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EE&K has been a leader in innovative school design since 1960 when our 
historic School Construction Systems Development became a national 

standard for school construction. While American schools – and students – 
have changed greatly since then, our dedication to creating innovative learning 

environments has not. We are as committed as ever to understanding the 
evolving needs of today’s students and educators, and are always seeking 

new ways to integrate technology into classrooms. EE&K’s designs for school 
are bright and inviting, scaled to the child, and provide an effective, welcoming 
environment for teaching and learning both inside the classroom and out. We 
believe that schools should function as the centers of their communities. Our 

work includes both private and public schools, and ranges from the preservation 
and adaptive reuse of historic school buildings to brand-new construction.

Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Architects is an internation-
ally-renowned firm that has distinguished itself by creating 
great places. EE&K Architects has proven expertise in a 
variety of project types, including large-scale mixed-use 
developments, university buildings and plans, elementary 
and secondary schools, transit systems, office buildings, 
waterfronts, and preservation and adaptive reuse.

Throughout such wide-ranging projects, there remains one 
primary constant —a dedication to complementing form 
and shape with use and context. EE&K Architects considers 

each project, no matter its size, worthy of big thinking. 
After examining how a building or plan affects and is 
affected by its surroundings, the resulting design is uniquely 
suited for what it provides, and to whom it is provided.

In its 45 years of practice, EE&K Architects has estab-
lished a thoughtful, careful approach to design. A 
successful project is one that enhances its surroundings, 
fulfills needs, and lasts for generations. The EE&K 
Architects team is committed to an integration of 
styles and uses that creates a livable, beautiful city.



6 Design Principles 
to Set the Stage 
for Learning 

sean o’Donnell, aia, leeD aP

Like great theaters, the best learn-
ing environments inspire incredible 
journeys, both metaphorical and real. 
Within these settings, teachers and 
students readily adapt the environment 
to create the “sets” and choreograph 
the on-going “play of learning.”

This theatrical metaphor of stages, sets 
and plays has arisen from our research into 
successful classroom environments across 
the country. This research has sought to 
identify the long-term fixed attributes of 
the environment—the “stage”—that foster 
the continuous change and evolution of 
the space and the activities within the 
classroom: the “set.” Within classrooms 
that range from a Reggio Emilia-inspired 
early childhood program housed in a 
19th century urban school building to 
an independent secondary school on a 
hilltop campus, students and teachers have 
helped us to identify the opportunities 
that can create great settings for learning.

How can you set the stage for learn-
ing? Here are six recommendations:

1. Make the classrooms    
large enough
The construction cost of classroom square 
footage is easy to assess, but the im-
pact of those square feet on educational 
outcomes is harder to determine without 
understanding how classes really use 
space. For example, in a comparison of 
several pre-kindergarten and kindergarten 
classrooms, including two 940-square-
foot Reggio Emilia-inspired classrooms 
(shown in Figure 1), it became evident that 

the smaller classrooms could not accom-
modate the diversity of activity centers 
that the larger classrooms could. Every 
space in the smaller classrooms needed to 
be used for several purposes throughout 
the day, so these children could not cre-
ate the same long-term projects that the 
children in the larger classrooms could. 

From this research, we determined that 

at least 42 useable square feet per student 
was necessary to create a flexible and 
diverse pre-K and kindergarten classroom. 
As educational delivery is increasingly 
differentiated for older children and stu-
dents work individually, in small groups 
and in large groups in the same setting, 
similarly generous spatial allocations 
would enable the necessary flexibility 
to foster positive learning outcomes.

As published in Learning By Design E-News 7/15/2008 “Six Design Principles to Set the Stage for Learning”

Figure 2: Opportunities for two- and three-dimensional displays are planned into this high school classroom 
design. Rendering by Eurilynn Caraballo, Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Architects 

Figure 1: The diversity of activity centers in these two different Reggio Emilia-inspired classrooms helped 
evaluate the right size for a flexible classroom. Illustration by Abbie Cronin, EE&K Architects.



