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During the late 1§6d's the Board of-School Trustees of t_he "Danville |
v Connunity School Corporation identified a'need for-a_newvhigh‘school . H
'<_Ifacility for the Danville commnity. The result of this percelved need
‘was the planning and’ construction of a new high school building which was
occupled in the fall of 1973. | | ' |
In the fali of 1975 the Bureau of Schoql Services at Indiana State
University proposed to conduct a post-occupancy evaluation of the Danville
- Commmnity High School building The purpose of this evaluation was to
appraise the relative effectlveness of the new. facility in ‘accordance with
e its abllity to satisfy the general objectives of the project os stated in
the educational specifications. These general objectives were found.to3be
. as follows: | | L
The new Danville Connmnity High School facility should

N

1. Provide core spaces for 900 pupils and general instruction
areas for 700 to 800 pupils .

N

! Allow for improved educational opportunities for puplls
Provide for flexibility Gf spaces

=W
[ ]

.. Utilize modern principles of design and provide a, variety ‘
of sizes of instructional spaces’ _

5. Provide spaces that factlitate an innovative curriculum |
The oppropriateness and validity -of each obJective identified were re-.
viewed by the superintendent of Darville Community School Corporation and
the principal of Danville Connmmity»High School and were found to be con-
sistent with their perceptions of the schdol corporation’s initial obJectives" )

_ for the new high school facility.
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«. The advisability for post-occupancy evaluation studies of school

_ buildings has been express ed on several occasions by the Council of Educa—
tional Facility Planners and also by C. w McGuffey in his monograph
entitled MEEB: Mc:del for the Evaluation of Educational Buildings 1 To

determine the feasibility #of such a task of post-occupancy evaluation

the authors initiated this project. After a thorough review of related

.literature, the instrurents described below were ascertained to be < '_

- the most suitable means for conducting this evaluation. Each. instm‘nent -
was selected because of its ability to aid in the overa.ll appraisal of __

_ how effectively each stated obJective was ‘belng sa-isfied.

ObJective Nlmlber 1: Pupil Capacity

Pup*l Enrollwent. The first obj ectlve specified was to provide-core

g

' spaces for 900 pupils and general instruction areas for from 700 to 800 \ '

| pupi_s.' Cne instrumenc used to evaluate this obJective was a pupil popu-"
lation proJection. This projection made it possible to look at the ap—-
'p"opriateness of' the number of instructional spacés that were planned for
and constructed in the Danville Commmity Hign School; building, in Ugnt
of current and anticipated pupil enrollments. Data necessary for this
| pupil proJection included six years. of enrollment history by. grades, twelve
. yearc of county resident live births, ‘and six years of corresponding f‘irst
‘gr'ade enrollemnts. The result of this input was ten years of pupll pro—
Jections by gr'ade ‘levels as noted in ‘Ia;ble T and Appendix A7

&

1’. lV'cGL_f‘fey, Carroll W. R MEEB: Model for the Evaluation: of Educat* oml
E Buildingg Sinm~School Project Chciago, I1i.



TABLE I

Current and Projected Future Pupil Ehrollment for
Danville Commnity Schcols )
by Grade Groupings, 1975~1985

Year S o678 g1z Total
1975 843: B o6 . 1,818
1976 83 .. k9 . - 619 1,861
1977 . 822 C37F . 690 - 1,886
1978 : 8li2 : - 327 : 724 1,833
1979 . 829 305 N - 1,875
1980 o 836 : 324 695 . 1,8%
1981 8l5 320 . 699 1,864
1982 - A U3 . - 668 1,853
11983 - 839 .37 647 1803
1984 . - 858 : 335 . - 689 _ 1, 1882

© 1985 . 882 _ \310 ' , 701 ' .'1,893

- The pupll enrollment projection for Danville (k\mrmmlty Schools indicated

| that high school enrollments, g;rades 9-12 will peak at ‘741 pupils during

the 1979-80 school year and will tend to level off at approadmately 600
puplls for ‘the first half of the next decade. _ L
Room and Pupil Station Utilization. A second instrwnent utilized to

