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TOP 5 TAKE-AWAYS

By Grade Level

Did you know . . .   

52% are satisfi ed with the building’s acoustics
91% have access to daylight
95% are dissatisfi ed with building temperature in the summer
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Phase 1 Snapshot September 25, 2017
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258 : 188 square feet
per student

square feet
per student

* This comparison notes the difference between The Skokie School area per student to the current 
National average as noted in the 2015 School Construction Report.  The Future Ready process will 
produce outcomes pertinent to the District as a whole.  This is just one metric to compare space.

T h e  S k o k i e  S c h o o l 2015 National Median* 

D36 Post-2020 : 
enrollment drops 
slightly

* Calculated using Illinois standard
Capacity : 544*

° Calculated using District standard
Capacity : 414°

2019-20 : 390

2018-19 : 363

Current    : 368
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TOP 5 TAKE-AWAYS

Roof is at the end of its useful life

Extensive masonry cracking at Gyms

No accessible access to second floor

Recommend replacing boilers

Recommend replacing water piping

Connect to the hallway for breakout space

Lacking space for project-based learning

Atmosphere is aesthetically pleasing

Courtyard is great for outdoor learning

Lacking flexible furniture L
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This Education Master Facility Plan, Future Ready D36, 
is a comprehensive look at your schools.  In addition to 
physical condition, size and other practical measures, DLR 
Group is qualifying the buildings relative to their ability to 
foster the progressive learning that Winnetka is renowned  
for today as well preparing for progressive 2.0 and the types 
of spatial diversity and plurality that will support student 
exploration and collaboration in the future.  In this phase, 
we gathered data on how learning is happening through 
student shadowing and activity logging.  The results are 
captured in this graph above.

The Skokie School was built in 1921 with additions in 1928, 1953, and 1962 on a 6.5 acre site.  
The school’s gross square footage is 106,837 square feet, with an optimal capacity of 414 students.

THE SKOKIE SCHOOL

How is this information collected?
The DLR Group team collected data through the use of 
environmental sensors, District energy bills, and logging equipment.  
The sensors were placed in several rooms where they logged data 
from one to seven days.  Spot measurements and multiple devices 
were then used to validate the results.
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Important note: The September week that was logged was unseasonably temperate (cooler) than 
in recent years or even as observed this past week with temperatures in the 90s. Wide fluctuation 
in interior temperatures and humidity was personally observed by our engineers.  Thermal comfort 
issues were widely reported by faculty and staff as well.  This is a signifi cant issue and will need to be 
addressed.         
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DISTRICT AVERAGE : 81

Energy Use Intensity (kBtu/sf/yr)

SKOKIE SCHOOL : 75

State Average: 53 District Best: 71 District Worst: 89

An all staff meeting (Listening Tour) was held at 
each school where faculty gave input about the 
strengths and weaknesses of the building. 
Architects and Engineers assessed each building 
noting defi ciencies in material fi nish and code 
compliance. 

School Total

School Average

HISTORY FORECAST


