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SECTION 01

PURPOSE & INTENT
In its 89-year history, Lewis University has evolved 

from a technical school for boys to a dynamic, 

coeducational, Catholic university -- providing 

liberal arts and professional education to a diverse 

population of 6,500+ students in Romeoville, 

Illinois along with two remote locations in Oak 

Brook, Illinois and Albuquerque, New Mexico. This 

master plan establishes a framework vision for the 

future of the Romeoville campus which is flexible 

enough to meet continued changing needs over 

time.

The institution’s last master plan was adopted 

in 2013. Since that time, enrollment projections, 

physical spaces across campus and the 

university’s vision for the future have changed. 

In 2019, Lewis University sent out a Request for 

Proposal seeking a comprehensive space analysis 

of its Romeoville campus facilities as a driver for 

an updated master plan process. With a call to 

validate and refresh department space inventory, 

the design team worked with representatives 

from each college and division to obtain valuable 

information regarding space needs. This analysis 

formed the basis for a new master plan. The team 

also engaged with a group assisting the university 

with simultaneous strategic planning.

The intent of this plan is to provide future-

focused, reality-based parameters which respect 

the history and values of Lewis University while 

providing guidance for future decision-making for 

both the near- and long-term.
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SECTION 01

THE PROCESS
As a tool for building consensus, the master 
plan process is as important as the outcome 
itself, and is often reflected in the quality of the 
plan.  Lewis University provided outstanding 
involvement through focus groups, interviews, 
and surveys.

A very inclusive and transparent process was 
achieved by involving individuals from all facets 
of the Lewis campus community. The process 
required on-going commitment from Lewis 
University’s leadership and advisory committee, 
as well as, participation from students, faculty, 
and staff. 

The process launched in the Fall of 2020 with the 
engagement of the Campus Master Plan Advisory 
Committee and several on-campus site visits.  
Over the course of discovery, the design team 
conducted over 40 focus groups with university 
leadership, faculty and staff across all colleges, 
departments and the university community  
to gain a comprehensive understanding of how 
the campus currently functions, as well as its 
aspirations for the future. Despite the unique 
virtual nature of these focus group, brought on by 
the realities of the COVID -19 pandemic, the level 
of engagement was very high.

A key piece of the process was an assessment 
of current and projected space needs. The study 
quantified how space is being used today, 
determined how much space is needed at current 
enrollment, and projected space needs in the 
future at target enrollments. 

In addition, an online survey and “Map My Lewis” 
interactive survey were launched to faculty and 
staff.
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SECTION 01

While this updated master plan is intended to promote a renewed vision for Lewis University’s future, 
it was also created to help the institution recall and retain what is already working -- keeping in 
tact that which makes the institution and the campus experience special. Recommendations are 
suggested to support and enhance the school’s identity while also recognizing evolving wants and 
needs. The guiding principles outlined herein were developed in response to that which students, 
faculty, staff, leadership and the general Lewis community conveyed as important.

1. BUILD COMMUNITY ON CAMPUS
 � Create inspiring places, both inside and 

outside, where students, faculty, and staff can 

gather to build community on campus;

 � Incorporate additional spaces for 

collaboration, social gatherings and study.

2. AMPLIFY STUDENT SUCCESS
 � All enhancements that arise from this plan 

should support the success of students.

3. PRIORITIZE RE-USE OF EXISTING FACILITIES
 � Whenever possible, focus our financial 

resources to renovate existing facilities;

 � Optimize existing before building new.

4. FOCUS EFFORTS ON ELEMENTS THAT IMPACT 
RECRUITMENT, RETENTION, OR REVENUE 
GENERATION

 � A successful campus community retains 

students and attracts perspective students. As 

a result of more students on campus, revenue 

increases.

5. ENHANCE THE CORE OF CAMPUS
 � Concentrate academic and student life 

facilities within a walkable center of campus;

 � Staff that are not student facing should be 

relocated from the center of campus to the 

edges when possible.

6. MAKE LASALLIAN VALUES EVIDENT IN THE 
BUILT ENVIRONMENT

 � The unique LaSallian roots of campus should 

not be lost as new projects are completed.

GUIDING PRINCIPLES:

7. CREATE A CONNECTED CAMPUS
 � Enhancements that arise from this plan should 

help to better connect students and faculty to 

each other, to nature, and to Lewis University’s 

host community;

 � Prioritize pedestrians by moving roads and 

parking to perimeter spaces.
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SECTION 01

1. BUILD COMMUNITY ON CAMPUS
Throughout the discovery process, a recurrent 
theme that emerged was the importance of 
creating spaces which foster community. The 
university’s mission values of knowledge, 
fidelity, wisdom and justice guided by the spirit 
of association underscore the way in which 
interaction, collaboration and collegiality help to 
foster student learning and development at Lewis 
University.

This master plan calls for the creation of spaces 
that support gathering, interaction and help to 
bridge the range of users that will draw upon 
these spaces, including commuter, residential, 
undergraduate and graduate students, faculty, 
staff and the community.

2. AMPLIFY STUDENT SUCCESS
While it’s important to consider the needs and 
wants of many stakeholders, students are the 
main reason for Lewis University’s existence. 
Each decision made should ultimately be 
in support of and in service to the spiritual, 
social and academic success of students, and 
initiatives that will most positively impact 
students should be prioritized.

3. PRIORITIZE RE-USE OF EXISTING FACILITIES

Like most institutions, the university 
operates within limited budgets and 
resources. Before suggesting a new  
building project or addition, teams should 
consider ways in which existing assets  
or infrastructure could be optimized  
or repurposed. Activating underutilized 
spaces or pursuing renovation options 
could prove to be less expensive, more 
sustainable and a better use of resources.

3. PRIORITIZE RE-USE OF EXISTING FACILITIES



8LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 8

SECTION 01

4. FOCUS EFFORTS ON ELEMENTS THAT IMPACT 
RECRUITMENT, RETENTION, OR REVENUE 
GENERATION

While there are many “nice to have” features 
that could be added to a campus, teams should 
consider prioritizing projects that provide the 
most positive and tangible impact when deciding 
how to most effectively utilize limited funds.

One of the main features of the master 
plan is the focus on the university’s core 
of campus. By concentrating academics 
and student life here, the goal is to create 
a more pedestrian-friendly experience 
that increases opportunities for chance 
encounters and interaction with others.

The benefits, culture and engagement that 
results through such interactions should 
be strongly considered when prioritizing 
projects.

5. ENHANCE THE CORE OF CAMPUS

5. ENHANCE THE CORE OF CAMPUSStudents are at the heart of Lewis University’s 
purpose. Therefore, efforts that will attract more 
students, as well as those that will enhance the 
student experience, should be at the top of the 
list for consideration. Happy, engaged students 
are more likely to stay at Lewis, and a robust  
population creates a more dynamic campus. 
Together, these drivers create opportunity for 
continued campus enhancements.

Additionally, revenue-generating projects 
should receive consideration as teams explore 
implementation and phasing options.



9LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 9

SECTION 01
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6. MAKE LASALLIAN VALUES EVIDENT IN 
THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT
The mission Statement of Lewis University is 
guided by its mission values, which are inspired 
by the Lasallian Core Principles.