" evaluate this obJective was a study of room utilization in the high school,
: as detailed in Appendix B Input for this study included the nurber of

classrooms, the room number and room use, current pupil enrollments per _

period £oi each classroom, the area in square feet of general purpose class—

rooms, and the nurber of' approved pupil stations in sp°cial purpose class-

rooms. The result of this study was an enun'eration of the total current

enro" ]ment per oer*od the nwd.rmm and functional capacities of the facility )

_the percentage of current pupil stat on utilization pep period and the

pcrce“xtage of current utilization of Jach classroom

5 | L
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According to accepted guldelines a room utilization of 85 percent 1s
reasonable and attainable for general purpcse classrooms, and a figure of, 75 o
percent may be expected for special purpose classroons. . Percentages which '

" exceed these TFigures indicate that some. rooms are being ineff‘iciently
‘utilized. Pupil station utilization for academdc rooms should-be ap- = . o.
. proximately 70 percent and that. for special rooms should be appro:d.natelj 55
‘ percent" » These percentages serve as the basis for determining rgl.n'lct_iona_'l.
~ capacity of a school building Percentages that a.re' greater than these -

' indicate crowding while those that are less Indicate an inefficient use

:

of space _ .
'Ihe room and pupil station utilization study of Danville Ccmmnity High
School showed a maximm capacity- of appro:d.mately 1 1100 pupils and a
functional capaclty of 785 pupils The study also showed that during
- the 1975-76 school yea.r Danville Corrmunity High School operated at 67 percent
room utilization and 58 percent pupil station utilization for its'_general
purpose classrooms and 67 percent room. utilization» and i percent pupil
station utilization for its special pui’pose classrooms '. | s,
A comparison between the ﬁmctional capacity of Danville Corrmunity
Higi School and the projected enrollment reveals that the planners of this '
’bui_'l.ding were realistice in their perceptions of the number of pupil stations ———
"« that should be provided Athough room and pupil station utilization | B
percentages are somewhat low, the authors feel f'hat these utilization ‘
'percenta@s are practical for a modern higi school and result in siglificant
. flexibility in student scheduling p'r'oviding a definite potential ; for housing

©an unforeseen in.,rease in the pupil population




School Plant Effectiveness. A third instrument used to' appraise how

R well Objective Number 1 was achieve'i was a school plant effectiveness index.
Thls index was devised by Dr C. W, McGuffey of the University of Georg:ia ,
to evaluate the efficiency of the . service that a school plant can render
over 1ts life span. WcGuffey's school plant effectiveness index involves
the calculation of four separate factors. The first Tactor, called the
instructional—space efficiency factor (SE), ds simply the relationship of
total instructional space to the total space in the school plant compared
to an.acceptable staridard. - o ' \\“\ '

A review of the structural floor plan drawings for Dan\zille Conmmity

; High School resulted in the identification of 114 ,799 square- feet of in-
structional space as compared to the total space in the school plant _
of 191,535 square feet. The total instructional space was found to be 60 |
percent of" total space. A widely recognized criterion is that instructional ,
space should be ‘70 percent of total space. Thus, the difference in the ‘
case of the Danville school between the accepted criterion and the’ actual

building is 10 percent. A space efficiency factor (SE) of .90, ,or 90 percent

o 1S the result.

A second factor, called the productivity factor (P), is a measure of the
" school plant's contribution to producing high school graduates ready to |
enter elther college or the world of work 'Ihis factor relates the capa- -
‘bllity of the school plant to support and generate adequate and appropriate :
educational programs and services for pupils served by the school. Conpu—

) | tations for rreasuring the productivity factor are noted in detail under tlrxe ,

section of this réport dealing with Objective Nurber 2.
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The third factor in McGuffey s school plant effectiveness index is

ealled a convertibility factor (CO).  This 1s defined as'a measure of the

xtent to which a school plant is capable of producing changes to 1ts

instnzctional spaces. ’Ihe corrputation of the convertibllity factor may be :
noted under the section of this report dealing with Oo;]ective Number 3.
The fourth factor, called the classroom capacity factor (CU), is a

*xea.sure of the extent to which the sizes of class’ sections match classroom

' capacities The classroom capacity factor, as computw in A")pendix C to

this report, was found to be .581 ur 58.1 percent.

