shared Resource area will house functions that will need to be accessed by both the 
PK-2nd grade classroom wing students as well as the 3rd-5th grade classroom wing students. The main 
administration would flank the main entrance along the west side of the building. A gymnasium would 
likely occupy the eastern portion of the central area so it would have immediate access to the play fields 
and green space to the east. A cafeteria and multipurpose room are other program functions that would 
be located in this central area.

SITE
General
The layout provides vehicular access to the site from the north, west and south in order to most effi-
ciently allow vehicles to enter and exit the site and disperse vehicular traffic in the area. The north and 
south drop-off and pick-up lanes are intended for parent cars as indicated with blue dashed lines on 
the diagram on the following pages. The west lane is for bus drop-off and pick-up as indicated with the 
orange dashed line on the diagram on the following pages. A traffic study and analysis of the effects 
associated with adding a new school at this location will help determine how the strategies described 
herein should be modified to best address any additional traffic.

West Bus Lane
The west drop-off lane would be accessed from Westview Lane for both entry and exiting. This would 
mainly serve as bus drop-off and pick-up at the beginning and end of the school day. During the school 
day, visitors would utilize the approximate 20 parking spaces along this drive in order to access the main 
entrance. 

North Parking Lot
The north parking lot and drop-off lane would be accessed from S Road. Students walking or riding 
bikes would be able to access the north classroom wing from the northeastern corner of the parking lot 
sidewalk connection. Parents for the PK-2nd grade students would drop-off and pick-up their children 
along the sidewalk immediately north of the building. The approximately 72 parking spaces would serve 
as faculty parking for the faculty working in the north classroom wing.

South Parking Lot
The south parking lot and drop-off lane would be accessed from 59th Street. The access point is in-
tentionally aligned with the intersection of 59th Street and Dover Drive likely requiring the addition of a 
four way stop or a stop light at that intersection as 59th Street is one of the more major thoroughfares 
through the Meadows neighborhood. Students walking or riding bikes would be able to access the south 
classroom wing from the southeastern corner of the parking lot sidewalk connection. Parents for the 3rd-
5th grade students would drop-off and pick-up their children along the sidewalk immediately south of 
the building. The approximately 87 parking spaces would serve as faculty parking for the faculty working 
in the south classroom wing.
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Playground / Green Space
The building and parking lots are focused along the western half of the site to allow for the eastern por-
tion of the site to remain open for playgrounds, play fields and open green space. The green space can be 
directly accessed by each of the classroom wings as well as the gymnasium located in the central school 
shared resources area. If this option is selected to move forward, the design process should explore the 
possibility of including a baseball field on site.

PROJECT BUDGET
During the Facility Master Plan process, the three preferred options identified during the Community 
Engagement Sessions, including this one, were analyzed and estimated project budgets were devel-
oped. These budgets include Direct Construction Budget costs which are inclusive of demolition of 
existing building and site elements, construction of the building, parking lots, storm water detention, 
playgrounds, and site restoration. Also included in the development of the Project Budgets are Indirect 
Construction Budget costs including contingencies, professional service fees, testing, furniture, and 
technology.

These project budgets are intended as one component of the Facility Master Plan Options to be used 
along with all the other supplied information in order to provide the the attendees of the Community 
Engagements Sessions and the Board of Education a sufficient amount of information in order to make 
an informed decision on how to best improve the District’s physical assets and advance its educational 
delivery within available resources. The budget figures are not construction bid numbers, nor are they de-
tailed estimates based upon a finished design. They are based upon the information developed to date. If 
and when the District decides to proceeds with any option, that design should be estimated at regular in-
tervals in order to make sure the final design remains in line with the District’s budget and expectations.

Direct Construction Budget: $ 30,300,000

Indirect Construction Budget: $ 8,200,000

Total Project Budget: $ 38,500,000

Option G is the least expensive of the three preferred options.
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Grade Configuration

Student counts are from the 2015-2016 school year

Tate Woods
Grades: N/A

Students: None

Senior High
Grades: 9-12

Students: 529

Junior High
Grades: 6-8

Students: 363

Schiesher
Grades: N/A

Students: None

Meadows
Grades: PK-5

Students: 700
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New PK-5 Building at Meadows

MASTER PLAN - OPTION G

Playground

Playground
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Construction Timeline & Site Logistics

MASTER PLAN - OPTION G

Existing Completion

Demolition Expansion

Construction

Existing Site
The existing building is in the northwest-
ern corner of the site with the parking lot 
immediately southwest. There are two 
playgrounds east of the building, and two 
ball fields in the southeast corner at the 
lowest elevation of the site. The timeline 
below assumes the following to occur 
prior to construction:

• Detailed Programming Fall 2016

• Building Design Winter 2016-Fall 2017

• Bidding Fall/Winter 2017

Demolition
Since the Meadows facility is not current-
ly used by the District for its students, 
demolition activities can begin at any 
time being not hindered by the school 
year. As indicated in orange below, de-
molition activities would likely begin in 
the spring of 2018 based on the assumed 
activities occuring as listed above.

Construction
The building and site construction would 
occur over approximately one to one and a 
half years as indicated in blue below. The 
construction would be completed during 
the summer of 2019, allowing for the in-
stallation of technology and furniture.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Completion
The building should be ready to be oc-
cupied starting in the fall of 2019. Some 
time would likely need to be coordinated 
with the faculty toward the end of the 
summer of 2019 to introduce them to the 
new facility prior to the beginning of the 
school year.

Potential Expansion
The concept layout allows for potential 
expansion as illustrated with the trans-
lucent areas shown in the image to the 
right. The two story classroom wings can 
be expanded to the east should student 
population increase. The areas shown 
represent additions of four classrooms 
on the first and second floors each for 
a potential total of eight added class-
rooms per wing. The north and south 
parking lots can also be expanded east-
ward to accommodate increased parking 
requirements.

Playground

Playground

Playground

Playground
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Description

MASTER PLAN - OPTION F

NEW PK-5 SCHOOL AT SCHIESHER SITE
This option utilizes the Schiesher site for the construction of a new PK-5 building. As will be described 
in the Construction Timeline and Site Logistics portion of this option, the construction activities of this 
new building will be phased over a two year period while the existing school is in operation.

The layout illustrated on the diagrams following these descriptions are intended as a simple organiza-
tional concept for the building. It is not intended to represent a final design solution or limit the pos-
sibilities for exploration during the design process.

MAIN BUILDING
General
The general concept for Option F is the same as Option G, however the shape and size of the property 
require the same set of components to have a slightly varied layout. There are two story classroom wings 
extending out from the central School Shared Resources area to the east and southwest intended to 
house grades PK-2 in one wing and 3-5 in the other. Shared Resources used specifically by each wing 
occupy a portion of the connection area between the wings and the central area of the building. The 
central area includes resources shared by both the PK-2 wing and the 3-5 wing.

Throughout the Facility Master Plan process the current intimate nature of the existing schools was 
highlighted as a desirable feature to be maintained as best as possible in proposed solutions. The 
separation of the PK-2 children and the 3-5 children into separate wings allows for the creation of those 
smaller communities within the larger school. Combining these two grade communities under one roof 
also allows for greater efficiency of shared resources and potential for improved collaboration within the 
District.

East Classroom Wing
The east classroom wing is intended to accommodate the PK-2 students. There is the main building en-
trance at the northwest corner of the building providing the main point of connection to parent and bus 
pick-up/drop-off lanes indicated in blue and orange dashed lines. A secondary entrance/exits exist at the 
east end of the classrooms wing providing access to the playground area dedicated to this wing of the 
building as well as a second means of access to the parent pick-up/drop-off lane to the north indicated 
by a blue dashed line. The wing is two stories, with the intention Pre-kindergarten and Kindergarten 
students occupy the first floor, while the second floor houses the first and second grade students.

East Wing Shared Resources
The shared resources area is at the southwest corner of the classroom wing at the junction between the 
classroom wing and main central area. It is intended to house functions common to the PK-2 classroom 
wing, potentially including a Library Resource Center as well as other shared functions such as art and 
music specific to PK-2 students. Additionally, teacher collaboration and resource spaces can occupy this 
section of the building along with students services which would need regular interaction with students 
within that wing.