MISSION VALUES:
KNOWLEDGE

 � The result of a lifelong pursuit of learning 

fostered through creative and critical 

interaction in a community of learners.

FIDELITY

 � The spirit which recognizes God as ultimate 

reality, unifying the diverse forms of knowledge 

in the pursuit of fullness of truth, while 

recognizing the diversity of human experience.

WISDOM

 � The result of the integration of reflection and 

action developed through higher learning 

throughout all of life.

JUSTICE

 � The affirmation of the equal dignity of every 

person and the promotion of personal and 

social responsibility.

ASSOCIATION

 � A commitment to student learning, 

development, and success accomplished 

through collaboration, mutual respect, 

collegiality, and dedicated service in the spirit 

of our Catholic and Lasallian Mission.

Currently, Lewis University’s campus is 
comprised of three disparate components 
dispersed across a widespread area. As 
a result, students, faculty and staff must 
rely on vehicles to move about, limiting 
interactivity and creating the impression of 
an empty campus. Prioritizing projects that 
will help to enhance and activate the core 
of campus, emphasize the arboretum and 

7. CREATE A CONNECTED CAMPUS

7. CREATE A CONNECTED CAMPUS

bring people together will result in a richer and 
more engaging campus experience. Relocating 
parking and roads to the perimeter of the 
campus will further help to prioritize people and 
strengthen connectivity.
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SECTION 01

EXISTING SITE PLAN



11LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 11

SECTION 01

A

B

C

D

E

F

GH

I
J

K

L M

N

O

P

Q

R

S

T
U

V

W

X

Y

W
C

C

C

PLAN SUMMARY
With a storied history of capitalizing on existing 
resources for the betterment of the university, 
this plan follows suit by doubling down on the 
core of campus enacting a singular defined 
central campus where academic excellence 
is supported through physical infrastructure. 
Centralizing the physical campus around the 
core of the academic experience supported by the 
departments, recreational activities rooted and 
LaSallian values, a singular campus community 
emerges. The emergency of this community is 
further supported with an increase in student 
spaces crafted throughout campus to allow 
further engagement and curiosity outside of the 
classroom.

With a singular connected campus, a focus 
on the student emerges allowing for resident, 
commuter and graduate students alike to 
connect amongst themselves or with faculty as 
they move about the campus unimpeded from 
vehicular movements which are now aligned to 
the edges of campus. The collective campus as 
represented now is fundamentally guided by 
a series of guiding principles that will lay the 
ground work for ensuring each investment made 
moving forward is in respect to the ideas of the 
Lewis University of the future. 

PROPOSED SITE PLAN
A. South Hall

B. Benilde Hall

C. Action Plan for Athletics & 
Rec Fields

D. Gaffney Expansion - Phase I

E. LRC Renovation

F. Demo Fitzpatrick Hall & 
Implement ‘The Backyard’

G. New Roadway Alignment - 
Phase I

H. New Residential Buildings

I. Residential Quad

J. Demo Cody & Ryan Hall 

K. De LaSalle Renovation

L. Aviation Expansion

M. Relocate Business School

N. Charlie’s Place Renovation

O. South Entrance

P. New Roadway 
Alignment - Phase II

Q. Arts & Aviation Quad

R. Demo McNamara

S. Gaffney Expansion - Phase II

T. Rec Center Expansion

U. Central Core Campus Building 1

V. Central Core Campus Building 2

W. Parking Lot Additions

X. Borromeo Renovation

Y. Potential Future Development Study

Campus Core Placemaking

ADDITION / NEW BUILDING

RENOVATION
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SECTION 02

DISCOVERY PHASE
SmithGroup toured the campus, as well as 
pertinent off-campus locations with University 
representatives. Existing conditions, planning, 
and current development issues were discussed 
to better understand how the current space 
functions for academics, academic support and 
student services. 

The design team met virtually with various 
university groups to discuss the overarching 
campus identity and planning goals, as well as 
issues, opportunities, challenges and trends 
related to academics, student life, housing, 
athletics and recreation, land use, historic 
context, transportation and mobility, parking 
safety, infrastructure, image and identity, 
linkages, sustainability and other critical issues. 

The following groups were included in these 
conversations:

 � ADVISORY COMMITTEE  

 � LEADERSHIP TEAM 

 � FOCUS GROUPS  

 � STAKEHOLDER GROUPS  

 � COMMUNITY 

 � STRATEGIC PARTNERS

A key exercise conducted during the Discovery 
Phase is the space utilization analysis, which 
helps the team identify how efficiently the 
university is utilizing existing spaces. The team 
then uses this information to assess projected 
space needs. At Lewis University, the study 
enabled the team to quantify and document 
how space is currently being used, determine 
how much space is required to serve current 
enrollment needs, and project space needs 
necessary to meet future enrollment target.

2 SURVEYS

40+ FOCUS GROUPS

2 SITE VISITS

2 PP&E MEETINGS

1 UPBRAC MEETING

5 LEADERSHIP MEETINGS
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SECTION 02

WHERE IS YOUR LEAST FAVORITE TEACHING SPACE?

WHERE DID YOU EAT BEFORE COVID

WHERE IS YOUR FAVORITE CLASSROOM?

WHERE DID YOU LIVE ON CAMPUS LAST YEAR?

MAP MY LEWIS
An online survey was conducted to optimize the 
amount of data collected regarding student and 
faculty wants and needs The questions were 
themed around routes through campus, safety, 
favorite places and least favorite places on 
campus. The results showed the team how each 
person answered individually, as well as trends 
among the larger group. 

Examples include:

 � Returning Students: Where did you live on 
campus last year?

 � Returning Students: Where did you 
typically eat before COVID?

 � Returning Students: Where is your 
favorite classroom?

 � Faculty: Where is your least favorite 
teaching space?
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SECTION 02

SPACE ANALYSIS
Academic and support space at the Lewis 
University Romeoville Campus was analyzed  
in 13 space categories for the Fall 2019 academic 
term. Overall, space on campus was found to be 
balanced, with sufficient space for current needs 
and to accommodate modest growth. However, 
as with most campuses, there are surpluses 
and deficits in individual space categories. The 
greatest need is in research space to attract 
new faculty, campus-wide meeting space and 
informal collaborative learning space outside of 
the library. Amenity space within the residence 
halls was also found to be lacking.

Campus space needs for the Lewis University 
Master Plan were established through a robust 
data gathering and analysis process that 
included:

 � Gathering facilities, enrollment, course 
and staffing data for the Fall 2019 term. 
The university created a detailed facilities 
inventory that can be maintained for 
future use;

 � Preparing preliminary space utilization 
analyses for regularly scheduled 
classrooms and teaching laboratories. 
This uncovered anomalies in the data 
that were resolved with the university;

 � Conducting virtual meetings with 
university representatives to gain an 
understanding of how current space 
is serving the campus and projected 
changes in programs and enrollment;

 � Establishing space guidelines for the 
various space categories on campus, 
incorporating current campus planning 
norms and the outcomes of discussions 
with campus representatives;

 � Preparing a space needs analysis for the 
Fall 2019 term and discuss opportunities 
to accommodate future changes.
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SECTION 02

STUDENT LIFE
As part of the Master Plan Process, Brailsford & 
Dunlavey ("B&D") evaluated student life facilities 
(“Student Life Assessment”) on the Main Campus 
in Romeoville, Illinois. The assessment sought 
to identify the physical space needs for campus 
housing, dining, recreation and the student 
center in alignment with the university’s long-
term strategy and overall guiding principles for 
the campus master plan. 