" oThe school plant effectiveness index 1s expressed in the follcming formala:

+ 2P + 200 +
SPEI-SE Psco @

' Where

Sg = the instructional—space efficiency factor, or .90 for Danville
P = the productivity factor, or .97 for Danville o
co = the convertibllity factor, or .875 for Danville .-

- .CU = the classroom capacity factor, or 581 for Danville IR

‘e T

SPEL =

.90 + 2(.97) + 2(.875) + .581

B o .
McGuffey s school plant effectiveness index for the Danville Com~

munity High School was detemined to be .8618, or 86 18 percent.

ObJective Nunber 2¢ Inproved Educational Opportmitics

A second obJective identified in the educational specifications for

the Danville high school b.lilding was to improve: the educational oppor—

D
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tunities for pupils at'tcnding this new school.  Three approaches were used

-to detemdne the attainment of this objective, namely, (l) an index of

curriculum increase (CI), (2) a productivity factor (P) which was referred .
to earlier, and- (3) an index of curriculum efficiency (Cp). '
T Currdeulum Increase. The 4index of curricult..m increase (CI) 1s simply-

- a measure of the number of course offerings in the new school buﬂd:lng (cn)

comoared to the nurber of course offerings provided students in the old

school (Cd) and is determined by the following formula L CrCy
Danville Cormnmity High School showed a significant increase in cw:'-‘“ :
riculum offerings from its old to its new curriculwn. " The curriculum in

the cld structure consisted of 70 course offerings while the tota.l cur— ;

riculum in the new facility consists- of 160 course offerings The index .
"of curriculum increase is 128. 57, that is, the number of course of:erings i
_is ,approximatew 129 percent grea'Ber than under the old- cl.lrriculmn.

Productivity 'I'he productivity factor (P), a measure of the school

L plant's contrioution to producinc high school graduates ready to enter

. elther college or the world of work was reierred to earlier as a part

of the school plant effectiveness index The productivity of the school

plant. relates to its capability to generate and support adequate and ap-

. propriate educational progr'ams and services for the students whom the =

school. serves. The fornmla used to determine the productivity factor is

expressed. as follows :

P:l-_(L\ISE_ESl - ‘ '-- ."t

. - . . V o
' Where: - o _ e, P
Ns—the number of. needed specialized pupil stations o
Es=the number of existing specialized pupil stations -
. C =the to_tal functional pupll capacity of* the school plant



'Ihe room and pupil stat.iomltilization study shown as Appendix B

' served as the basis for determining the nunber of exlsting: specia.l purpose
'pupil stations (Eg). in the new Danville tigh school, - This number 1s l16‘5 '

This study also providec—i the functional pupil capacity of the school ‘
plant (C) and was noted to be 785. A panel’of curriculum experts2 comprised

‘of Indiana State University faculty toured the new school plant,. reviewed

the curricular offerings and noted deficiencies in any two areas of the .;t
new building, namely, the voc,ational shop “and art prog;r'ams T"Jey identified' _
the need for 21 additiona.l specialized pupil stations (Ng) for art stuﬁents .