Southwest Classroom Wing
The southwest classroom wing is intended to accommodate the 3-5 students. Similar to the east wing, 
there is a secondary building entrance at the end of the wing to the southwest connecting it to the south 
end of the bus pick-up/drop-off lane indicated with a orange dashed line on the diagram. This southwest 
entrance will provide access to the playground area specific to this wing. The wing is two stories, with 
the intention the third grade students occupy the first floor, while the second floor houses the fourth and 
fifth grade students.
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Southwest Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area is at the northwest corner of the classroom wing at the junction between 
the classroom wing and the main central area. It is intended to house functions common to the 3-5 
classroom wing, potentially including a Library Resource Center as well as other shared functions such 
as art and music specific to 3-5 students. Additionally, teacher collaboration and resource spaces can 
occupy this section of the building along with students services which would need regular interaction 
with students within that wing.

Central School Shared Resources
The central School Shared Resource area will house functions that will need to be accessed by both 
the PK-2 classroom wing students as well as the 3-5 classroom wing students. The main administration 
would flank the main entrance northwest corner of the building. A gymnasium would likely occupy the 
eastern portion of the central area along the southern exterior wall so it would have immediate access 
to the green spaces to the east and southwest. A cafeteria and multipurpose room are other program 
functions that would be located in this central area.

SITE
General
The layout provides vehicular access to the site all from Kingston Avenue to the west. The north drop-off 
and pick-up lane circumferences the parking lot and is intended for parent cars as indicated with blue 
dashed lines on the diagram on the following pages. The west lane is for bus drop-off and pick-up as 
indicated with the orange dashed line on the diagram on the following pages. A traffic study and analysis 
of the effects associated with adding PK-2 students to a new school at this location will help determine 
how the strategies described herein should be modified to best address any additional traffic.

West Bus Lane
The west drop-off lane would be accessed from Kingston Avenue for both entry and exiting. This would 
mainly serve as bus drop-off and pick-up at the beginning and end of the school day. During the school 
day, visitors would utilize the approximate 54 existing parking spaces in the parking lot across the street 
on the west side of Kingston Avenue.

North Parking Lot
The north parking lot and parent pick-up/drop-off lane would be accessed from Kingston Avenue at the 
northwest corner of the site. Parents for both the PK-2 and 3-5 students would drop-off and pick-up 
their children along the sidewalk immediately north of the building which extend north along the eastern 
edge of the parking lot in order to maximize the queuing capacity for cars. The approximate 150 parking 
spaces would serve as faculty parking for the entire school’s faculty.

Playground / Green Space
The Schiesher site, at 6.5 acres, is not as large as the Meadows site as well as being an irregular shape. 
Therefore, as evident in the following diagrams, there is less available green space remaining once the 
school building, parking and drive lanes of comparable size to Option G are placed on the site. The build-
ing and parking lots are focused as much as possible along the northern and western portions of the site 
to allow for the eastern and southernmost portions of the site to remain open as playgrounds for each of 
the classroom wings. The green spaces can be directly accessed by each of the classroom wings as well 
as the gymnasium located in the central School Shared Resources area. Based on the current property 
size and layout, it is highly unlikely that a baseball field will fit on the site. If this option is chosen to 
proceed, the District may want to consider the possibility of purchasing some or all of the four properties 
immediately to the south between the Schiesher property and Ohio Street.
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PROJECT BUDGET
During the Facility Master Plan process, the three preferred options identified during the Community 
Engagement Sessions, including this one, were analyzed and estimated project budgets were devel-
oped. These budgets include Direct Construction Budget costs which are inclusive of demolition of 
existing building and site elements, construction of the building, parking lots, storm water detention, 
playgrounds, and site restoration. Also included in the development of the Project Budgets are Indirect 
Construction Budget costs including contingencies, professional service fees, testing, furniture, and 
technology.

These project budgets are intended as one component of the Facility Master Plan Options to be used 
along with all the other supplied information in order to provide the the attendees of the Community 
Engagements Sessions and the Board of Education a sufficient amount of information in order to make 
an informed decision on how to best improve the District’s physical assets and advance its educational 
delivery within available resources. The budget figures are not construction bid numbers, nor are they de-
tailed estimates based upon a finished design. They are based upon the information developed to date. If 
and when the District decides to proceeds with any option, that design should be estimated at regular in-
tervals in order to make sure the final design remains in line with the District’s budget and expectations.

Direct Construction Budget: $ 31,900,000

Indirect Construction Budget: $ 8,600,000

Total Project Budget: $ 40,500,000

Option F and Option G are almost identical in regard to the development of the Project Budgets. The 
main factor accounting for the $2,000,000 increase in cost for Option F is the extended construction 
timeline and phasing required by constructing on a site with a school that must stay in operation during 
the construction of the new school.
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Grade Configuration

Student counts are from the 2015-2016 school year

Tate Woods
Grades: N/A

Students: None

Senior High
Grades: 9-12

Students: 529

Junior High
Grades: 6-8

Students: 363

Schiesher
Grades: PK-5

Students: 700

Meadows
Grades: N/A

Students: None
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New PK-5 Building at Schiesher

MASTER PLAN - OPTION F

Playground

Playground
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Construction Timeline & Site Logistics

MASTER PLAN - OPTION F

Existing Phase 1 Construction / Phase 2 Demolition

Phase 1 Demolition Phase 1 Construction / Phase 2 Demolition

Phase 2 ConstructionPhase 1 Construction

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Existing Site
The existing building is in the north and 
eastern portion of the site with the park-
ing lot along the northern property line. 
There is a playground and  ball field to 
the southwest of the building. The time-
line below assumes the following to occur 
prior to construction:

• Detailed Programming Fall 2016

• Building Design Winter 2016-Fall 2017

• Bidding Fall/Winter 2017

Phase 1 Demolition
With the Schiesher school needed to 
remain in use for the duration of the 
new school’s construction, demolition 
activities would likely not begin until 
the summer of 2018, as indicated in 
orange on the timeline below, based on 
the assumed activities occurring as listed 
above. Demolition would start with the 
removal of the bus loop, the playground 
and ball field to the southwest.

Phase 1 Construction - 2018-2019
Phase one of the new building construc-
tion including the west wing and partial 
shared resources would occur over ap-
proximately one year as indicated in blue 
below. During the 2018-2019 school 
year, bus drop-off and pick-up would 
occur along Kingston Avenue. During 
this time outdoor play and P.E. activities 
would have to be limited to the narrow 
area immediately south of the building or 
across the street at the track.

Phase 1 Construction - Summer 2019
During the Summer of 2019 the exist-
ing building will be demolished in order 
to allow for the construction of the east 
PK-2 Two Story Classroom Wing and the 
remainder of the central School Shared 
Resources

Phase 1 Construction - Summer 2019
While the existing building is being de-
molished, construction will continue 
on the southwest Two Story Classroom 
Wing, the new bus drop-off/pick-up lane. 
Portable Classrooms will be constructed 
in order to accommodate the 3rd-5th 
grade students during the 2019-2020 
school year as well as Temporary Faculty 
Parking..

Phase 2 Construction - Summer 2019
Once the existing building is completely 
demolished and all necessary compo-
nents for the 2019-2020 school year are 
constructed, a Staging Area will be estab-
lished in order to begin construction on 
Phase 2 portion of the building.

Portable Classrooms

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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Phase 2 Construction Expansion

Phase 2 Construction

Completion

2019-2020 School Year
During the 2019-2020 school year the 
3rd-5th grade students and faculty will 
occupy the Phase 1 portion of the build-
ing along with the Portable Classrooms to 
the south. Buses will utilize the new bus 
loop as indicated by the orange dashed 
line and parents will utilize the parking 
lot across Kingston Avenue, as they cur-
rently do, for parent drop-off/pick-up, in-
dicated by the blue dashed line.

Phase 2 Construction - 2019-2020
Starting in the Fall of 2019, Phase 2 con-
struction will begin on the remainder of 
the central School Shared Resources and 
the east Two Story Classroom Wing. As 
indicated in red on the timeline below, 
the Phase 1 building may not include 
enough space for a gymnasium during the 
2019-2020 school year. If this scheme 
is selected to proceed, the design team 
should explore possibilities on how to 
integrate both a gym and cafeteria into 
Phase 1 in order to avoid this possibility.