2. Let the walls and ceiling 
communicate
As a stage can create an entire world, every 
surface of the classroom can be engaged in 
the learning process, particularly the walls 
and even the ceiling and the floor. As Figure 
2 illustrates, personalization of the learning 
environment through two- and three-dimen-
sional displays reinforces the learning process 
and communicates the values of the learning 
community. Frequently, however, numerous 
door openings, storage units, HVAC equip-
ment, electrical devices, grills, wainscots and 
sometimes even too many windows reduce 
the amount of “productive” wall space. 
Classroom designs should ensure that wall 
surfaces, particularly at the scale of the chil-
dren, are as unencumbered as possible. The 
ceiling is also an opportunity for suspending 
artwork or curtains from a grid (see Figure 
3), or even—with proper structural design—
for creating kinetic physics experiments.

3. Let the furniture play its part

Stage sets change over time—and in some 
instances, every day—and stages are designed 
to readily accommodate these changes. 
Likewise, in classroom design we need to 
be careful not to create spaces that are so 
idiosyncratic that they prevent a process of 
continuous adaptation by the students and 
teachers. Avoid too many built-in elements 
and too many overly small “nooks and 
crannies.” As the Reggio Emilia-inspired 
classrooms illustrate, a great variety of spaces 
to learn can be readily created by the right 
furniture and other loose objects. In addition 
to tables and chairs, couches, shelves for edu-
cational materials, soft seats, beanbags, and 
even rugs can define a new place or center. 
In many ways, the furniture and these other 
loose objects will communicate the culture 
of the school by creating great places and op-
portunities to learn.

4. Plan for acoustical diversity

When classroom activity grows more diverse, 
there may be times when a little acoustical 
separation is desirable. These activities might 
include intensive or private conversation or 
the use of media with an audio component. 
In these instances, the use of a physically 
separate but visually connected space may be 
useful. These opportunities could be provided 
by a room within or adjacent to the classroom 
or by taking advantage of the circulation 
space outside of the classroom. These spaces 
can also be shared between classrooms, fos-
tering communication between classes.

 
5. Respond to the scale 
of the children

The size of the children affects the ap-
propriateness of the setting in many ways, 
ranging from the height of window sills to 
the size of the classroom. Windows enable 
the students to connect to the larger world, 
and their sills provide opportunities to 
further engage the students. For example, 
the binoculars on the sill in Figure 5 inspire 
the children to explore the world around 

them, or elsewhere small “biospheres” en-
able students to see the hydrologic cycle. 
Teachers and students can also adjust the 
scale of the room using plants, branches 
and a variety of three-dimensional features 
using a ceiling grid and other opportunities. 

6. Create some ambience

No stage would be complete without light-
ing. Our classrooms should take advantage 
of the opportunities for plentiful natural 
light and energy-efficient electric light-
ing. Each source should be controllable 
by the teachers and students to suit their 
activity and avoid glare. Variable “scenes” 
should be enabled through the light-
ing controls and shading devices that can 
“wash” the walls or create the appropri-
ate illumination for a particular activity 
as desired. Task lighting can also enhance 
the ambience and flexibility of the room.

These six general principles can help 
designers ensure the creation of class-
rooms that foster great performances 
and positive educational outcomes. 

Figure 3: A wooden grid suspended from the ceiling, inspired by pipe grids found in sculpture studios and 
black box theaters, engages the ceiling into the learning process.  
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As published in School Construction News Nov/Dec2008 “Design Share Awards 2008”

The goal of the DesignShare Awards is to 
find learning environments that champion 
innovative design concepts and educational 
programs. Teams of educators and archi-
tects that submitted projects were asked to 
describe ideas that enhance learning, as well 
as provide innovations in planning, program-
ming and design to facilitate education. The 
DesignShare Awards program recognizes 
projects that support the learning process 
with their design, anticipate change and 
inspire unimagined possibilities.

Design Share 
Awards 2008

Merit Award
school Without Walls senior High school

L o c A t i o n  Washington, D.C.
D e S i g n e r  Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Architects
P r o g r A M  High School/Secondary 
School, ages 14 to 21
c A P A c i t y  440

Situated in a 19th century building with 
a 21st century addition, this school blurs 
the physical and programmatic boundaries 
between a small urban high school and a 
research university, creating a seamless curric-
ulum that stretches from secondary education 
to early post-secondary curriculum.