The initiatives and analyses completed for the 
assessment included the following: 

 � A tour of existing campus housing, dining 
and recreation / athletic facilities was 
conducted. In addition, a comprehensive 
review of data was completed to gain a 
thorough understanding of the existing 
facility and operational conditions;

 � An off-campus housing market analysis 
was performed to understand the 
inventory, costs and other key metrics of 
the housing market proximate to Lewis 
University;

 � A series of focus groups and stakeholder 
interviews was conducted with students 
and staff to gain qualitative information 
regarding student life preferences, 
particularly as it relates to on-campus 
housing conditions. Information was 
used to inform the development of the 
student survey instrument; 

 � A web-based survey was administered to 
the Lewis University student population 
to assess satisfaction of current 
student life facilities and to analyze 
future demand preferences. In total, 
1,925 students responded to the survey, 
representing approximately 9% of the 
campus population. Survey responses 
were sorted by various demographic 
characteristics to further assess 
students’ current habits and preferences 
for improved student life offerings. The 
full survey results are included in the 
Appendix; 

 � A student housing demand assessment 
was performed using B&D’s proprietary 
demand-based programming (DBP) 
methodology, which determines demand 
using statistically significant survey 
responses and projected enrollment 
figures provided by the university. 
Demand figures contain detailed insight 
into student preferences for various unit 
types, bedroom occupancy preferences 
and rental rates tested within the survey;

 � A preliminary assessment of the campus 
dining operations was completed to 
analyze facility utilization levels, hours 
of operation and meal plan enrollment. 
Additionally, B&D reviewed the contract 
with its dining operator. These efforts, 
along with student survey responses as 
they relate to dining offerings and eating 
habits, informed the final programmatic 
recommendations;

 � A preliminary assessment of demand 
for campus recreation and student 
center space was completed. B&D 
compared current space offerings to peer 
institutions and industry standards to 
determine the amount and specific types 
of spaces that are potentially needed on 
the campus to support student life;

 � An integrated housing financial 
model was developed to project the 
performance of proposed future housing 
improvements and to assess the impacts 
on the existing housing system. The 
flexible model was meant to exhibit the 
influence of variables such as revenues, 
expenses and capital budgets to help 
inform development and reinvestment 
decisions.

INFRASTRUCTURE
In order to understand current capabilities and 
limitations, as well as implications for future 
proposed campus changes, the design team met 
with the Lewis University Facilities Group and 
studied the existing mechanical, electrical and 
plumbing services infrastructure. 
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SECTION 03

SPACE ANALYSIS
EXISTING SPACE
In Fall 2019 the campus had a total of 
795,632 Assignable Square Feet (ASF) in 
thirteen space categories.

 � Classrooms: 84,754 ASF

 � Teaching Labs: 63,061 ASF

 � Open Labs: 12,235 ASF

 � Research Labs: 7,430 ASF

 � Offices: 139,676 ASF

 � Library and Collaborative Learning: 
33,715 ASF

 � Assembly and Exhibit: 30,819 ASF

 � Other (includes meeting space): 
8,515 ASF

 � Recreation and Athletics: 85,292 ASF

 � Student Center: 55,039 ASF

 � Health Care: 2,009 ASF

 � Physical Plant: 26,986 ASF

 � Residence Life: 246,101 ASF

Existing campus space, by space category 
and percentage of overall campus space, is 
depicted in Exhibit 3-1.

Exhibits 3-2 and 3-3 (next page) compare 
existing ASF (2019) to the Guideline ASF. 

Exhibit 3-1
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SECTION 03

ENROLLMENT ASSUMPTIONS

Student Headcount   4,579

Undergraduates   3,648

Graduate Students   931

Faculty and Staff Headcount  661

Faculty     251

Staff     410 

Total on-campus enrollment is expected to 
remain constant, with slight fluctuations in 
enrollment in current programs and several new 
programs, including Physical Therapy. 
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Base Year
Student Headcount = 4,579

Staff Headcount = 661

Space Category Existing ASF Guideline ASF Surplus/ (Deficit)
Percent Surplus/ 

(Deficit)

Academic Space

Classroom & Service 84,754 70,367 14,387 17%

Teaching Laboratories & Service 63,061 47,522 15,539 25%

Open Laboratories & Service 12,235 18,316 (6,081) (50%)

Research Laboratories & Service 7,430 12,000 (4,570) (62%)

Academic Space Subtotal 167,480 148,205 19,275 112%

Academic Support Space

Offices & Service 139,676 114,655 25,021 18%

Library & Collaborative Learning Space 33,715 38,154 (4,439) (13%)

Assembly & Exhibit 30,819 27,450 3,369 11%

Other Department Space 8,515 13,737 (5,222) (61%)

Academic Support Space Subtotal 212,725 193,996 18,729 9%

Student Support

PE, Recreation, & Athletics
85,292 71,590 13,702 16%

Student Center 55,039 50,369 4,670 8%

Health Care Facilities 2,009 1,855 155 8%

Student Support Subtotal 142,340 123,814 18,527 13%

Other

Physical Plant 26,986 26,127 859 3%

Residence Life 246,101 258,480 (12,379) (5%)

Other Subtotal 273,087 284,607 (11,520) (4%)

CAMPUS TOTAL 795,632 750,622 45,010 6%

ASF = Assignable Square Feet Exhibit 3-2

Exhibit 3-3
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SECTION 03

UTILIZATION ANALYSIS
The utilization of regularly scheduled teaching 
space is analyzed in order to facilitate discussion 
regarding appropriate use expectations, uncover 
reasons as to why significant usage deviation 
between spaces may occur, and provide 
information to establish metrics for the space 
needs analysis.  

CLASSROOM UTILIZATION
There were 81 classrooms on campus in the Fall 
2019 term. Classroom utilization is a function 
of the number of scheduled courses, class time 
duration and course enrollment compared to the 
number of student stations in the room (Exhibit 
3-4).  

CLASSROOM USE BY DATE AND TIME
Classrooms were most heavily scheduled on 
Tuesday and Thursday mornings. Of the 81 
general assignment classrooms, the greatest 
number in use at one time was 71, or 88%, at 9:00 
a.m. and at Noon on Tuesday (Exhibit 3-5).