Phase 2 Construction - Summer 2020
During the summer of 2020 the Portable 
Classrooms, Temporary Faculty Parking 
and Staging Area will be removed. 
Construction will be completed on the 
Phase 2 building, the north parking lot 
will be constructed and the site restored, 
including the playgrounds near the east 
and southwest classroom wings.

Completion
The building should be ready to occupy 
starting in the fall of 2020. Some time 
would likely need to be coordinated with 
the faculty toward the end of the summer 
of 2020 to introduce them to the new fa-
cility prior to the beginning of the school 
year.

Potential Expansion
The concept layout allows for potential 
expansion as illustrated with the trans-
lucent areas shown in the image to the 
right. The Two Story Classroom Wings 
can be expanded to the east and south-
west should student population increase. 
The areas shown represent additions of 
four classrooms on the first and second 
floors each for a potential total of eight 
added classrooms per wing. The north 
parking lot can also be expanded east-
ward to accommodate increased parking 
requirements.

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms

Playground

Playground

Playground

Playground

Playground

Playground

2019-2020 School Year

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms
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8.

9.

10.

11.
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Description

MASTER PLAN - OPTION C

NEW PK-2 SCHOOL AT MEADOWS SITE AND 
NEW 3-5 SCHOOL AT SCHIESHER SITE
This option utilizes the Meadows site for the construction of a new PK-2 building and the Schiesher site 
for the construction of a new 3-5 building. As will be described in the Construction Timeline and Site 
Logistics portion of this option, the construction activities for the new PK-2 building will not impact the 
current students or teachers at Tate Woods. The construction activities of the new 3-5 building will be 
phased over a two year period while the existing school is in operation. Each of these buildings will be 
described separately in the following pages.

The layout illustrated on the diagrams following these descriptions are intended as a simple organiza-
tional concept for the building. It is not intended to represent a final design solution or limit the pos-
sibilities for exploration during the design process.

NEW PK-2 SCHOOL AT MEADOWS SITE 
MAIN BUILDING
General
The general concept for the PK-2 building at the Meadows site is the same as Option G, however it is a 
smaller building as it only needs to serve PK-2nd grade students. There are One Story Classroom Wings 
to the north and south intended to house grades Pre-kindergarten and Kindergarten students in one wing 
and 1st and 2nd grade students in the other. Shared Resources used specifically by each wing occupy 
the connection area between the wings and the central School Shared Resources area of the building. 
The central area includes resources shared by both the PK-K wing and the 1-2 wing.

Throughout the Facility Master Plan process the current intimate nature of the existing schools was 
highlighted as a desirable feature to be maintained as best as possible in proposed solutions. This 
option maintains the current separation of buildings between 2nd and 3rd grades, but integrates the 
Kindergarten students with the PK, 1st and 2nd grade students. The separation of the PK-K children 
and the 1st-2nd grade children into separate wings further allows for the creation of smaller communi-
ties within the school.

North Classroom Wing
The north classroom wing is intended to accommodate the PK-K students. There is a secondary building 
entrance to the north connecting it to the north parent drop-off lane indicated with a blue dashed line 
on the diagram. The western entrance to the wing can provide additional pedestrian access. The eastern 
entrance will provide access to the play fields and playgrounds on the eastern portion of the site.

North Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources 
area is intended to house functions common to the PK-K classroom wing. It could potentially house a 
small Library Resource Center as well as teacher collaboration and resource spaces along with student 
services which would need regular interaction with the students in that wing.

South Classroom Wing
The south classroom wing is intended to accommodate the 1st-2nd grade students. Similar to the north 
wing, there is a secondary building entrance to the south connecting it to the south parent drop-off lane 
indicated with a blue dashed line on the diagram. The western entrance to the wing can provide addi-
tional pedestrian access. The eastern entrance will provide access to the play fields and playgrounds on 
the eastern portion of the site.
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South Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources area 
is intended to house functions common to the 1st-2nd grade classroom wing. It could potentially house 
a small Library Resource Center as well as teacher collaboration and resource spaces along with student 
services which would need regular interaction with the students in that wing.

Central School Shared Resources
The central School Shared Resources area will house functions that will need to be accessed by both 
the PK-K classroom wing students as well as the 1st-2nd grade classroom wing students. The main 
administration would flank the main entrance along the west side of the building. A gymnasium would 
likely occupy the eastern portion of the central area so it would have immediate access to the play fields 
and green space to the east. A cafeteria and multipurpose room are other program functions that would 
be located in this central area.

SITE
General
This site is the same as Option G, only with a smaller building, which allows for more green space to the 
east.

The layout provides vehicular access to the site from the north, west and south in order to most effi-
ciently allow vehicles to enter and exit the site and disperse vehicular traffic in the area. The north and 
south drop-off and pick-up lanes are intended for parent cars as indicated with blue dashed lines on 
the diagram on the following pages. The west lane is for bus drop-off and pick-up as indicated with the 
orange dashed line on the diagram on the following pages. A traffic study and analysis of the effects 
associated with adding a new school at this location will help determine how the strategies described 
herein should be modified to best address any additional traffic.

West Bus Lane
The west drop-off lane would be accessed from Westview Lane for both entry and exiting. This would 
mainly serve as bus drop-off and pick-up at the beginning and end of the school day. During the school 
day, visitors would utilize the approximate 20 parking spaces along this drive in order to access the main 
entrance.

North Parking Lot
The north parking lot and drop-off lane would be accessed from S Road. Students walking or riding 
bikes would be able to access the north classroom wing from the northeastern corner of the parking lot 
sidewalk connection. Parents for the PK-K students would drop-off and pick-up their children along the 
sidewalk immediately north of the building. The approximately 72 parking spaces would serve as faculty 
parking for the faculty working in the north classroom wing.

South Parking Lot
The south parking lot and drop-off lane would be accessed from 59th Street. The access point is in-
tentionally aligned with the intersection of 59th Street and Dover Drive likely requiring the addition of a 
four way stop or a stop light at that intersection as 59th Street is one of the more major thoroughfares 
through the Meadows neighborhood. Students walking or riding bikes would be able to access the south 
classroom wing from the southeastern corner of the parking lot sidewalk connection. Parents for the 1st-
2nd grade students would drop-off and pick-up their children along the sidewalk immediately south of 
the building. The approximately 87 parking spaces would serve as faculty parking for the faculty working 
in the south classroom wing.
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Playground / Green Space
As noted in the site general comments on the previous page, there is slightly more green space in this 
option than was shown in Option G. The building and parking lots are focused along the western half of 
the site to allow for the eastern portion of the site to remain open for playgrounds, play fields and open 
green space. The green space can be directly accessed by each of the classroom wings as well as the 
gymnasium located in the central school shared resources area. If this option is selected to move for-
ward, the design process should explore the possibility of including a baseball field on site.

NEW 3-5 SCHOOL AT SCHIESHER SITE
MAIN BUILDING
General
The general concept for the 3-5 School in Option C is similar to Option F, however the smaller school  in 
this option allows for the potential of a larger open green space along the east side of the property. There 
is a One Story Classroom Wing intended to house the 3rd grade students extending out from the central 
School Shared Resources area to the east and a Two Story Classroom Wing to the south intended to 
house grades 4-5. Shared Resources used specifically by each wing occupy the connection area between 
the wings and the central area of the building. The central area includes resources shared by both the 
3rd grade wing and the 4th-5th grade wing.

Throughout the Facility Master Plan process the current intimate nature of the existing schools was 
highlighted as a desirable feature to be maintained as best as possible in proposed solutions. The sepa-
ration of the 3rd grade children and the 4th-5th grade children into separate wings further allows for the 
creation of smaller communities within the school.

East Classroom Wing
The east classroom wing is intended to accommodate the 3rd grade students. There is the main building 
entrance at the northwest corner of the building providing the main point of connection to parent and 
bus pick-up/drop-off lanes indicated in blue and orange dashed lines. A secondary entrance/exits exist 
at the east end of the classroom wing providing access to the playground and green space area to the 
east as well as a second means of access to the parent pick-up/drop-off lane to the north indicated by 
a blue dashed line.

East Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources area 
is intended to house functions specific to the 3rd grade classroom wing. It could potentially house a 
small Library Resource Center as described in other options, however with only three grade levels in this 
building, it may be more efficient to have one main LRC in the central School Shared Resources area. 
The 3rd grade Shared Resources area could still house teacher collaboration and resource spaces along 
with student services which would need regular interaction with the students in that wing.