This school-university partnership also grew 
to renew and expand a deteriorating historic 
school building and create a new residence 
hall. The 440-student urban high school 
located in the heart of a major university’s 
academic district in downtown Washington, 
takes advantage of its environment by 
creating partnerships with the university and 
other resources throughout the city.

The school environment strives to blend 
university elements with traditional high 
school elements to foster an environment of 
educational professionalism. This is achieved 
with high-tech classrooms built to mirror 
those used by the university, and by offering 
wireless capabilities for laptop use and multi-
media presentations.



2 | D
esign Share A

w
ards 20

08

First Floor Plan



20 SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION NEWS — MARCH/APRIL  2009

Q&A

WWW.SCHOOLCONSTRUCTIONNEWS.COM

By Matthew Crawford

Sean O’Donnell, principal at New
York-based Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn
Architects, has more than 15 years of expe-
rience in architecture, with a focus on
designing learning environments. 

O’Donnell founded and serves as the
chair of the AIA/DC Committee on
Architecture for Education and has
served as a juror for the National School
Board Association’s Learning by Design
Awards, the Virginia School Board

Association Design Awards, the Council
of Educational Facilities Planners,
International’s National School Building
Week and the Richard Riley Award. 

In June, he will lead a workshop at the
School Building Expo that will focus on
School Without Walls, an urban
Washington, D.C., high school that is inte-
grated on the George Washington
University campus. He discussed the proj-
ect and adaptive reuse with School
Construction News during a phone inter-
view from his Washington office.

Q: How does adaptive reuse fit into
the economy today?

A: I think it is certainly an appro-
priate strategy, regardless of the econ-
omy. There are often constraints, par-
ticularly in urban settings, in choosing
sites for a new school. Reuse of exist-
ing sites and buildings makes a lot of
sense, and plays into a number of fac-
tors, including cost-effectiveness, sus-
tainability, the neighborhood schools
movement.

A school we just finished in
Manhattan, for example, was a nurses res-
idence for an eye, ear and throat hospital.
That is now an elementary school.
Adapting a seven-story nurses residence
made a lot of sense in the context of
Manhattan. The dynamics of the real
estate market in New York, Washington
and Los Angeles lend themselves to the
reuse of existing buildings.

Q: What components should adminis-
trators look for if they want to convert a
building that was not designed as a school?

A: They should look for a number of
factors, including the relationship with
the community being served and physi-
cal proximity. It’s a matter of evaluating
the building for its educational adequacy
and making sure that it can serve the
educational program well.

You may look at loft buildings, which
have a relatively flexible structural grid
and reasonable floor-to-floor heights.
The building that I sited for the elemen-

tary school had a very tight floor-to-
floor height of 12 feet, 6 inches. We
could make that work, but an increased
floor-to-floor height would be more
opportune to accommodate modern
mechanical systems and other building
systems needed to support the educa-
tional program.

The size of the floor plate is critical.
You don’t want it to be too deep and you
want to be able to provide natural light
throughout the building. One of the
other things that we look at in urban
areas is the number of floors in the
building. You want to make sure that
vertical circulation works well.

Access to other spaces that you need
for educational facilities that might not fit
within the building should also be a consid-
eration. There was no gymnasium at the
nurses residence, so we had to be creative
and create a gymnasium at the top floor of
that building. The roof was removed and
extended upward to create a double-height
space that was clear of columns.

It takes a bit of creativity and quantita-
tive analysis, and also a bit of due-diligence
to find the various opportunities that might
be available to one particular school.

Q: Is it often challenging to install the
IT components needed for schools during
a reuse project?

A: We haven’t had any issues inte-
grating modern educational technology.
The catch, in some instances, is the
floor-to-floor height, which can make it
difficult to install all of the building sup-
port systems that are needed if there is
not enough space.

A lot of schools are moving to wire-
less Internet, so it just becomes an issue
of distribution points throughout the
building. It’s relatively easy. If you can
get the mechanical system in place and
start working other systems around it,
you’ve pretty much got it made for
adapting a building.

Q: Is there one challenge that poses
the greatest problem to convert a building
into a school facility?