Average (Mon-Fri)

30
%

68
% 83

%
77

%
57

% 62
%

37
%

25
%

22
% 32

% 44
%

43
%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

30
%

68
% 81

%
77

%
60

%
62

%
33

%
22

%
21

% 30
% 53

%
49

%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

30
%

62
% 77

%
67

%
49

%
49

%
12

%
5% 4% 14

% 28
%

30
%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

Tuesday

42
%

88
%

81
%

85
% 88
%

80
%

65
%

57
%

26
%

26
% 44

%
40

%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

Thursday

28
%

81
%

79
%

78
% 83
%

74
%

57
%

53
%

21
%

25
% 42

%
40

%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

32
%

73
% 80
%

77
%

67
%

65
%

41
%

32
%

19
% 25
% 42

%
40

%

0%

100%

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
AM

11
:0

0 
AM

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

81Total classrooms = 

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday FridayTime
of

Day
Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Average

32%30% 42% 30% 28% 30%8:00 AM 24  34  24  23  24  26  
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80%83% 81% 81% 79% 77%10:00 AM 67  66  66  64  62  65  

77%77% 85% 77% 78% 67%11:00 AM 62  69  62  63  54  62  
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42%44% 44% 53% 42% 28%6:00 PM 36  36  43  34  23  34  

40%43% 40% 49% 40% 30%7:00 PM 35  32  40  32  24  33  

Total classrooms = 81
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81Total classrooms = 

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday FridayTime
of

Day
Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Rooms
in Use

% In
Use

Average

32%30% 42% 30% 28% 30%8:00 AM 24  34  24  23  24  26  

73%68% 88% 68% 81% 62%9:00 AM 55  71  55  66  50  59  

80%83% 81% 81% 79% 77%10:00 AM 67  66  66  64  62  65  

77%77% 85% 77% 78% 67%11:00 AM 62  69  62  63  54  62  

67%57% 88% 60% 83% 49%12:00 PM 46  71  49  67  40  55  

65%62% 80% 62% 74% 49%1:00 PM 50  65  50  60  40  53  

41%37% 65% 33% 57% 12%2:00 PM 30  53  27  46  10  33  

32%25% 57% 22% 53% 5%3:00 PM 20  46  18  43  4  26  

19%22% 26% 21% 21% 4%4:00 PM 18  21  17  17  3  15  

25%32% 26% 30% 25% 14%5:00 PM 26  21  24  20  11  20  

42%44% 44% 53% 42% 28%6:00 PM 36  36  43  34  23  34  

40%43% 40% 49% 40% 30%7:00 PM 35  32  40  32  24  33  

Total classrooms = 81
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SECTION 03

CLASSROOM UTILIZATION BY BUILDING
The average weekly hours a classroom is 
scheduled is 32.4, with 59% of the seats filled. 
This is slightly more than the planning norm 
of 32 hours, but below the 65% seat fill target.  
Average student station size of 28.4 ASF exceeds 
the 22-25 ASF typical for good educational 
environments (Exhibit 3-6).

Weekly
Seat

Hours
No. of

Rooms

Average
Section

Size

Average Weekly 
Room
Hours

Seat Fill
RateBuilding Name and ID

Average
Room
Size

Average
ASF per
Station

17.524 37.6 50%5Academic Building 1,395AS.B 26.6 
31.119 52.9 60%6Benilde Hall 768BE 21.3 

17.022 31.6 56%8
Brother Neil Kieffe, FSC, 
Aviation Building

993HW.K 25.8 

27.420 36.1 78%4
Brother Paul French, FSC 
Learning Resource Center 869LR 25.5 

24.317 46.6 56%9De La Salle Hall 957DL 28.3 

40.218 44.7 90%1De La Salle Hall South 1,234DL.S 56.1 
9.220 15.7 61%3Dorothy Day Hall 1,012DO 29.8 

35.021 28.5 123%1Mother Teresa Hall 599MT 27.2 
13.616 19.0 94%4Oremus Fine Arts Center 892FA 38.0 
16.814 29.3 57%2Pope John Paul II Hall 808JP 35.9 
14.915 27.4 55%21Science Annex 789AS.A 26.5 
8.620 27.3 35%5South Hall 1,169SH 20.0 

15.721 29.4 56%11
St. Charles Borromeo Center 
Classrooms 1,754SB 38.6 

9.414 16.0 59%1Student Recreation and Fitness 
Center

588SC 24.5 

17.7 59%AVERAGETotal No. of Rooms = 81 32.4191,036
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83,951Total ASF
28.4

Total No. of Stations = 2952
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Weekly
Seat

Hours
No. of

Rooms

Average
Section

Size

Average Weekly 
Room
Hours

Seat Fill
RateBuilding Name and ID

Average
Room
Size

Average
ASF per
Station

17.524 37.6 50%5Academic Building 1,395AS.B 26.6 
31.119 52.9 60%6Benilde Hall 768BE 21.3 

17.022 31.6 56%8
Brother Neil Kieffe, FSC, 
Aviation Building

993HW.K 25.8 

27.420 36.1 78%4
Brother Paul French, FSC 
Learning Resource Center 869LR 25.5 

24.317 46.6 56%9De La Salle Hall 957DL 28.3 

40.218 44.7 90%1De La Salle Hall South 1,234DL.S 56.1 
9.220 15.7 61%3Dorothy Day Hall 1,012DO 29.8 

35.021 28.5 123%1Mother Teresa Hall 599MT 27.2 
13.616 19.0 94%4Oremus Fine Arts Center 892FA 38.0 
16.814 29.3 57%2Pope John Paul II Hall 808JP 35.9 
14.915 27.4 55%21Science Annex 789AS.A 26.5 
8.620 27.3 35%5South Hall 1,169SH 20.0 

15.721 29.4 56%11
St. Charles Borromeo Center 
Classrooms 1,754SB 38.6 

9.414 16.0 59%1Student Recreation and Fitness 
Center

588SC 24.5 

17.7 59%AVERAGETotal No. of Rooms = 81 32.4191,036
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SECTION 03

CLASSROOM UTILIZATION BY ROOM
Although the average weekly hours a 
classroom is scheduled is 32.4, individual 
rooms use ranges from 4.5 to 67.1 (Exhibit 3-7).

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

WSCH 
Max

(@       )
Utilization

 Ratio %
Seat Fill 

Rate36.0

Academic Building No. of Rooms = 5 

22 37.08231,161 46AS.B 150A 25110 17.9 1,656 0.5 48%
20 26.05161,113 48AS.B 155A 23110 10.8 1,728 0.3 41%
23 32.58051,156 48AS.B 156A 24110 16.8 1,728 0.47 52%
22 65.01,5041,158 40AS.B 157A 29110 37.6 1,440 1.04 58%
33 27.79432,387 80AS.B 158A 30110 11.8 2,880 0.33 43%

24 37.61,395 52Average 26.6

Total 6,975 188.24,590262

17.5 0.49 50%

Benilde Hall No. of Rooms = 6   

16 54.41,075686 26BE 156 26110 41.3 936 1.15 76%
23 62.31,561894 44BE 158 20110 35.5 1,584 0.99 57%
14 52.3809651 34BE 162 19110 23.8 1,224 0.66 45%

23 67.11,691890 36BE 163 25110 47.0 1,296 1.3 70%
21 46.91,023774 36BE 164 22110 28.4 1,296 0.79 61%
16 34.1564711 40BE 170 18110 14.1 1,440 0.39 41%