South Classroom Wing
The south classroom wing is intended to accommodate the 4th-5th grade students. Similar to the east 
wing, there is a secondary building entrance at the end of the wing to the west connecting it to the south 
end of the bus drop-off/pick-up lane indicated with a orange dashed line on the diagram. There is a small 
amount of green space immediately east of this wing that could potentially contain a small playground 
area. The wing is two stories, with the intention the 4th grade students occupy the first floor, while the 
second floor houses the 5th grade students.
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South Wing Shared Resources
The Shared Resources area connecting the classroom wing to the central School Shared Resources area 
is intended to house functions specific to the 4th-5th grade classroom wing. It could potentially house a 
small Library Resource Center as described in other options, however with only three grade levels in this 
building, it may be more efficient to have one main LRC in the central School Shared Resources area. 
The 4th-5th grade Shared Resources area could still house teacher collaboration and resource spaces 
along with student services which would need regular interaction with the students in that wing.

Central School Shared Resources
The central School Shared Resource area will house functions that will need to be accessed by both 
the 3rd grade classroom wing students as well as the 4th-5th grade classroom wing students. The main 
administration would flank the main entrance at the northwest corner of the building. A gymnasium 
would likely occupy the southeastern corner of the central area along the exterior wall so it would have 
immediate access to the green spaces to the east and south. A cafeteria and multipurpose room are 
other program functions that would be located in this central area.

SITE
General
This site is very similar to Option F, with a smaller building and parking area, which allow for more green 
space to the east.

The layout provides vehicular access to the site all from Kingston Avenue to the west. The north drop-off 
and pick-up lane circumferences the parking lot and is intended for parent cars as indicated with blue 
dashed lines on the diagram on the following pages. The west lane is for bus drop-off and pick-up as 
indicated with the orange dashed line on the diagram on the following pages. While this option does not 
increase the number of grades housed on this site, a traffic study and analysis of the effects associated 
with reconfiguring the entrances and exits for a new school at this location will help determine how the 
strategies described herein should be modified to best address any new or existing traffic issues.

West Bus Lane
The west drop-off lane would be accessed from Kingston Avenue for both entry and exiting. This would 
mainly serve as bus drop-off and pick-up at the beginning and end of the school day. During the school 
day, visitors would utilize the approximate 54 existing parking spaces in the parking lot across the street 
on the west side of Kingston Avenue.

North Parking Lot
The north parking lot and parent drop-off lane would be accessed from Kingston Avenue at the north-
west corner of the site. Parents would drop-off and pick-up their children along the sidewalk immediately 
north of the building which extends north along the eastern edge of the parking lot in order to maximize 
the queuing capacity for cars. The approximate 120 parking spaces would serve as faculty parking for 
the entire school’s faculty.
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Playground / Green Space
The Schiesher site, at 6.5 acres, is not as large as the Meadows site and is an irregular shape. Therefore, 
as evident in the following diagrams, there is less available green space remaining once the school build-
ing, parking and drive lanes are placed on the site than is shown at the new PK-2 school at the Meadows. 
The building and parking lots are focused as much as possible along the northern and western portions 
of the site to allow for the eastern portion of the site to remain open as playgrounds and green space. 
The layout currently shown does not provide separate green space for each of the classroom wings as 
is shown in Option F. If that ability is desired, it can be explored by the design team if this option is 
selected to proceed. Depending on the final design of this building, there is potentially enough space 
to construct a baseball field on the site. However, based on the current property size and layout, there 
may not be enough space to replace the field that was removed with a field of equal size. If this option is 
chosen to proceed, the District may want to consider the possibility of purchasing some or all of the four 
properties immediately to the south between the Schiesher property and Ohio Street.

PROJECT BUDGET
During the Facility Master Plan process, the three preferred options identified during the Community 
Engagement Sessions, including this one, were analyzed and estimated project budgets were devel-
oped. These budgets include Direct Construction Budget costs which are inclusive of demolition of 
existing building and site elements, construction of the building, parking lots, storm water detention, 
playgrounds, and site restoration. Also included in the development of the Project Budgets are Indirect 
Construction Budget costs including contingencies, professional service fees, testing, furniture, and 
technology.

These project budgets are intended as one component of the Facility Master Plan Options to be used 
along with all the other supplied information in order to provide the the attendees of the Community 
Engagements Sessions and the Board of Education a sufficient amount of information in order to make 
an informed decision on how to best improve the District’s physical assets and advance its educational 
delivery within available resources. The budget figures are not construction bid numbers, nor are they de-
tailed estimates based upon a finished design. They are based upon the information developed to date. If 
and when the District decides to proceeds with any option, that design should be estimated at regular in-
tervals in order to make sure the final design remains in line with the District’s budget and expectations.

Direct Construction Budget: $ 36,500,000

Indirect Construction Budget: $ 10,100,000

Total Project Budget: $ 46,600,000

Option C is the most expensive of the three preferred options. This is a direct result of building two sepa-
rate schools on two different sites as well as the extended construction timeline and phasing required for 
constructing the new 3rd-5th grade school on the Schiesher site while maintaining the operation of the 
existing school during the construction.
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Grade Configuration

Student counts are from the 2015-2016 school year

Tate Woods
Grades: N/A

Students: None

Senior High
Grades: 9-12

Students: 529

Junior High
Grades: 6-8

Students: 363

Schiesher
Grades: 3-5

Students: 334

Meadows
Grades: PK-2

Students: 366
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New PK-2 Building at Meadows
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Playground

Playground
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MASTER PLAN - OPTION C

Existing Completion

Demolition Expansion

Construction

Playground

Playground

Playground

Playground

Existing Site
The existing building is in the northwest-
ern corner of the site with the parking lot 
immediately southwest. There are two 
playgrounds east of the building, and two 
ball fields in the southeast corner at the 
lowest elevation of the site. The timeline 
below assumes the following to occur 
prior to construction:

• Detailed Programming Fall 2016

• Building Design Winter 2016-Fall 2017

• Bidding Fall/Winter 2017

Demolition
Since the Meadows facility is not current-
ly used by the District for its students, 
demolition activities can begin at any 
time being not hindered by the school 
year. As indicated in orange below, de-
molition activities would likely begin in 
the spring of 2018 based on the assumed 
activities occurring as listed above.

Construction
The building and site construction would 
occur over approximately one to one and 
a half years as indicated in blue below. 
The construction would be completed 
around the beginning of summer 2019, 
allowing for the installation of technology 
and furniture.

Completion
The building should be ready to be oc-
cupied starting in the fall of 2019. Some 
time would likely need to be coordinated 
with the faculty toward the end of the 
summer of 2019 to introduce them to the 
new facility prior to the beginning of the 
school year.

Potential Expansion
The concept layout allows for potential 
expansion as illustrated with the trans-
lucent areas shown in the image to the 
right. The two story classroom wings can 
be expanded to the east should student 
population increase. The areas shown 
represent additions of four classrooms 
on the first and second floors each for 
a potential total of eight added class-
rooms per wing. The north and south 
parking lots can also be expanded east-
ward to accommodate increased parking 
requirements.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
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Existing Phase 1 Construction / Phase 2 Demolition

Phase 1 Demolition Phase 1 Construction / Phase 2 Demolition

Phase 2 ConstructionPhase 1 Construction

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Portable Classrooms

Existing Site
The existing building is in the north and 
eastern portion of the site with the park-
ing lot along the northern property line. 
There is a playground and  ball field to 
the southwest of the building. The time-
line below assumes the following to occur 
prior to construction:

• Detailed Programming Fall 2016

• Building Design Winter 2016-Fall 2017

• Bidding Fall/Winter 2017

Phase 1 Demolition
With the Schiesher school needed to 
remain in use for the duration of the 
new school’s construction, demolition 
activities would likely not begin until 
the summer of 2018, as indicated in 
orange on the timeline below, based on 
the assumed activities occurring as listed 
above. Demolition would start with the 
removal of the bus loop, the playground 
and ball field to the southwest.

Phase 1 Construction - 2018-2019
Phase one of the new building construc-
tion including the south wing and shared 
resources would occur over approximate-
ly one year as indicated in blue below. 
During the 2018-2019 school year, bus 
drop-off and pick-up would occur along 
Kingston Avenue. During this time out-
door play and P.E. activities would have 
to be limited to the narrow area immedi-
ately south of the building or across the 
street at the track.