Q

in the new school.. T '

On the basis of these data the productivity factor for the Danvilie

. high school was calculated as follows

‘ measure of the level of’ efficiency of the present curriculum in serving the

-—(1186-1165)
785

97’2 or 97.32 percent _ '

Curriculum Efficiencv The curriculum efficiency index (CE) is a

u

, Cn -
current pupil population as measured by the fonmla Cg = a-c- 'Ihe nurber

aQ

of course offerings in the present curriculum (Cn) was previously determined

to be 160 The panel of f-urriculum e*q:erts estimated the course capacity

of the school (Co) to be 169 The cfirrdculun efficlency index (oE) was

determined to be 9u7, or 94.7 percent s

) ObJective Number 3: Fle\tibility
"

' ’Ihe third ‘ob] ective identified was to’ provide for flexibility in the

B structura.l desig,n of the new Danville high school building ’I'ne attainment |

25ee fppendix E

of this ob] ective was—neasured by means of McGuffey s convertibility factor, _
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o Which was dis..ussed in the section dealing with Ob,jectivepNumber 2. The : = -——
computation of this factor involves the counting of what are ‘referred to : .
as convertible components and obsolete components. Convertible component? | 3 i
‘are demmtable/relocatable heating and air conditioning systems, re- : 3 o
locata.ble casgwoTR and, cabinets, relocatable ‘modular ceilings a moduiar o

'structure, roofing/insulation, and. acoustical flooring Obsolete COIl—
o ponents are similarly def‘ined as heating and air conditioning, ighting,
acoustical ceiling, casework and cabinets, and acoustical flooring These

| numbers . were_then placed into the’ convertibility formula: .
No. of" convertible components No. of obsolete corrponents

Convert'ibilit

The result of thiscalculation isa measure of . the school"s flexibility. . | 1> ‘
The detemination as to whether the defined building components ‘were : |
' convertible or obsolete was made by the pro,ject architect who was responsible
' for the design of the facility. It was his conclusion that seven of the :
| eight comnonents were convertible and none were obsolete. It was deter-
mined that roofing/insulation was-riot convertible, The resulting con- °
vertibility factor was 875, or 87. 5 percent. 'Ihis:numbe_r deplcts a. - ., )

building which has significant sumctural fle\tibility. N

-

. Ob,jective Number 14 Variety of Designed Spaces.
S “The. fourth objective enumerated for the new Danville Commnity High
‘ School was to provide- modern principles of design and, for a variety of
sizes of instructional spaces. The attainment of this ob,jective was. deter-'
. mined by the use of an inde.. of space variety. This index),,«(vs) entails :

: ._the counting of the nurber of small group areas (NS), number of large

. e . . ‘

Wt
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: 10
group areas (Np), and the number of regular classroom areas (NR). These

Bl

data are then substituted into the Space- variety formula: , : o

o7 T NS+NL @
Vg = .
_ NS+NL+NR

" The resul‘- of this computation is a measure of the variety in sizes of ‘l.'
educational spaces- in the new high school facility -
The calculation of this index yeilded a space: variety fo.ctOI' of ..258 or o
: 25 8 percent Although seemingly sm%ll an index of thls size does indioaf-c'
a facility which has a significant vay' iety of ins\ructional spaces compared

'to the average high school facility. Over cne-fourth of the instructional

' spaces In the new Danville high school can accorrmodate larp'e or M '
of pupils. e e S ) ‘ '
ObJ ectivc Nurrber 5 Facilitate an Innovative CurricLL'Lum o s '

. 'I'h- final maJor obJective was tOprovide spaces in the new school that ,
'~/ would facilitate an innovative curriculum. - The attainmcnt of this obJective‘
was determined by means of a questionnaire that was administered to 177
: students, Facuity, and i administrators 1n the school - The questionna:lre‘
was desifned to indicate whether this new: facility added or detracted f‘rom )
o . the curricular prog;r'am.’ A copy of the questionnaire is inoluded as Appendlx D
to thisreport. ) .:' / L 1.,P Lokl
Respondents -were asked to indicate the deg,ree on a five-point scale, o &
A'to which they thought the school buildi%\met the standard noted in ea.ch of |
the 30 statements listed in the questionnaire These statemerts sought to .

.elicit responses conceming the aesthetics of the building lighting and .

~ . . 2
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* noted in Table IT.