A: It’s a challenge to make sure
the horizontal and vertical constraints
are correct for the teaching environ-
ment. You have to have the right pro-
portions so students and faculty can
communicate well in small or largeCircle #121 on reader service card.

1010 East 62nd Street, Los Angeles, CA 90001-1598
Phone: 1-800-562-5377 • Fax: 1-800-562-5399

Circle #122 on reader service card.

Royce
Rolls Ringer

 - Durable, Stainless Steel Carts & Fixtures
 -  Factory Direct Prices
 - 10 Year Guarantee Against Breakage

Request your free catalog today.
www.RoyceRolls.net      toll free 800-253-9638     fax 616-361-5976

Company

Adaptive Economics
School Architect Discusses Reuse, Collaboration Projects

O’Donnell

Children play on the roof of a converted nurses residence that now serves as
Elementary School PS 59 in Manhattan.

As published in School Construction News Mar/Apr 2009 “Adaptive Economics”



groups. You also have to make sure
sight lines are good. 

The public spaces have to be ade-
quately sized to make sure people can
move throughout the building. Part of
education is out-of-classroom learning,
as well. You must accommodate places to
talk and display areas.

A lot of this is derived from the struc-
tural system of the building, with some
buildings being more flexible than oth-
ers. Load-bearing walls present chal-
lenges because they are harder to modi-
fy. Buildings that have load-bearing
masonry walls in the interior can be the
most challenging to adapt, but it’s not
impossible if the proportions are right.

Q: Obviously, avoiding construction of
a new building is good for the environ-
ment. Are there other less apparent green
benefits with adaptive reuse?

A: The reuse of a building is inher-
ently sustainable, and all of the certifica-
tion systems acknowledge the reuse of
material as an important contributor to
sustainability.

Other components could be transit-
oriented, especially if the project is in a
dense neighborhood. Natural light is
also an important factor. Oftentimes, you
can also reuse a lot of finishes from the
building and there is the opportunity for
sustainability with mechanical systems.

Q: Adaptive reuse is not widespread
with school facilities. Do you think it is a
building technique that is going to grow?

A: I think so. With a lot of the dis-
tricts that we are working with, real
estate is becoming more expensive and
finding greenfield sites is becoming
increasingly difficult, even in suburban
environments. In the past few years,
development companies bought up any
properties they could and oftentimes
schools couldn’t compete.

I think being creative and continuing
to allow a building to evolve through its
lifecycle is a trend we are starting to see
emerge, particularly in New York.
Charter schools have been doing a lot
with this, as well. 

It’s definitely something that I expect

to continue in the future, and I think the
pressure to solve demographic needs
will drive people to be more creative and
look at the existing building stock.

Q: You are planning to discuss School
Without Walls at the School Building Expo in
June. What is the concept behind that project?

A: School Without Walls is a small
urban high school that was created with
the philosophy of using the city as its
classroom. In the 1970s, school officials
selected a 19th century elementary school
building for the high school campus. That
building happened to be in the midst of
George Washington University’s campus. 

Over time, the boundaries have
blurred between the two campuses,
allowing for a very strong programmatic
relationship. Students take classes at the
university and the university uses the
high school classrooms for after-hours

courses. The high school students also
use the university’s gymnasium, food
services and research library.

The programmatic ties evolved so
strongly that the school is now an integral
part of the university campus. However,
over time the high school facility suffered
from severe deferred maintenance and it
was also smaller than what they needed
programmatically. It was becoming very
cramped and crowded, and people were
growing to dislike the facility.

Q: What was planned with the
expansion?

A: The idea was to create an innova-
tive joint-development project with the
university that included selling the high
school’s parking lot to the university,
which was used for a new residence hall.
That transaction, in turn, funded a sub-
stantial portion of the modernization and
the expansion of School Without Walls. 

We took the approximately 32,000-
square-foot building and modernized it
and we are building an addition that is
about the same size adjacent to it. It
includes all of the new technology and
systems that they didn’t have before,
while building on the inherent qualities of
the early 19th century facility that were
small and residentially scaled. It is small
and intimate, while allowing for natural
light and places to gather informally.

Q: Were there security concerns with
the university’s residence hall sitting adja-
cent to the school?