Phase 1 Construction - Summer 2019
During the Summer of 2019 the exist-
ing building will be demolished in order 
to allow for the construction of the east 
PK-2 Two Story Classroom Wing and the 
remainder of the central School Shared 
Resources

Phase 1 Construction - Summer 2019
While the existing building is being de-
molished, construction will continue on 
the south Two Story Classroom Wing, cen-
tral School Shared Resources, and the 
new bus drop-off/pick-up lane. Portable 
Classrooms will be constructed in order 
to accommodate the 3rd-5th grade stu-
dents during the 2019-2020 school year 
as well as Temporary Faculty Parking.

Phase 2 Construction - Summer 2019
Once the existing building is completely 
demolished and all necessary compo-
nents for the 2019-2020 school year are 
constructed, a Staging Area will be estab-
lished in order to begin construction on 
Phase 2 portion of the building.

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.
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Phase 2 Construction

Completion

Expansion

Phase 2 Construction

Playground

Playground

Playground

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms

2019-2020 School Year
During the 2019-2020 school year the 
3rd-5th grade students and faculty will 
occupy the Phase 1 portion of the build-
ing along with the Portable Classrooms to 
the north. Buses will utilize the new bus 
loop as indicated by the orange dashed 
line and parents will utilize the parking 
lot across Kingston Avenue, as they cur-
rently do, for parent drop-off/pick-up, in-
dicated by the blue dashed line.

Phase 2 Construction - 2019-2020
Starting in the Fall of 2019, Phase 2 con-
struction will begin on the remainder of 
the east Two Story Classroom Wing and 
its Shared Resources.

Phase 2 Construction - Summer 2020
During the summer of 2020 the Portable 
Classrooms, Temporary Faculty Parking 
and Staging Area will be removed. 
Construction will be completed on the 
Phase 2 building, the north parking lot 
will be constructed and the site restored, 
including the playgrounds near the east 
classroom wing.

Completion
The building should be ready to occupy 
starting in the fall of 2020. Some time 
would likely need to be coordinated with 
the faculty toward the end of the summer 
of 2020 to introduce them to the new fa-
cility prior to the beginning of the school 
year.

Potential Expansion
The concept layout allows for poten-
tial expansion as illustrated with the 
translucent areas shown in the image 
to the right. The Classroom Wings can 
be expanded to the east should student 
population increase. The areas shown 
represent additions of four classrooms 
per grade level, for a potential total of 
twelve added classrooms. The north 
parking lot can also be expanded east-
ward to accommodate increased parking 
requirements.

2019-2020 School Year

Temporary Faculty
Parking

Access Drive

Staging Area

Portable Classrooms

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.
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MASTER PLAN - JUNIOR HIGH

While the primary focus of the Facilities Master Plan was focused on the elementary schools, improve-
ments have been identified for the Junior High School separated into components which can be built 
as distinct individual projects phased over time. The components identified represent major projects 
that would help address specific issues identified in the Facility Assessment. The building improve-
ment components are depicted on the diagram in various colors. Yellow objects are additions, orange 
are renovations and green is outdoor renovations. The site improvements are shown in multiple colors 
representing various site materials.

The majority of these elements are able to implemented independent of the remainder of the other Junior 
High School components, however there are some components with sequential implications that must be 
considered. These coordination issues are identified in the following descriptions. There is no timeline 
or site logistics diagrams as was included with the three elementary school options.

MAIN BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS
Auxiliary Gym & Lockers (addition)
In order to address the deficiencies identified in the Educational Assessment under Athletics, a location 
for an auxiliary gym addition and locker room renovations immediately east of the existing main gym. The 
addition is currently shown encompassing the existing boys’ locker rooms and the art room. The service 
drive would have to be rerouted around the addition.

Two Story Science and Classrooms (addition)
The science classrooms were identified to be undersized and ill-proportioned with inflexible furniture. 
This addition would allow for improved science classrooms as well as re-configuration of some of the 
student service spaces to be adequately sized and located within the school.

Main Entrance (renovation)
The main entrance would be renovated to improve security for access into the building. An isolated 
vestibule area with a security check in would be created that a visitor would have to pass through before 
gaining access to the rest of the school, by passing through the main office or at a check in window con-
nected to the vestibule. The exterior of the main entrance would also be renovated in order to make it 
more prominent as the main entry point for visitors and occupants.

This renovation will likely want to be coordinated with the Main Drop-off / Pick-up Drive component.

Classrooms (renovation)
It was identified during the Facility Master Plan process that the District Administration is occupying 
valuable classroom space in the Junior High School. If another location was identified where the District 
Administration could move to, potentially at the Tate Woods, Schiesher or Meadows site depending on 
which Elementary School option is selected, then this area could be renovated into standard classrooms. 
In order to reinforce the sense of community between the grades, this area would be ideal for congre-
gating the 6th grade classrooms. It would allow for better consolidation of the other 7th grade and 8th 
grade classrooms as well. This may also allow for more small group and break-out collaboration space to 
be created elsewhere throughout the building.

Collaboration Space (renovation)
During regular school hours, the area outside the main entrance to the Auditorium is grossly under-
utilized. During performances it is used as pre and post function break-out social space. This area could 
be renovated into a break-out collaboration space for the students and classrooms in order to be better 
utilized. As it stands now its only function during the school day is expanded circulation space and mini-
mal display space for student projects.
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Library Resource Center (renovation)
There is currently a strong trend transforming Library Resource Centers from locations for the consump-
tion of information to spaces for the creation of content. The library’s adjacency to the Tech Lab presents 
an opportunity for resources to be shared between those spaces such as a green screen room or video 
editing lab. The open green space immediately to the west could potentially be developed into an outdoor 
learning break-out space.

Band and Choir (renovation)
Separate spaces would be created for Band and Choir. These two programs currently operate in the same 
space which is undersized and doesn’t meet the unique needs for each of these programs. In order to 
utilize the area identified for this renovation, alternate locations for the two classrooms in this area will 
have to be created either through the implementation of the Science addition or the classroom renovation 
at the current District Office location.

Courtyard Outdoor Learning (renovation)
The courtyard is currently under-utilized and could be renovated to make it more flexible and appealing 
to be used as an outdoor learning space by the various surrounding classrooms.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
Main Drop-off / Pick-up Drive (new construction/renovation)
Create a new set of drop-off lanes paralleling the northwest face of the building divided by a sidewalk 
median. The lane closest to the building would be dedicated to buses while the outer lane would be for 
parent cars. This would allow cars to drop-off and pick-up without interfering with the buses. Each lane 
would be composed of a drop-off and bypass lane and the median provides a safe staging area for the 
students to enter and exit their parent’s cars before or after crossing the bus drop-off lane.

Wilde Field (new construction)
The track and bleachers at Wilde Field are due to be replaced within the next ten years. There is an 
under-utilized green space to the south that would allow the field to be reconstructed closer to the south 
property line. This will allow the construction of additional parking and a connecting drive along the 
northern property line. The District currently has an agreement with Benedictine University to utilize 
their field for several of the High School competitive sports teams. While the possibility of lights at Wilde 
Field have been explored previously, the District should consider the issue again when the field is recon-
structed as it will be more cost effective to install the lights at the same time as the reconstruction. The 
District might also want to consider synthetic turf for the playing field as schools have typically gotten 
more usability out of synthetic fields over grass fields due to rain.

North Parking Connection Drive
If the track is rebuilt along the south property line, then a connecting drive can be constructed north of 
the track and parking can be added. If Wilde Field becomes the main sports field for the District, then 
the additional parking and flexibility of site circulation could prove to be useful. The drive would add ap-
proximately 72 additional spaces. This may be reduced during design pending landscaping and handicap 
accessibility requirements.
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MASTER PLAN - SENIOR HIGH

While the primary focus of the Facilities Master Plan was focused on the elementary schools, improve-
ments have been identified for the Senior High School separated into components which can be built 
as distinct individual projects phased over time. The components identified represent major projects 
that would help address specific issues identified in the Facility Assessment. The building improve-
ment components are depicted on the diagram in various colors. Yellow objects are additions, orange 
are renovations and green is outdoor renovations. The site improvements are shown in multiple colors 
representing various site materials.