‘11

sound control safeoy, security and the thermal envimrment and spaciousness

and,_ﬁmction. Mean responses for each group to each area of concern are

. " o Table, IT

- Mean Responses to Questionnaire Items by
Areas of Concem and for Total Groups -

_ ghting §éfety, SecuAty Spaciousness B
_ Group Aesthetics and Noise and Temperature and Function Total .
Seniar (S) . 3.3115_ | 3.369 - 3.488 | 3,252 3.383
Junior (J) 3. holy 3.214 + 3.402 . 3.364  -3.369
Sophomore (So) ~ "3.603 .  3.448 3.552 3.588  3.564
Freshman (If.‘.) 2.967 . 3.206 3.152 . . 2,966 3.024
F, So, & J. 3.330  3.284 © . 3.35 3.284  3.300
F, S0, J, &S 3.337 3.324 - 3.118 . 333 3.340
Faculty Who , | ' _ ‘ '
Taught in 01d o - L
Building (Fg) 2.40 2,718 . 2,593 | 2.778 - 2.693
" Faculty Who = ' T S |
~ + .Did Not Teach: e . ‘
o in 01d Building | AP o |
. B 2.778  3.156 o 3.093F . 3.066  “'3.026
Administration (R) 2.500  2.700 © 250 2,600 | 2.617
Totals (N=208) .~ U323 zers 33 L 0 32700 32Tl

L

' The data in Table II ‘shows some differences between particular groups
oxdtheir general appraisal of the Danville facility. ‘The freslmen studentsi
generally responded ‘lower than the other three gr'ade groups to all a.spects
of th.. questiormaire Somewhat surprisingly the faculty who had taught

" ‘in the old Danville high school factlity had a lower appraisal of the new _
facility than did_ faculty me;rbers who were new to the school.A Even more |

ol
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surprisingly ‘the lcmest appra.isal of all was recorded by the adnﬂnistration.
' However > total ms-an responses for all items on the questionnaire ranged
from a low of 2.617 for administmtors to a high of 3.564 for sophomore stu~
| dents This would indicate that administrators as-a group appraised the
N acility as meeting all. standards in the questionnaire items from a slight
(2.0) to a moderate (3. 0) degree while sophomore students as a group . -
evaluated all items between a moderate (3 0) to a high (4.0) degree.
'Ihe mean response for all 208 respondents for all 30 questions was 3. 271—- ‘

" above moderate degree (3 0) and below hig‘n degree (4. 0) The mean response

R N

for all respondenus to all items in the questionnaire concerning: safety,
.._securzity and thernal environrrent was 3. 341 and was the higuest average ‘re-
. sponse among the four groups of questions noted in’ Table Ii.. However, mean ‘
: ‘responses “to the three other groups were not significantly different f‘rom e L
that for sai‘ety ‘and securi Ty with the lowest being; to aesthetics at 3 234.
'On the basis of these responses it may be generally concluded that stu— S
dents, faculty and adntlnistrators occupying the new school are reasonably B

' satisfied from a moderaue to a high degree, with /the facility as an

e

enviroment for leaming They a.re generally pleased to a moderate or
.hig;her degree with the aesthetics, lighting, afety and security, and
function “of the..building. SR o / T - : _ '




--SUMMARY - AND CONCLUSIONS ,

The prinary purpose . of this study. was to develop a model for post- ‘.
occupancy evaluation of a new school building and to field-test that model..
-The evaluation model. developed by the authors proposed to identify the gen—

.“eral obJ ectives of a school building proJect by means of a review of the
.written educatiOn';al sp°cifications,, to verify the validity of these obJec— :.
tives with those persons who were prinerily responsible for planning the |
bullding, and to identify and develop means to evaluate the attainment of
these objectives.

2

In the fall of 1975 the Danville Commmity Schools agreed to allow the

autbors to field-test the: proposed post-occupancy evaluation model by applying

.the model to the Danville Community High School. Five general obJectives for
---~—thiS school building were identified in the review of the educational specifi-

cations and were validated by the adnﬂ.nistrators responsible for planning this'

‘ facility. A brief summary of the findings and conclusions with respect to -
each of these obJectives is emmlerated below ' ’ -

Objective Nurber 1: To provide core spaces for 900 pupils and
. general instructional spaces for 700 to 800 pupils.