A: It is a through-block site, so our
door is on one side of the block and the
entrance to the residence hall is on the
other. The buildings abut each other

with completely separate entrances.
Sight lines between the two sites were

a concern because the school has a roof
terrace that is adjacent to the residence
hall courtyard. We had to consider the
possibility of sight lines that were inappro-
priate, so we ended up getting a green
screen with vegetation that will prevent
direct site lines between the two sites.

However, the key to the school is it is
a part of the university and the students
from the high school feel like they are
transitioning easily to higher education.
We want them to meet university stu-
dents on the street and in public spaces.

Q: Is the high school used as a lab
environment for education students at the
university?

A: It’s not a lab high school, which
some colleges have. They are peers in
many ways. The university’s school of
education is right next door, which
allows teaching opportunities for stu-
dents in that department.

Q: Do you see this type of collabora-
tion happening with other schools?

A: I think it’s definitely a trend that
will continue, and I would think that any
urban university or school district
would have an interest in making these
kinds of relationships and blurring the
boundaries. The joint programming and
technology can be mutually beneficial.
It’s a win-win for both sides in everyway,
and it really should become a model for
the country.

Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn
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As published in Edutopia Feb2009 under the headline “Building for the Future.”

Since 2006, subscribing wholeheartedly 
to the need to share the best of scholastic 
design, Edutopia has published a sampling of 
winners of the annual DesignShare awards 
for exceptional scholastic architecture. The 
competition is juried by a team of promi-
nent architects, landscapers, designers, and 
educators under the aegis of the Minneapolis- 
and Tampa-based architecture and plan-
ning firm Fielding Nair International. 

DesignShare has long argued that school 
design and architecture need to be as much 
about caps, gowns, and mortarboards as 
about mortar, steel, and bricks. For nearly 
a decade, Randy Fielding and Prakash Nair 
and their group have searched the globe 
for school projects that utilize design as a 
creative tool for scholastic achievement. 

The DesignShare annual awards began in 
2000, and to date the spotlight of honor 
has shone on a range of exemplary school 
projects from such countries as Argentina, 
Australia, Canada, Germany, Iceland, 
India, Iran, Israel, Mexico, and Singapore, 

as well as new construction and renova-
tions from around the United States. Every 
year, competitors are asked two questions 
in order to seek out tangible expressions of 
DesignShare’s key theme, Designing for 
the Ever Changing Future of Learning. 

According to Fielding, the awards program’s 
co-creator, the operative motivating idea 
can be found in the latter half of the 
award’s name: Share. “What we really 
need to do,” Fielding says in describing a 
critical standard fostered by the DesignShare 
Awards, “is to move from a competitive to 
a collaborative prototype that allows us to 
share great school design worldwide.”

With the following selections, we offer five of 
this year’s DesignShare winners, all but one 
from the United States. This year, what most 
prominently characterizes the winning projects 
is the trend toward architecture that increas-
ingly aims to serve as a physical, tangible, 
multidimensional primer to inform and inspire 
students and teachers as vividly as the best 
books, curricula, and educational Web sites.

school Without Walls senior High school 
Washington, DC
Designshare 2008 Merit award
D e S i g n e r :  ehrenkrantz eckstut & Kuhn

School Without Walls Senior High School 
gains tremendous power from melding the 
new with the old: The school’s new spaces are 
designed to give students the sense of freedom 
to explore and learn that emulates the collegial 
atmosphere of nearby George Washington 
University. This collaboration enables direct 
contact with older students who are immersed 
in and committed to programs of higher 
education and can represent for inner-city high 
school students the path to scholastic success.

The expectation is that this collabora-
tion will lead to the kind of systemic blend 
DesignShare lauds as “a seamless grade 9-16 
curriculum” and that blur physical and 
program boundaries in a way some educa-
tors believe can lead to a paradigm shift for 
learning in all inner-city high schools.