The majority of these elements are able to implemented independent of the remainder of the other 
Senior High School components, however there are some components with sequential implications that 
must be considered. These coordination issues are identified in the following descriptions. There is no 
timeline or site logistics diagrams as was included with the three elementary school options.

The Senior High School master plan components identified here were not presented during the commu-
nity engagement sessions due to the primary focus on the elementary schools, which have much higher 
priority needs.

MAIN BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS
1ST FLOOR
Student Services (renovation)
In order to address the deficiencies identified in the Educational Assessment under Teachers & 
Administration and Special Education, a centralized location for the creation of a student services suite 
is shown immediately south of the existing commons/cafeteria. As a first step toward creating this suite,  
the tiered study hall, room 101, is currently under renovation to become the new location for several 
student services offices. The addition is currently shown encompassing this room and the four class-
rooms to the south. The intention would be to relocate special education from the second floor to this 
area along with all other students services within a renovated space specifically designed to suit these 
specific needs.

Storage (renovation)
With the completion of the current room 101 renovation described above, a few small offices northeast 
of the commons will be vacated. These smaller spaces would ideally be opened up into one larger storage 
space for general building storage and maintenance needs.

Gym Storage (addition)
Storage was identified as an issue from several sources during the educational assessment. Immediately 
west of the auxiliary gym is narrow addition to help reduce this issue. This new athletics focused storage 
would allow the two storage rooms immediately east of the auxiliary gym to be utilized for more general 
building storage needs.

Classrooms (renovation)
The majority of the original building classrooms were identified to have demountable partitions that 
were not properly separating the classrooms acoustically. These walls would be replaced with standard 
gypsum stud walls up through the drop acoustical ceiling in order to properly separate classrooms. When 
the walls are replaced a couple other factors should be considered as described on the following page.
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Classrooms (renovation) (continued)
The small offices distributed amongst the classrooms were identified to be under-utilized by the faculty. 
The classrooms were also noted to be undersized according to current standards. The size of the class-
rooms is currently not a pressing issue as the typical number of students per class is smaller than aver-
age, however even with the small students numbers, the classrooms do not have much opportunity for 
small group breakout space.  When the classrooms are renovated, the area should be analyzed as to how 
best redistribute the available space to create more small group collaboration space, size the classrooms 
to meet current and future needs/student populations and allocate appropriate faculty work spaces.

The issues and recommendations identified here apply to other spaces identified on the second floor.

Library Resource Center (renovation)
There is currently a strong trend transforming Library Resource Centers from locations for the consump-
tion of information to spaces for the creation of content. The potential move toward one to one computers 
to students at the Senior High School will either eliminate or require a rethinking of the utilization of the 
computer lab north of the library. The library’s adjacency to the Tech Lab presents an opportunity for re-
sources to be shared between those spaces such as a green screen room or video editing lab, potentially 
located where the current computer lab resides. The open green space immediately to the south could 
potentially be developed into an outdoor learning break-out space.

Tech and Shop (renovation)
The Technology Lab is currently an large open space with several computer work stations and a variety of 
designated other stations for construction and testing of projects. The space is oversized for the current 
program and not designed to meet the specific needs of the educational program. This space, along with 
the wood shop to the south should be renovated in order to meet these needs and sized appropriately. 
The additional space may provide opportunities for other, as yet unrealized, programmatic needs.

2ND FLOOR
Science
While the science rooms are typically of a good size in terms of area, they are inflexible and have no 
access to natural light. Renovation of these rooms can address these deficiencies along with many other 
issues identified in the educational assessment.

Classrooms (renovation)
The areas identified on the second floor either as “Clsrm.” or “Clsrm. Walls” have the same issues as 
identified on the first floor and should be addressed similarly.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
Outdoor Learning/Cafe Breakout (renovation)
The area south of the main entrance is currently under-utilized and could be renovated to make it more 
flexible and appealing to be used as an outdoor learning space by the various adjacent classrooms. 
During lunch periods it could easily serve as an outdoor eating area for the students. This could likely be 
accomplished very simply with intentional landscaping and outdoor furniture.
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Description

MASTER PLAN - DISTRICT OFFICES

While the primary focus of the Facilities Master Plan was focused on the elementary schools, one com-
ponent identified at the Junior High School was the relocation of the District Offices in order to recap-
ture the current space occupied by the offices for classrooms and other school functions. Each of the 
potential elementary school options presents different opportunities for relocation of the District Offices. 

OPTION G
With the relocation of grades 3-5 to the new PK-5 building at Meadows, the Schiesher site would be 
available for other uses, including the District Offices. The majority of the existing building would be 
demolished along with the existing parking areas as both are in need of significant repair or replacement. 
The site diagram at the end of this section illustrates the elements described below.  

BUILDING IMPROVEMENTS
Classroom Wing (renovation)
The current 4th-5th grade classroom wing could be renovated into the new District Offices including 
space for Board meetings. This space would have its own separate entrance as illustrated by the red 
triangle nearest the new parking lot on the site diagram. This space might exceed the area required for 
the District Office functions. Some of the additional space could be renovated to be rented and used by 
other community programs as yet undefined.

Entrance (addition)
The existing gymnasium could remain in order to utilized by the community and/or park district for vari-
ous sports and exercise programs. The existing locker rooms may require renovation. A new entrance ad-
dition would be constructed at the intersection between the gymnasium and the District Offices located 
in the renovated classroom wing. This would help bridge the level change between the two areas.

SITE IMPROVEMENTS
Parking Lot (new construction)
Create a new parking lot along the north property line with a small drop off area. This would serve as 
parking for the District Offices as well as for community members utilizing the other functions. This park-
ing lot could also serve as additional parking for events at Wilde Field. Should that stadium be rebuilt 
to include lights so it can again host the High School sports teams, The additional parking here and as 
identified at the Junior High would alleviate the parking deficiencies during these large events.

Tennis/Basketball Courts and/or Baseball Field (new construction)
The demolition of the existing school and bus loop would create enough open space for the construction 
of other outdoor amenities such as tennis and basketball courts. There is also the potential of creating 
another baseball field in this area, which would help offset the elimination of one or both baseball fields 
at the new PK-5 Meadows building. As noted in Option G, the design team would likely attempt to main-
tain at least one baseball field at the Meadows site.

Playground and Baseball Field (existing)
The existing playground and baseball field would remain for use by the community.
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OPTION F
With the relocation of grades PK,1-2 to the new PK-5 building at Schiesher, the Tate Woods and Meadows 
sites would be available for other uses.

District Office at Meadows (new construction) - Option F1
As noted in the facility assessments, the Meadows building requires a significant amount of renova-
tion in order to bring it up to current code and standards. If the District Offices were to be relocated 
to the Meadows, constructing a new building in lieu of renovating the existing one would likely be more 
desirable, both financially and functionally. Additional community functions might be considered to be 
constructed along with the new District Offices. The parking lot would be reconstructed to serve these 
functions as it is at the end of its useful life. The remainder of the site amenities; playgrounds and base-
ball fields would likely remain to be utilized by the community.

Tate Woods could be rented out to the Kindi Care group and used similarly as the existing Meadows facil-
ity is currently being used.

District Office at Tate Woods (renovation) - Option F2
The Tate Woods building is not in as significant need of repair as the Meadows building. It may be pos-
sible to renovate Tate Woods to serve the District Office needs. The building area exceeds the functional 
needs of the District Office and the remaining building could be utilized for other community functions. 
This concept is not as viable at this location as it was at Schiesher due to the limited site area and sig-
nificantly smaller gymnasium. Another option could be to renovate part of the building for the District 
Offices and rent out the remainder of the building to the Kindi Care Group. Either of these options may 
require selective demolition and small additions.

As noted in the facility assessments, the Meadows building requires a significant amount of renovation 
in order to bring it up to current codes and standards. It has a limited amount of time remaining when it 
can be rented out to Kindi Care or other groups. If it is not replaced by another District function, then the 
building will likely need to be demolished and the area be reconstructed for additional park functions.

OPTION C
With the relocation of grades PK-5 to the new PK-2 building at Meadows and new 3-5 building at 
Schiesher, the Tate Woods site would be available to be used in the same manor as described under 
Option F2 above.