Fin : 'Ihe ﬁmctional pupil capacity of the new building o
Is 785. A total of 1,400 pupil stations are provided in this Y
school. -~ Current pupil enrollments total 631 students and pro-
v-Jected pupil enrollments indicate a peak of 741 students in
31979, Current room utilization is 67 percent for:both.gen- -
. eral purpose and special purpose rooms. -Pupll station utili-
zation is 58 percent for general purpose spaces and 44 per-
cent for speclal purpose spaces. One specilal purpose space
has reached and exceeded funictional utiliz&dtion -and capacity.
~ This 1s the space dedicated for Art :lnstruction.

.42’ .
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The school plant effectiveness index of this bullding ;s.
86.16 percent as measured by the following: .= ' :

(1) the instructional space efficiency factor is 90 percent
(2) the productivity: factor is 97 percent - o
(3) the convertibility factor is 87.5 percent, and’

" (U). the classroom capacity factor is 58:1»percent

Conclusions: The new Danville high school building has a func-

tional capacity greater than current enrollments as noted by the

classroom capactly factor of 58.1 percent and the room and pupil oo
station utilization data previously stated. These percentages :
will increase as enrollments continue to Increase. '

‘ The, planners did achleve Objective Number I by conétruqting MQ | ‘; 

a build#ng with a functional capacity of 785 students. They under— °

‘ estimated the student demand for Art instruction. T T

‘ CbJectivé Number 2: To allow for improved educational opportunities -
for pupils. : ‘ : S ‘

Findings: The curricular offerings in the new building in-
crease@ by 90 courses over those offered in the old building,

an increase of 129 percent. The curriculum efficlency index
in the|new building is 9li.7 percent and the productivity factor
-4s 97.32 percent. A total of 21 additlonal pupil stations for

Art instruction 1s needed in the new bullding.

Conclusions: The facility has significantly provided for im-.
proved ieducational opportunities for pupils. The only restriction
jdentified was - the area dedicated for Art instruction. . -

i . : B
~ ObJective Number 3: o provide for flexibility of'spaces;

Findings: The convertibility factor of structural components of
the new\buildihg‘wasucalculated to be 87.5 percent. There are
no obsolete components and only one (roofing/insulation) non-
convertible component. o T A

1

' Conclusignr"'This bullding 1is very. flexibfe and will allow for
significant convertibility of most spaces. .. -~ . :

Objective Number 4: To utilize modern principles of desls “and to e
provide a\varié%y of sizes of instructional spaces. o - T
: N 1 . ' . . .
Findings: The index of space varlety vas calculated to be 15.8
percent. This index indicates that over one-fourth of the spaces
 in this bullding-deviate from the norm. The aesthetics of the =
" new bullding were evaluated by the occupants at 3.234 on-a five- -

“ point scale, which indicates that current occupants believe that |
the design goals have.been achleved from a moderate tc high degree.: -

16




14 |

Conclusions: A variety of spaces have been constructed in the
new Danville high school and modern principles of design were

.utilized. : ' |
Objectiwe Nx.ﬁwber '5: ' To prgvide spaces that facilitaie e trnavative
curriculum. S S . '

Findings: The current occupanfs evaluated the building as facil-

itating the eCucatlonal program from a medium to high degree.
Mumerically they evaluated the facility 3.271 on a five-point
- scale. . : _

. Conclusion: The occupants generally agree that the new building
- facilitites the . curricular program. : S ,

==,
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Aopendix D
EVAI_UATION QUESTIONNAIRE TO SURVEY OPINIONS :
OF SIUDENTS TEACHERS, AND ADI"EENISTRAI'ORS : _

* Check the appropriate inf'orinatiori:

Teacher - - - ' Student . Administrator . -
If teacher, did you teach in the old Danville High School?

o : 7 Yes 7 Yo

- ——

If' student, what class are you now in? _ |
1‘-‘reshman . . Sophomore . Junior : - Senlor