Forward-Thinking School Design 
Inspires Teachers and Students 
The 2008 DesignShare Awards for the best scholastic architecture.
by Richard Rapaport



4 | Building for the Future



As published in Contract Feb 2009 under the headline “Lesson Plans”
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As published in Cityfeet Sept 2008 under the headline “First Green School Opens”

FirSt G r E E N 
SchOOL OPEnS



By Lois Weiss

Wednesday, September 03, 2008 -  An inno-
vative public-private partnership between 
the Educational Construction Fund (ECF), 
an arm of the New York City Board of 
Education, and real estate developer The 
World-Wide Group has resulted in the Sept. 
2nd opening of Manhattan’s first School 
Construction Authority (SCA)-certified 
green school located at 213 E. 63rd Street. 
The building, designed by Ehrenkrantz 
Eckstut & Kuhn Architects, is the new 
temporary home for Public School 59 (also 
known as The Beekman Hill International 
School), a top-rated pre-kindergarten 
through fifth grade elementary school.

The project – which is the site of the former 
Manhattan Eye Ear and Throat Hospital 
annex (built in 1917) – is the first school to 
comply with the Department of Education’s 
NYC Green Schools Rating system, which 
was adopted in 2008 to comply with a set 
of sustainable design standards for public 
construction projects in New York City 
established by the City Council in 2005. 
The Department of Education developed the 
NYC Green Schools Rating System based on 
LEED certification requirements from the 
U.S. Green Building Council. The new school 
includes a rooftop play area, a full-sized 
gymnasium, common learning areas, science 
laboratories and spacious classrooms.

With SCA standards calling for higher 
levels of fresh air, the 63rd Street school was 
designed with an ultra-efficient HVAC system 
utilizing a superior filtering system. All the 
school’s windows were replaced and glazed 
with low E-coated glass, which helps keep 
heat out and light in. The building uses steam 
for heat, which emits no greenhouse gases.

Raya Ani, AIA LEED AP, associate 
principal at EE&K Architects, said, 
“By adding a new gymnasium atop the 

existing building we were able to add 
colors and bold forms while honoring and 
preserving the building’s integrity; we gave 
the building a new dimension while at the 
same time preserving its historic beauty.”

The temporary PS 59 is one component within 
a larger project currently being developed 
by World-Wide at 57th Street and Second 
Avenue, where the former PS 59 and the 
current High School for Art and Design will 
be completely rebuilt. When PS 59 returns to 
57th Street, the current 63rd Street location 
will become a new neighborhood school, 
adding 450 new classroom seats to the New 
York City public school system.

No taxpayer money will go toward the 
rebuilding of the two new schools. World-
Wide – through an agreement with the 
Educational Construction Fund – will fund 
the project on 57th Street and Second Avenue. 
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As published in Contract Sept 2008 under the headline “Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Designs First ScA-certified Green School, PS59”

Manhattan's first School Construction 
Authority (SCA)-certified green school 
opened on Sept. 2 at 213 E. 63rd Street. 
Designed by Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & 
Kuhn Architects, the building will serve 
as a temporary home for Public School 
59 (also known as The Beekman Hill 
International School), a pre-K through 
fifth grade elementary school. It will 
eventually relocate to 57th Street and 2nd 
Avenue. The 63rd street location will then 
become a new neighborhood school.

"The temporary home of PS 59 has 
become a victory for the school, the 
neighborhood and the New York City 
public school system," says David 
Lowenfeld, executive vice president of 
The World-Wide Group, the project's 

real estate developer. "The new PS 59 is 
an example of how private and public 
interests can work together for the greater 
good of the local community."

This is the first school to comply with 
the Department of Education's NYC 
Green Schools Rating system, which was 
adopted in 2008 to comply with a set of 
sustainable design standards for public 
construction projects in New York City, 
established by the City Council in 2005. 
The Department of Education devel-
oped the NYC Green Schools Rating 
System based on LEED requirements 
for USGBC. The new PS 59 includes a 
rooftop play area, a full-sized gymna-
sium, common learning areas, science 
laboratories, and spacious classrooms. 

A new HVAC system utilizes a superior 
filtering system. The windows were 
replaced and glazed with low E-coated 
glass, which helps keep heat out and light 
in. The building uses steam for heat. 

"We wanted both the interior and exterior 
of the school to express the tremendous 
energy of the school and its students," 
says Raya Ani, AIA LEED AP, associate 
principal at EE&K Architects. "By adding 
a new gymnasium atop the existing 
building we were able to add colors and 
bold forms while honoring and preserving 
the building’s integrity; we gave the 
building a new dimension while at the 
same time preserving its historic beauty.”

Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Designs 
First SCA-Certified Green School, PS59

PS 59
Sept 16, 2008
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Case Study: Deanwood Community  
Center & Library 

ThE pRojEcT wILL bE ThE fIRST LEED SILvER cERTIfIED, 

joINT-uSE commuNITy cENTER AND pubLIc LIbRARy IN ThE 

DISTRIcT upoN ITS cERTIfIcATIoN EXpEcTED IN ApRIL, 2010

Deanwood Community Center & Library

Washington, DC

LEED for New Construction anticipated for Spring, 2010

Anticipated Points: 33

Silver       33*

Sustainable Sites     9/14

Water Efficiency       4/5

Energy & Atmosphere     4/17

Materials & Resources     3/13

Indoor Environmental Quality   10/15

Innovation & Design       3/5

*Out of a possible 69 points 

LEED Facts

CONSTRUCTION 

PARTNERS

PROJECT

SPECIFICATIONS

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Adrian M. Fenty, Mayor

Office of Planning www.planning.dc.gov 

District Department of Environment www.ddoe.dc.gov   

The new Deanwood community center and Library  

is an innovative and sustainable joint-use facility that will  

feature educational, recreational and athletic programs  

for all ages. This project is a partnership between the  

Deputy Mayor’s Office and the Department of Parks and  

Recreation and is being managed by the Deputy Mayor  

for Planning and Economic Development. The building 

will become an intergenerational destination with 

numerous opportunities for interaction organized  

around an interior public space. 

Summary

The Guide to Green: Buildings

As published in The Guide to Green Buildings 2008 under the headline “case Study: Deanwood community center & Library”



 

Case Study: Deanwood Community  
Center & Library 

CONSTRUCTION 

PARTNERS

PROJECT

SPECIFICATIONS

Architect: Ehrenkrantz 

Eckstut & Kuhn Architects

Owner: The District of 

Columbia Department of 

parks & recreation

Program Manager: 

Banneker Ventures LLC and 

regan Associates

Sustainable Design 

consultant: TerraLogos

 

Deanwood Community Center & Library 
Image credit:

Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Architects 

A VIBrAnT JoInT-USE nEIGHBorHooD fACILITy

The community facility will include an indoor swimming pool, locker rooms,  

gymnasium, game room, a 10,000 square foot library, child care and senior 

facilities, kitchen and multipurpose rooms. It is positioned at the north end  

of an existing 5.8-acre park in northeast DC, and will integrate and anchor  

the north end of the park, helping to define the public open spaces between  

it and the ronald Brown Middle School at the southern border of the park.  

The state-of-the art facility will offer continuous educational activity through 

youth and elderly programs at the Early Care & Education Center, where  

District students will be tutored after school and seniors will engage in  

numerous wellness programs. 

STRATEGIES AND RESULTS

 The major site design initiatives include a cistern to collect stormwater run-off, bioretention  

gardens, and the reuse of water for irrigation.

 Designed to save energy, reduce water consumption, and create a healthy indoor environment,  

the center will foster environmental stewardship among the users.

 Light colored roofing and paving was used to reduce the “heat island” effect and lower  

energy costs.  

 The building optimizes energy performance by reducing energy use by 40 percent compared to 

conventional means.  

 Indoor chemical and pollutants are controlled through the use of walk-off mats and increased 

ventilation in spaces containing copy machines and the like.

 The building uses only interior finishes that meet high standards to ensure good indoor air quality, 

which can lead to higher levels productivity and overall well-being.  

 The innovative design strategy focuses on continuing the green initiative of the building  

beyond the design and construction periods. for example, the Green Housekeeping credit  

refers to the owner’s commitment to use cleaning methods and products considered friendly  

to our environment. 

Site Size: 5.8 acres

facility Size: 63,000 s.f.

project Completion: 2009

Total project Cost: $25 M 
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Ehrenkrantz Eckstut & Kuhn Architects

www.eekarchitects.com

New York
212 353 0400

Washington, DC
202 861 1325

Los Angeles
213 489 7737

Shanghai
86 021 5169 9833