UNUSED PROPERTY
Each of the proposed options will potentially leave the District with an additional property not dedi-
cated to be used for School District functions. While the District could sell any of these properties, 
Perkins+Will would not recommended taking such an action. Of course the Board of Education should 
consider all aspects when evaluating such a decision. Perkins+Will only recommends the following be 
considered along with the other advantages and disadvantages.

In the past we have often encountered School District’s who have sold property they did not need at 
one time only to find themselves at a later date with needs that could be more easily resolved had they 
kept the unused property. Available property is increasingly more difficult to obtain as suburban areas 
become more developed.

As an example, we were informed during this process that a portion of the area northeast of the Senior 
High School currently used as retention ponds and owned by the Park District was at one point owned 
by the School District. Had that property been kept, the School District might have the option to recon-
struct the Wilde Field stadium adjacent to the High School. Additionally, had District 202 not kept the 
Meadows property, the current Master Plan options would be significantly more limited.

youngr
Sticky Note
Marked set by youngr

youngr
Sticky Note
Marked set by youngr



JULY 20, 2016 Master Plan - District Offices  Additions & Renovations 139

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

Additions & Renovations

MASTER PLAN - DISTRICT OFFICES



140 July 20, 2016



SECTION 05.
MASTER
PLAN

perkinswill.com





SECTION 06.
APPENDIX

perkinswill.com

http://www.perkinswill.com




Appendix  Schedule A1

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

Schedule

APPENDIX

The following list outlines the series of meetings and events held to craft a comprehensive consensus 
based and disciplined approach to the creation of this facilities master plan. Perkins+Will’s methodology 
is based on discovery and discernment as enabled by the active involvement of the Facilitating Team, 
Building Teams, Faculty, Staff, and the focused interactive Community Engagement Sessions. This pro-
cess is a unique opportunity to consider the long term facilities and educational needs, creating a long 
term strategic vision.

1. Visioning Session: October 15, 2015

Kick-off meeting with District and Building Administration - introductions, outline process, goals 
and objectives

2. Facilitating Team #1: October 22, 2015

Kick-off meeting with Facilitating Team - introductions, goals and objectives, process planning

3. Visioning Recap: October 28, 2015

Develop Guiding Principals, outline educational assessment process, faculty and student engage-
ment planning

4. Faculty Kick-off: November 4 & 6, 2015

Kick-off meetings with faculty, outline FMP process, Trends in Education presentation, introduction 
of faculty survey

5. Facilitating Team #2: November 5, 2015

Review Guiding Principals, review results of Visioning Sessions, update on faculty engagement, 
introduction of physical assessment

6. Board Presentation: November 17, 2015

Overview of physical assessment results, includes 10 Year Health and Life Safety and Capital 
Improvements

7. Facilitating Team #3: November 17, 2015

Overview of physical assessment, review of initial draft CES 1 presentation

8. Building Team - SHS & TW: November 17, 2015

Building Team - JHS & Sch: November 19, 2015

Discuss with each School’s Building Team educational vision, goals, and impediments imposed by 
the facility; Tour each facility with school principal, observe instruction and space use, and discuss 
known functional programmatic deficiencies

9. Building Teams - TW, Sch, JHS: December 9, 2015

Meet with combined Building Teams from Tate Woods, Schiesher and Junior High; Discuss current 
grade transitions, potential improvements and alternative grade configurations, resource utilization 
and optimization

10. Facilitating Team #4: December 17, 2015

Review draft CES 1 presentation, develop CES 1 participant group activity

11. Facilitating Team #5: January 6, 2016

Review draft CES 1 presentation, refine CES 1 participant group activity

12. Community Engagement Session #1: January 19, 2016

Overview of FMP process, presentation of Physical Assessment, participants share personal experi-
ences with facilities, identifying positive building features and desired building changes
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13. Student Engagement - Schiesher: January 21, 2016

Student Engagement - Junior H.S.: January 22, 2016

Student Engagement - Senior H.S.: February 3, 2016

Students share deficiencies and desired improvements in their school that impacts their educational 
experiences

14. Facilitating Team #6: February 4, 2016

Review draft CES 2 presentation, discuss CES 2 participant group activity

15. Community Engagement Session #2: February 16, 2016

Review key findings from CES 1, presentations on Trends in Education, Educational Assessment, 
and examples of 21st Century Learning Environments, participants list elements from presentations 
that resonated with them and share ideas/suggestions for CES 3 FMP options

16. Open House Tour - SHS & TW: February 20, 2016

Open House Tour - Sch & JHS: February 27, 2016

Community members were invited to walk through the schools to see first hand some of the issues 
identified during CES’s 1 & 2

17. Building Teams - TW, Sch, JHS: March 8, 2016

Review initial set of FMP options, provide feedback on how to present to community

18. Facilitating Team #7: March 10, 2016

Review initial set of FMP options and draft CES 3 presentation, discuss CES 3 participant group 
activity

19. Community Engagement Session #3: March 23, 2016

Review key findings from CES 2, facility considerations when reviewing options, overview of eight 
FMP options, participants identify preferred options and list advantages and disadvantages

20. Facilitating Team #8: April 12, 2016

Review draft budgets for CES 4 preferred options selected at CES 3

21. Community Engagement Session #4: April 19, 2016

Review key findings and answer questions from CES 3, Present three preferred options site logistics 
and phasing, Financial Implications for the Facility Options, participants rank options and provide 
additional comments on advantages and disadvantages

22. Facilitating Team #9: May 10, 2016

Review executive summaries of key findings and recommendations for Board of Education

23. Community Engagement Session #5: May 19, 2016

Recap of CES process, review of key findings and recommendations, participants confirm and/or 
comment on key findings and recommendations

24. Board Presentation: July 25, 2016

Presentation of facilities master plan process, key findings and recommendations, and recom-
mended master plan options
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FACILITATING TEAM

Bill Buchelt - Co-chair

Susan Stears - Co-chair

Terry Brennan

Dan Helderle

Mark Kelly

Steve Pawlowicz

Monica Wagoner

Pat Kerback SHS - Choir/Gen. Music Instr./

 Dept. Chair Fine Arts

Keith Filipiak Superintendent

Linda Kotalik  Assistant Superintendent

Dave Wilkinson Director of Finance

Pam Ahlmann Board President

Amy Narot Board Vice President

Jenna Engler Communications

PERKINS+WILL

Mark Jolicoeur Managing Principal

Rick Young Senior Associate

Steve Turckes K-12 Practice Leader

BUILDING TEAMS

Tate Woods Elemantary School

Wesley Gosselink Principal

Diane Johnson Early Childhood Teacher

Marybeth Peterson 1st Grade Teacher

Lauren Pupillo 2nd Grade Teacher

Carol Frueh Art Teacher

Judy Bauman LRC Director

Elisa Smith Special Educ. Teacher

Shayla Dahleen Special Educ. Resource

Kristine Paulson Instructional Specialist

Elizabeth Hoff Instructional Specialist

Alicia Craven School Psychologist

Junior High School

Dave Kearney Principal

Tor Erickson Assistant Principal

Kelli Nelson English Teacher

Erica Pilon Social Studies Teacher

Pete Meyer Tech Ed. Teacher/Athletic Coord.

Gretchen Broadus Librarian

Betty Cornfield Inclusion Facilitator

Schiesher Elementary School

Beth Lind Principal

Kathy Dineen Assistant Principal

Jill Marino Kindergarten Teacher

Trish Green 3rd Grade Teacher

Colleen Stefani 4th Grade Teacher

Lorie Barber 5th Grade Teacher

Mark Melka LRC Director

Leslie Neustadt Special Education

Stacy Colgan Social Worker

Elizabeth Hoff Instructional Specialist

Lynette Jewell Math Interventionist

Pat Briggs Secretary - Main Office

Senior High School

Jeff Howard Principal

Mark Cunningham Asistant Principal

Dan Dillard Associate Principal

Jen Pomatto Assistant Principal - Student

 Services

Courtney Multhaupt English Teacher

Becky Schwartz Science Teacher

Ron Jaegle Math Teacher

Darius Bamboat Engineering Teacher

Scott Gumina Band Director

Michael Polinski Special Education

Laura Conroy LRC Directror
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Ken Ahlmann