. Please indicate your response to each of the following items by circling
- .the appropriate number which best represents the degree to which you think ~

your school building meets each standard that is stated The five points
on the scale are interpreted as follows: - _ _ '

5. Extremely high degr'ee . o o
L4, High degree L S o
3. Moderate degree e
‘ 2. Slight degree
» - 1. No degree
1. Tnis bullding has an attractive interior. = S 54321
3. This bullding is clean and sanitary. ""'“~‘ - :.' 54321
3. This bullding provides adequately for the educational .
program. | R 5432 1.
b, 'Ihis building stitmlates teacher cooperation o Qv‘ 5 Y '3 2 1
5. "Ihe heating and air conditioning systems provide for S .' o
- a comfortable environment : o 5 4321
i6'. This building contributes to a student's feeling of _ o o R
 belonging. . A SRR Bk B L.
7. Classroom 1ight1ng is adequate S ) -5 en B 4.3 21 S

8. . This bulldlrig enhances learning activities 54 3201




P " .
. o : i , L N . : Q-
9. "Ihere is adequate space. for .all inStructional programs. 5 43 2 1- ‘
10. This building; meets the needs of both students and : B S
: faculty. . ) : ’ . o 5. y 3 2 1°
11. 'I‘his building encourages better pupil attitudes. . “ ‘5 4 32 1
12. 'Ihis buildingisapleasant place toWork. . sy 321 7
| _ 13'. 'Ihis building increases the involvement of . pupils ‘ . )
" with each other. E S \ L 5 43 21
”‘l_ll. This building conveys a brlght and cheery atmosphere. - 5 y 3 2 1°
"15. ‘The space in this building 1s used efficiently coe 5Tk 3 21
16 Students have plenty of cpuce to work in their : ‘ ; ‘-
: classrooms. _ Ce 5 4 3721
T17.. Students feel safe and secure in this building - 5 473 21
18.  Little confusion 1s. caused in classes as students' o o o
. move throug;hout ‘the bu:n.lding o - 5 k321
19. Students can hear clearly in thelir classrooms. L 5._' L 3 2.1 - ’
20. This building improves student feelinzs about - B
i school. . ) e 5 4 3 2.1
21, The colors in this building are pleasant o A » - "5.' H 3 2°1.
22. Thisbuildingisquiet TR - 54321
. ~.23. The quality of the facilities ava.ilable con- S o ‘ ,
o tribute to the success experienced in the school. - .~ T 5 4 3 2 1
-~ ) ) ) ’ ‘. N ’ ’ '. . ;. . .
24, . It 1s easy to rearrange spaces in all classrooms.' .- .5 4 3 21
25. Tnis building conveys a comfortable feeling.- - - . 5 4321 .
36, Wrlting on the challtboards 1s easy for student@ G A
: ‘tosee. . RRCER ?'_ ' 5.4 3 21 ¢
A 27. "I‘here 1s adequate space for students to’ socialize. o 5 4 3 21 o
28, The library is cmveniently located. o i 5. 4.3 21
'29. - The large open areas provide a comfortable atmosphere. 5 4 3 2-: lv‘ j
';"30.- .Student work and study areas are conveniently arranged - T
o for easy use and adequate teacher control R - 5 4 3 2 1 .,

<
-




Appendix E
. ) . . ' Ld

Sincere appreciation 1s extended to the following people who gave ' ' : ‘""
of themselves to comprise the panel of experts that examined Danville SR

" High. School v :
. Chris Buethe; Ed D., Chairmn Department of Secondary Education and Pro-
. , fessor of Education, Indiana State University. _ '

; '_David T. Turney; EdD. » Dean, School of Education and Professor of Edhca-
- tion, Indiana State- University .

"Tom C VenableJ Ph.D., Chairman, Assistant Dean for Graduate Studies, .
" School of Education and Professor of Education, Indiana State ‘
University.

' Robert 0. Williams; Ph. D., Af:sociate Proi"eseor of J;ducation Indiana S | ‘4‘ ”
- State University. : _ :

s

i . e
Ve e