19 52.9768 36Average 21.3

Total 4,606 317.16,723216

31.1 0.86 60%

Brother Neil Kieffe, FSC, Aviation Building No. of Rooms = 8 

20 34.5718740 30HW.K 107 25110 23.9 1,080 0.66 69%
24 30.37611,014 36HW.K 124 28110 21.1 1,296 0.59 70%
19 24.73831,240 36HW.K 126 34110 10.6 1,296 0.3 43%
19 33.56871,189 36HW.K 128 33110 19.1 1,296 0.53 57%
21 48.49351,167 60HW.K 131 19110 15.6 2,160 0.43 32%
22 35.0768869 30HW.K 132 29110 25.6 1,080 0.71 73%
18 27.7426864 40HW.K 135 22110 10.6 1,440 0.3 38%
30 19.0557864 40HW.K 137 22110 13.9 1,440 0.39 73%

22 31.6993 39Average 25.8

Total 7,947 253.15,234308

17.0 0.47 56%

Brother Paul French, FSC Learning Resource Center No. of Rooms = 4   

19 34.0656798 36LR 303 22110 18.2 1,296 0.51 54%
25 50.01,789802 30LR 305 27110 59.6 1,080 1.66 119%
23 42.51,0361,079 40LR 347 27110 25.9 1,440 0.72 61%
14 18.0252795 30LR 349 27110 8.4 1,080 0.23 47%

20 36.1869 34Average 25.5

Total 3,474 144.53,733136

27.4 0.76 78%

Page 1 of 6SmithGroup • CR Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM
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SECTION 03

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

LEWIS UNIVERSITY • MAIN CAMPUS

Classroom Utilization Analysis by Building

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

Fall 2019

WSCH 
Max

(@       )
Utilization

 Ratio %
Seat Fill 

Rate36.0

De La Salle Hall No. of Rooms = 9   

18 53.91,089868 30DL 202 29110 36.3 1,080 1.01 67%
18 59.91,094859 40DL 203 21110 27.3 1,440 0.76 46%
11 29.9304421 18DL 209 23110 16.9 648 0.47 56%

18 63.31,101643 25DL 230 26110 44.1 900 1.22 70%
14 38.6560772 26DL 231 30110 21.5 936 0.6 56%
17 54.9977855 38DL 232 23110 25.7 1,368 0.71 47%
17 42.6703770 32DL 233 24110 22.0 1,152 0.61 52%

22 33.97822,708 70DL 250 39110 11.2 2,520 0.31 33%
18 42.3784715 25DL 251 29110 31.4 900 0.87 74%

17 46.6957 34Average 28.3

Total 8,611 419.37,394304

24.3 0.68 56%

De La Salle Hall South No. of Rooms = 1 

18 44.78841,234 22DL.S 112 56110 40.2 792 1.12 90%

18 44.71,234 22Average 56.1

Total 1,234 44.788422

40.2 1.12 90%

Dorothy Day Hall No. of Rooms = 3   

26 15.03901,366 40DO 12 34110 9.8 1,440 0.27 65%
20 15.03001,078 40DO 13 27110 7.5 1,440 0.21 50%
15 17.2251591 22DO 7 27110 11.4 792 0.32 66%

20 15.71,012 34Average 29.8

Total 3,035 47.2941102

9.2 0.26 61%

Mother Teresa Hall No. of Rooms = 1 

21 28.5770599 22MT 30 27110 35.0 792 0.97 123%

21 28.5599 22Average 27.2

Total 599 28.577022

35.0 0.97 123%

Oremus Fine Arts Center No. of Rooms = 4   

20 6.01171,119 10FA 100 112110 11.7 360 0.32 195%
13 28.0367794 10FA 104 79110 36.7 360 1.02 131%
13 9.01141,011 40FA 105 25110 2.9 1,440 0.08 32%
21 33.0678645 34FA 219 19110 19.9 1,224 0.55 60%

16 19.0892 24Average 38.0

Total 3,569 76.01,27694

13.6 0.38 94%

Pope John Paul II Hall No. of Rooms = 2 

14 30.0332467 20JP 6 23110 16.6 720 0.46 55%
15 28.64261,149 25JP 8 46110 17.0 900 0.47 60%

14 29.3808 23Average 35.9

Total 1,616 58.675845

16.8 0.47 57%

Page 2 of 6SmithGroup • CR Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM
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SECTION 03

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

LEWIS UNIVERSITY • MAIN CAMPUS

Classroom Utilization Analysis by Building

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

Fall 2019

WSCH 
Max

(@       )
Utilization

 Ratio %
Seat Fill 

Rate36.0

Science Annex No. of Rooms = 21 

17 27.5491855 38AS.A 018S 23110 12.9 1,368 0.36 47%
15 22.53121,037 40AS.A 019S 26110 7.8 1,440 0.22 35%

20 26.55521,003 48AS.A 024S 21110 11.5 1,728 0.32 43%
26 23.5649888 40AS.A 030S 22110 16.2 1,440 0.45 69%
21 31.5702688 30AS.A 032S 23110 23.4 1,080 0.65 74%
15 26.04041,033 48AS.A 036S 22110 8.4 1,728 0.23 32%
15 42.5577487 25AS.A 052S 19110 23.1 900 0.64 54%
0 0.00654 10AS.A 054S 65110 0.0 360 0 0%
11 24.0287824 32AS.A 101S 26110 9.0 1,152 0.25 37%

12 41.5491621 20AS.A 108S 31110 24.5 720 0.68 59%
12 34.2453716 26AS.A 110S 28110 17.4 936 0.48 51%
12 32.7374617 24AS.A 112S 26110 15.6 864 0.43 48%
15 38.7576908 28AS.A 113S 32110 20.6 1,008 0.57 53%
14 35.5509597 24AS.A 118S 25110 21.2 864 0.59 60%
17 43.2668711 32AS.A 119S 22110 20.9 1,152 0.58 48%
11 21.0247480 16AS.A 120S 30110 15.4 576 0.43 74%

20 23.54621,015 28AS.A 124S 36110 16.5 1,008 0.46 70%
21 26.5561886 36AS.A 130S 25110 15.6 1,296 0.43 59%
18 17.0289851 24AS.A 134S 35110 12.0 864 0.33 71%
21 32.2692848 32AS.A 138S 27110 21.6 1,152 0.6 67%
8 4.536843 24AS.A 140S 35110 1.5 864 0.04 33%

15 27.4789 30Average 26.5

Total 16,562 574.59,330625

14.9 0.41 55%

South Hall No. of Rooms = 5   

18 31.8556967 48SH 167 20110 11.6 1,728 0.32 36%
22 28.7712952 48SH 169 20110 14.8 1,728 0.41 52%
15 35.4505993 48SH 189 21110 10.5 1,728 0.29 30%
15 28.4379973 48SH 191 20110 7.9 1,728 0.22 28%

28 12.43551,961 100SH 245 20110 3.5 3,600 0.1 29%

20 27.31,169 58Average 20.0

Total 5,846 136.72,507292

8.6 0.24 35%

Page 3 of 6SmithGroup • CR Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM
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SECTION 03