Liz Aureus-Collins

Lorie Barber

Lisa Barrette

John Barrette

Carolyn Bartelli

Diana Bieniasz

Valerie Bixler

Rob Bixler

Anne Blaeske

Birdie Boehmer

Monica Bosco

Emmy Bossenga

Kahty Brock

Sue Buchelt

Neil Buchelt

Herb Buchholz

Marilyn Buchholz

Mary Bumpus

Paul Burdett

Yomarie Burgos

Karen Burris

Sharon Byrne

Jim Campian

Linda Capristo

Elaine Catuara

Pat Cawiezel

Karen Cerveny

Gregg Chalecki

Lauren Clavelli

Don Cook

Betty Cornfield

Tim Corrigan

Tonia Cyrus

Brianne Davis

Patrick DeCraene

Kathy Dineen-Hendricks

Judith Doerr

Carl Doerr

Kate Doyle

Eileen Duban

David Dybeck

Mary Ebert

Jerry Ebert

Tor Erickson

Debra Ericson

Lee Ernst

David Farrell

Wendi Ferron

Scott Frigo

Carol Frueh

Rosemary Gallaway

Paula Garcia

Dan Garvy

Cathy Geers

Jaspreet Gill

Karen Gordon

Garrett Gosselink

Wesley Gosselink

Trish Green

Heidi Haen

Amanda Hahn

Deanna Harris

Sharon Helderle

Brenda Henry

Dan Herndon

Jeff Howard

Sara Hritz

Daniel Hritz

Patty Hurt

David Kearney

Natalie Keigher

Mallory Kelly

Mary Kilroy

Greg Kutkoski

Katie Lapham

Steve Laue

Denise Leach

Courtney Liles

Beth Lind

Mike Loftus

Mike Lyon

Julie Lyon

Jennifer Marcucci

Jillian Marino

Lisa Martich

Kim Martin

Yousef Matariyeh

Eunice McConville

Jane McGrath

Celeste McIntyre

Marshall McKay

Sean McKay

Rob McLear

Stacey Melbye

Mark Melka

Pete Meyer

Lauren Miller

Anna Miller

Michelle Molina

Mary Moses

Suzanne Murray

Wendy Nadeau

Lisa Nicholas

Sandy Nicholson

Michele Nitzki

John Nitzki

Mark Oliphant

Laura Olson

Natalie Oros

Laura Paley

Gigi Palicka

Dan Palicka

Elizabeth Parker

Anthony Pascente

Laui Pascente

Ashok Patel

Kristine Paulson

Alex Pellicano

Marybeth Peterson

Pristen Pettit

Sadhana Phreykz

Solange Pilizota

Jen Pomatto

Michelle Probst

Lauren Puetz

Jim Puzon

Adam Rieck

Tamara Rotelli

Jack Royhl

Kevin Russell

David Sally

Pat Sarb

Carol Schmidke

Dan Schraub

Rachel Schuette

Andrew Sergeant

Christy Sharafinski

Meg Sima

Glyn Skerrett

Sandi Skonieczny

Vince Slowiak

Jason Smid

Elise Smith

Ray Sojka

Julie Springer

Jim Springer

Patti Staley

Brian Stankos

Kristin Steele

Tim Steele

Colleen Stefani

Patricia Stevens

Angie Sullivan

Jamie Sullivan

Scott Sullivan

Lynn Sweitzer

Bob Tarasewicz

Maureen Toby

Suzanne Trotter

Paul Trotter

Irene Tu

Julie Uster

Scott Wagoner

Judy Walsh

Mike Walsh

Lori Whitnell

Cathy Yaniz

Stuart Young

Sue Zikuda

Barb Zomick

Andrew Zomick

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT PARTICIPANTS
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Community Outreach Publications

CES 1 Postcard Mailer - back

CES 1 Postcard Mailer - front

Print and digital communications were utilized to reach the residents of Lisle District 202. The follow-
ing series of images are the postcard mailers sent out to each district household regarding Community 
Engagement Sessions 1-5. In addition, the Vision 202 website, Facebook, Twitter and eNewsletter 
were used to engage and communicate with the community as shown in the screenshots below.
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CES 2 Postcard Mailer - back

CES 2 Postcard Mailer - front
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CES 3 Postcard Mailer - back

CES 3 Postcard Mailer - front
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CES 4 Postcard Mailer - back

CES 4 Postcard Mailer - front
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CES 5 Postcard Mailer - back

CES 5 Postcard Mailer - front
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CES 3 Flyer
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Facebook

CES 3 Digital Thank You
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Twitter page

Website
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ENewsletter
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015



JULY 20, 2016 Appendix  Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail A21

FACILITIES MASTER PLAN

APPENDIX

Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Physical Assessment Report - 10 Year HLS Detail

10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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10 Year HLS Detail includes all items submitted through the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process completed in December 2015
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Capital Improvement Detail includes all anticipated maintenance items not included in the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process
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Physical Assessment Report - Capital Improvement Detail

Capital Improvement Detail includes all anticipated maintenance items not included in the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process
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Capital Improvement Detail includes all anticipated maintenance items not included in the State of Illinois 10 Year HLS Survey process
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Physical Assessment Report - Capital Improvement Detail
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APPENDIX

EDUCATIONAL ADEQUACY - FACULTY SURVEY

On November 4th and 6th in 2015, Perkins+Will presented a short Trends in Education presentation to 
faculty at each of the District’s four schools. After that presentation, a survey was sent out to all faculty 
asking them to rate their facilities. Below is a summary of the Faculty who responded to the survey, or-
ganized by their school and position. The following pages in this section of the Appendix include:

• Trends in Education presentation slides

• Faculty Survey - Questionnaire Memo

• Faculty Survey - Verbatim Responses
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APPENDIX

EDUCATIONAL ADEQUACY - CLASSIFIED STAFF SURVEY

In addition to the Faculty Survey, a second survey was distributed to the classified staff in order gain 
as broad a perspective on the educational and functional adequacy of the existing facilities. Below is a 
summary of the Classified Staff who responded to the survey, organized by their school and position. The 
following pages in this section of the Appendix display the Classified Staff verbatim responses.
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1

COMMUNITY RESPONSES TO CES 1 ACTIVITY

After the presentation of Physical Conditions of District Facilities, an activity was described to the CES 
1 attendees. The image shown at the bottom of this page describes the activity the attendees were 
asked to perform, and the images on the pages that follow are the verbatim responses resulting from 
that activity.
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1

COMMUNITY RESPONSES TO CES 2 ACTIVITY

After the presentation of Educational Alignment of District Facilities, an activity with two Tasks was 
described to the CES 2 attendees. The image shown at the bottom of this page describes Task 1 the 
attendees were asked to perform, and the images on the pages that follow are the verbatim responses 
resulting from Task 1. Task 2 is described on image 5 and the verbatim responses resulting from Task2  
immediately follow that description.
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CES 3 - Options Summary

Below is a summary page of the grade configurations and site locations for all the Facilities Master Plan 
options presented at Community Engagement Session #3. The following pages include a brief set of 
descriptions regarding each option and the site diagram graphics that were presented to the community 
for review and comment during the small group activity. 
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1

COMMUNITY RESPONSES TO CES 3 ACTIVITY

After the presentation of the eight Facility Master Plan Options, lettered A-H, an activity was described 
to the CES 3 attendees. The image shown at the bottom of this page describes the activity the attendees 
were asked to perform for each of the eight options presented, and the images on the pages that follow 
are the verbatim responses resulting from that activity.
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COMMUNITY RESPONSES TO CES 4 ACTIVITY

After the presentation of the three Facility Master Plan Options C, F and G Logistics, but prior to the 
presentation of the Financial Implications of Facility Options, the Task 1 activity was described to the 
CES 4 attendees. The image shown at the bottom of this page describes Task1 the attendees were asked 
to perform for each of the three options presented, and the images on the pages that follow are the ver-
batim responses resulting from that activity.

After Task 1 was completed, the attendees were also asked to rank the three options in order of prefer-
ence as described and shown in image 8 on the following pages. Once the rankings were completed, the 
Financial Implications of Facility Options was presented and the attendees were asked to perform Task 
2 as described in image 9 on the following pages, which had them revise their ranking based upon the 
added financial information for each of the options.

In addition to the group responses documented in Tasks 1 and 2, each of the individual attendees were 
asked to fill out forms with their own individual comments and rankings during Tasks 1 and 2 in order to 
ensure all opinions were heard and not just the collective opinion of the table groups. Those individual 
resonses are documented in the final section of the following images.
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