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

LEWIS UNIVERSITY • MAIN CAMPUS

Classroom Utilization Analysis by Building

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

Fall 2019

WSCH 
Max

(@       )
Utilization

 Ratio %
Seat Fill 

Rate36.0

St. Charles Borromeo Center Classrooms No. of Rooms = 11 

13 27.7415766 30SB 141 26110 13.8 1,080 0.38 50%
18 24.5456815 30SB 142 27110 15.2 1,080 0.42 62%
17 26.2464815 30SB 143 27110 15.5 1,080 0.43 59%
16 30.2460815 30SB 144 27110 15.3 1,080 0.43 51%
17 45.4731918 30SB 152 31110 24.4 1,080 0.68 54%

34 31.81,0861,726 54SB 154 32110 20.1 1,944 0.56 63%
35 49.92,2281,665 54SB 156 31110 41.3 1,944 1.15 83%
19 30.05661,086 32SB 157 34110 17.7 1,152 0.49 59%
21 31.47011,598 72SB 160 22110 9.7 2,592 0.27 31%
14 6.0847,302 50SB 170 146110 1.7 1,800 0.05 28%

32 20.76671,783 88SB 171 20110 7.6 3,168 0.21 37%

21 29.41,754 45Average 38.6

Total 19,289 323.87,858500

15.7 0.44 56%

Student Recreation and Fitness Center No. of Rooms = 1 

14 16.0225588 24SC 265 25110 9.4 864 0.26 59%

14 16.0588 24Average 24.5

Total 588 16.022524

9.4 0.26 59%

Page 4 of 6SmithGroup • CR Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM
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SECTION 03

TEACHING LABORATORY UTILIZATION
There were 40 teaching laboratories on campus 
in the Fall 2019 term. Teaching lab utilization is 
a function of the number of scheduled courses, 
class time duration and course enrollment 
compared to the number of student stations in 
the room (Exhibit 3-8).

TEACHING LABORATORY USE BY DAY AND TIME
Of the 40 teaching laboratories on campus, the 
greatest number in use at one time is 23, or 
58%.

TEACHING LABORATORY UTILIZATION BY ROOM
See exhibit 3-9 on following pages.

Weekly
Seat

Hours
No. of

Rooms

Average
Section

Size

Average Weekly 
Room
Hours

Seat Fill
RateBuilding Name and ID

Average
Room
Size

Average
ASF per
Station

21.714 34.7 58%5Academic Building 1,035AS.B 40.1 
3.611 4.4 88%2Benilde Hall 771BE 29.1 

19.614 21.5 70%8
Brother Neil Kieffe, FSC, 
Aviation Building

3,191HW.K 147.5 

7.110 12.5 57%2De La Salle Hall 706DL 39.2 
7.613 12.0 63%1Dorothy Day Hall 1,317DO 65.9 
11.015 19.2 57%1Mother Teresa Hall 882MT 31.5 

6.87 15.0 45%3Oremus Fine Arts Center 976FA 55.3 
18.514 24.0 77%1Pope John Paul II Hall 1,105JP 61.4 
13.515 21.2 64%11Science Center 1,269AS 52.9 
10.37 15.4 67%3South Hall 850SH 85.0 

19.818 29.8 67%3
St. Charles Borromeo Center 
Classrooms

815SB 28.4 

15.0 64%AVERAGE 21.2131,471
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45%

57%

57%

58%

63%

64%

67%

67%

70%

77%

88%

FA

DL

MT
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DO
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SB

SH
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BE

58,839Total ASF
Total No. of Rooms = 40 
Total No. of Stations = 890

66.1 
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11836 • Lewis University * - Weighted Average using Totals 

Average Weekly Room Hours Average Weekly Seat Hours Seat Fill Rate

Exhibit 3-8
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Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

WSCH 
Max

(@       )

Utilization
 Ratio %

Seat 
Fill Rate24.0

Academic Building No. of Rooms = 5 

5 17.569584 18AS.B 101A 32210 3.8 432 0.16 22%
14 45.07011,107 30AS.B 102A 37210 23.4 720 0.97 52%
18 32.06141,132 30AS.B 104A 38210 20.5 720 0.85 64%
19 49.09671,129 30AS.B 106A 38210 32.2 720 1.34 66%
15 30.04501,221 21AS.B 159A 58210 21.4 504 0.89 71%

14 34.71,035 26Average 

Total 5,173 173.52,801129

21.740.1 0.9 58%

Benilde Hall No. of Rooms = 2 

0 0.00758 28BE 154 27210 0.0 672 0 0%
22 8.7191784 25BE 161 31210 7.7 600 0.32 88%

11 4.4771 27Average 

Total 1,542 8.719153

3.629.1 0.15 88%

Brother Neil Kieffe, FSC, Aviation Building No. of Rooms = 8 

4 9.039744 12HW.K 104 62210 3.3 288 0.14 36%
31 58.41,810466 36HW.K 112 13210 50.3 864 2.1 86%
12 6.072926 16HW.K 134 58210 4.5 384 0.19 75%
13 11.4144923 20HW.K 136 46210 7.2 480 0.3 63%
11 3.842922 20HW.K 138 46210 2.1 480 0.09 55%

16 21.0363787 24HW.K 140 33210 15.1 576 0.63 72%
11 3.842921 20HW.K 160 46210 2.1 480 0.09 55%

16 58.487919,836 25HW.K 170 793210 35.1 600 1.46 60%

14 21.53,191 22Average 

Total 25,525 171.83,391173

19.6147.5 0.82 70%

De La Salle Hall No. of Rooms = 2 

9 12.0102748 16DL 215 47210 6.4 384 0.27 53%
12 12.9154663 20DL 327 33210 7.7 480 0.32 60%

10 12.5706 18Average 

Total 1,411 24.925636

7.139.2 0.3 57%

Dorothy Day Hall No. of Rooms = 1 

13 12.01521,317 20DO 2 66210 7.6 480 0.32 63%

13 12.01,317 20Average 

Total 1,317 12.015220

7.665.9 0.32 63%

Mother Teresa Hall No. of Rooms = 1 

15 19.2309882 28MT 23 32210 11.0 672 0.46 57%

15 19.2882 28Average 

Total 882 19.230928

11.031.5 0.46 57%

Page 1 of 3SmithGroup • Lab Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM

11836 • Lewis University * - Weighted Average using Group Totals

Exhibit 3-9
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Assignable
Sq. Ft.

No. of
Stations

Average
Enroll-
ment

Weekly
Room
Hours

Weekly 
Student

Contact Hours

Assignable
Sq. Ft.

Per StationRoom ID

Space
Use

Code

Weekly
Seat

Hours

WSCH 
Max

(@       )

Utilization
 Ratio %

Seat 
Fill Rate24.0

Oremus Fine Arts Center No. of Rooms = 3   

9 28.0248527 25FA 107B 21210 9.9 600 0.41 35%
8 7.0541,854 20FA 200 93210 2.7 480 0.11 39%
6 10.060548 8FA 218 69210 7.5 192 0.31 75%

7 15.0976 18Average 

Total 2,929 45.036253

6.855.3 0.28 45%

Pope John Paul II Hall No. of Rooms = 1 

14 24.03331,105 18JP 9 61210 18.5 432 0.77 77%

14 24.01,105 18Average 

Total 1,105 24.033318

18.561.4 0.77 77%

Science Center No. of Rooms = 11   

15 24.03601,225 24AS 004L 51210 15.0 576 0.62 62%
12 29.33551,252 24AS 008L 52210 14.8 576 0.62 50%
14 27.03791,252 24AS 014L 52210 15.8 576 0.66 58%
11 22.02491,540 24AS 104L 64210 10.4 576 0.43 47%
17 16.02711,253 24AS 108L 52210 11.3 576 0.47 71%
13 22.02831,252 24AS 114L 52210 11.8 576 0.49 54%
21 20.04211,228 24AS 118L 51210 17.5 576 0.73 88%

20 16.03251,224 24AS 204L 51210 13.5 576 0.56 85%
17 27.04831,252 24AS 208L 52210 20.1 576 0.84 75%
14 10.01441,253 24AS 214L 52210 6.0 576 0.25 60%
14 20.02891,228 24AS 218L 51210 12.0 576 0.5 60%

15 21.21,269 24Average 

Total 13,959 233.33,558264

13.552.9 0.56 64%

South Hall No. of Rooms = 3   

6 17.3110861 10SH 278 86210 11.0 240 0.46 63%
7 11.685844 10SH 291 84210 8.5 240 0.35 73%
7 17.2115846 10SH 292 85210 11.5 240 0.48 67%

7 15.4850 10Average 

Total 2,551 46.130930

10.385.0 0.43 67%

St. Charles Borromeo Center Classrooms No. of Rooms = 3   

16 40.4751815 28SB 145 29210 26.8 672 1.12 66%
20 30.4606815 28SB 146 29210 21.6 672 0.9 71%
18 18.7346815 30SB 147 27210 11.5 720 0.48 62%

18 29.8815 29Average 

Total 2,445 89.51,70286

19.828.4 0.82 67%

Page 2 of 3SmithGroup • Lab Utilization Analysis by Building • 02-Jun-21 • 08:54 AM

11836 • Lewis University * - Weighted Average using Group Totals

Exhibit 3-9 (cont.)
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CAMPUS HOUSING
EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Lewis University has more than 1,300 beds across 
12 buildings on the Romeoville Campus, with 
approximately 92 residents per building. This  
is low compared to an average of 160 residents 
per building at comparably-sized institutions. 
The large number of residence halls, with a 
dispersed residential population, impact campus 
community development and create operational 
inefficiencies. Additionally, the facilities have 
not been fully occupied in recent years, further 
evidence of over-supply. Excluding the Fall 
2020 semester (due to COVID), the average Fall 
occupancy rate across all housing facilities 
between fall 2016 and 2019 was 81%. The housing 
inventory and Fall 2019 occupancy are identified 
in Exhibit 3-10. 

Lewis University’s housing inventory is primarily 
made up of traditional-style units which include 
common bathrooms in a corridor or section. 

The only facility that differs in unit type is 
North Hall, which includes 172 beds in suite-
style arrangements, where the units include 
common living space, in-suite bathrooms and a 
kitchenette. Lewis University’s housing inventory 
is less diverse than comparable institutions 
analyzed by B&D as shown in Exhibit 3-11.  While 
traditional, community-style residence halls are 
generally appropriate for first-year students, 
most campuses offer living options with 
increased independence and space for students 
desiring to live on campus past first year.

RESIDENTIAL HALLS CAPACITY 
(BEDS)

OCCUPANCY
(%)

Dorothy Day Hall 125 82%

Mother Teresa Hall 95 87%

John Paul II Hall 95 91%

Cody Hall 58 90%

Ryan Hall 58 86%

Fitzpatrick Hall 165 52%

Founders Hall 160 96%

Sheil Hall 123 100%

South Hall 65 80%

North Hall 172 87%

De LaSalle Hall 
(North and South)

119 79%

St. Charles Borromeo 
(South Wing)

106 84%

TOTAL 1,341 84%

Traditional

Suite 

Apartment

Exhibit 3-10 Exhibit 3-11

LEWIS UNIVERSITY HAS A LARGE NUMBER OF 

HOUSING FACILITIES AND THE INVENTORY CATERS 

TO LOWER DIVISION STUDENTS WITH LIMITED 

ATTRACTIVE OPTIONS FOR UPPERCLASSMEN 

AND GRADUATE STUDENTS.   IN GENERAL, THE 

RESIDENTIAL HALLS PROVIDE LIMITED COMMUNITY 

AND SOCIAL SPACE WITHIN THE BUILDINGS. 

63%

87%
18%

19% 13%
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An analysis of the programmatic spaces of the 
residential halls at Lewis University revealed that 
many of the facilities lack important outside-the-
unit spaces that contribute to the on-campus 
student experience, including lobbies, lounges, 
community gathering and study areas, and other 

Exhibit 3-12

similar space. Exhibit 3-12 shows a comparison 
of the gross residential square footage per bed 
in each hall to an industry standard for more 
contemporary residential halls. Eight out of the 
twelve halls on campus fall below the benchmark.
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KEY FINDINGS
Opportunity exists to attract and retain more 
students in campus housing if a more diverse 
offering of unit types were made available. 
Upper-division students currently renting in the 
off-campus market exhibit the most interest in 
living on campus. The lack of nearby off-campus 
housing options likely contributes to a desire for 
more appealing on-campus living.  

Lewis University has a two-year live-on policy.  
All students who reside outside an approximately 
30-mile area are required to live on campus 
for their first and second year while attending 
courses on the main campus in Romeoville. Given 
the high presence of local students 
who commute, the university only captures 21% of 
students in campus housing.

Exhibit 3-13 includes the Fall 2019 enrollment 
at the Romeoville campus and housing capture 
rates.

Exhibit 3-13

CLASS LEVEL COMMUTER RESIDENT TOTAL HOUSING 
CAPTURE 
RATE (%)

Freshman 483 393 876 45%

Sophomore 469 293 762 38%

Junior 697 152 849 18%

Senior 799 209 1,008 21%

Undergraduate 
Subtotal

2,448 1,047 3,495 30%

Graduate Student 1,600 60 1,660 4%

GRAND TOTAL 4,048 1,107 5,155 21%
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STUDENT SURVEY 
To gauge interest in new on-campus housing 
at Lewis University, B&D tested a series of 
unit types and associated price-points for the 
potential unit (Exhibit 3-14). 

The survey read:

The results of the survey showed that 81% of the 
students currently renting in the off-campus  
housing market would prefer to live in new on-
campus environments if they were available for 
the Fall 2019 semester. These students include 
junior, senior and graduate students who elect to 
live off-campus (with or without roommates), but 
not at home with parents. Suites and apartments 
were the most preferred, with 74% of all students 
in this group selecting these unit types. Students 
currently living at home were less likely to prefer 
new on-campus housing, but there is some 
level of interest, particularly for the suite and 
apartment units.     

LAYOUT 
OPTION

SEMESTER MONTH

A $3,900 $870

B $3,350 $740

C $4,350 $970

D $3,750 $830

E $6,300 $1,400

F $4,950 $1,100

G $4,450 $990

IF ALL OF THE UNIT TYPES DESCRIBED WERE 

AVAILABLE ON LEWIS’S CAMPUS AT THE RENTS 

OUTLINED, WHAT WOULD HAVE BEEN YOUR LIVING 

PREFERENCE FOR THIS ACADEMIC YEAR (2020-

2021)? PLEASE ANSWER ASSUMING NORMAL (NON-

COVID CONDITIONS) EXIST.

D. SUITE DOUBLE C. SUITE SINGLE 

F. 2BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

E. 1BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

G. 4BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

A.
POD

SINGLE

B.
POD 

DOUBLE 

D. SUITE DOUBLE C. SUITE SINGLE 

F. 2BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

E. 1BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

G. 4BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

A.
POD

SINGLE

B.
POD 

DOUBLE 

D. SUITE DOUBLE C. SUITE SINGLE 

F. 2BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

E. 1BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

G. 4BR APARTMENT 
SINGLE 

A.
POD

SINGLE

B.
POD 

DOUBLE 

Exhibit 3-14
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Using B&D’s demand-based methodology  
(“DBP”), the unit preferences from the survey are 
projected onto the campus population to quantify 
market demand. A series of demographic filters 
are applied to ensure that only the students 
most likely to live in new on-campus housing are 
accounted for in the projections. Additionally,  
a risk mitigation technique is applied that 
discounts demand based on class level. 

The market demand for new housing suggests 
that Lewis University potentially could capture  
~200 additional students in on-campus housing. 
This would represent an increase in the overall 
housing capture rate to 26% (a 5% increase).    

demand is generated from students currently 
renting in the off-campus market or living at 
home with parents. To capitalize on the demand, 
it is important that Lewis University provide 
a market-responsive unit mix (suites and/or 
apartments), competitive price-points and a 
strong value proposition for living on campus. 

For context, B&D compared market demand to 
an “aspirational condition” where Lewis University 
houses 1,700 students, or 33% of the students 
enrolled at the Romeoville Campus. This would 
require a new supply of more than 500 beds 
given that the current bed capacity is around 
1,300 beds. To realize this aspirational condition, 
a significant shift in the enrollment strategy 
and student demographics would need to occur. 
Exhibit 3-14 illustrates the housing demand 
scenarios. 

B&D researched the off-campus market near 
Lewis University to determine the competitive 
supply and price-points available in the market 
to students who desire to rent housing in the 
local area. Nearby living options are primarily 
concentrated on Weber Road to the west of 
campus and in Downtown Lockport. Apartments 
on Weber Road are more contemporary and 
appear to cater to families. Rental properties in 
downtown Lockport are concentrated in older 
buildings with more affordable price-points 
relative to options on Weber Road. None of the 
rental properties in these areas are close enough 
to campus for students to walk comfortably to 
and from campus. House rentals are also an 

option for students in the area. The single-family 
home neighborhood to the north of campus likely 
includes some rentals that would represent the 
most proximate off-campus housing option.  
Exhibit 3-15 includes a rental rate comparison 
between off-campus properties and Lewis 
housing. 

On average, apartments within a 3-mile and  
5-mile radius rent for higher rates than Lewis 
housing. However, it is worth noting that these 
facilities are likely not all-inclusive of utilities 
and would typically require 12-month leases, 
unlike Lewis campus housing. 

Fall 2019 
Occupants
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Lewis University maintains several outdated and 
undesirable housing facilities that should be 
replaced. Consolidation of the housing inventory 
would allow for new development to activate 
campus and maximize existing student life 
facilities. 

A combination of existing conditions data  
and feedback from the student survey was 
used to organize the residential facilities into 
categories related to their long-term use – 
Maintain, Repurpose and Close. The intent of the 
analysis was to determine which facilities best 
support the future residential program at Lewis 
University. 

To determine the placement of halls into each 
category, a facilities matrix was created that 
included various residential hall factors. A low, 
medium or high ranking was applied to each 
assessed factor. Academic space, community 
space and building condition information were 
based on the existing building programs and 
other information provided by Lewis University. 

Desirability rankings were derived from the 
student survey results. The matrix is included in  
Exhibit 3-16 (next page). 
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As the data was compiled, the following themes 
emerged that informed the prioritization of each 
hall: 

 � The Triads (Pope John Paul II, Mother 
Teresa, and Dorothy Day) are the newest 
residential facilities, remain popular, and 
are conveniently located near campus 
amenities;

 � Sheil, Founders and North have been 
invested in recently. North is highly 
desirable, likely due to its suite-style 
units;

 � Fitzpatrick, Cody and Ryan are in poor 
condition and generally not desirable. 
Fitzpatrick also does not reflect well on 
the campus, given its prominent location. 
Demolition and redevelopment of this 
site should be prioritized;

 � De La Salle and St. Charles Borromeo are 
not desirable for housing and should 
be considered for repurpose to support 
other campus needs. South Hall has 
limited bed capacity (65). The space 
could be converted to academic use to be 
consistent with the rest of the building. 

RESIDENCE HALL ACADEMIC/ 
COMMUNITY SPACE

BUILDING CONDITION OVERALL DESIRABILITY COMMUNITY 
DESIRABILITY

LOCATION DESIRABILITY

Fitzpatrick Medium Poor Medium Medium High

Cody Low Poor Low Low Low

Pope John Paul II High Good Medium Medium Medium

Sheil Medium Good High High High

North Low Fair High High High

De La Salle North High Fair Low Medium Low

De La Salle South High Fair Low Low Low

Founder Low Poor Medium High Medium

Mother Teresa High Good High Medium High

SCB Northwest Tower High Fair Medium Medium Low

SCB South Wing High Fair Low Low Low

Dorothy Day High Good High High Medium

South High Fair Medium Medium Medium

Ryan Low Poor Medium Low Low

Exhibit 3-16
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CAMPUS DINING

EXISTING CONDITIONS
Lewis University has one All-You-Care-to-Eat 
dining facility (Laverne & Dorothy Brown Dining 
Hall), three retail dining venues (Courtyard Café, 
Charlies Place and Flyer’s Den), and two markets 
(Common Grounds and The Exchange). Dining 
and housing are not concentrated in one area of 
the campus, resulting in a disparity in access to 
dining for on-campus residents.

THE LARGE CAMPUS FOOTPRINT AND DISPERSED 

RESIDENTIAL POPULATION CREATE CHALLENGES FOR 

DINING OPERATIONS. ADDITIONALLY, CAMPUS DINING 

ENGAGEMENT IS  RELATIVELY LOW, AND CURRENT 

DINING FACILITIES ARE UNDER SEATED CAPACITY.
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The university offers four meal plan options: 
three residential meal plans and one commuter 
meal plan. Although meal plan enrollment was 
consistent in recent years, meal plan holders 
are almost exclusively undergraduate students 
who live on campus. As shown in Exhibit 3-17, 
only 17% of Lewis University students were 
enrolled in a meal plan in Fall 2019: 94% of on-
campus students and less than 1% of off-campus 
students. 

Overall, campus dining engagement is low, 
suggesting there is an opportunity to encourage 
more commuter student participation in 
campus dining. As a percentage of the total 
student population in Fall 2019, Lewis University 
is capturing at most 25% of students during 
peak lunch hours. Marketing the benefits of new 
commuter meal plan options to students should 
expand meal plan participation and encourage 
overall dining engagement on campus.

KEY FINDINGS
As part of the student life survey, B&D asked  
a series of questions related to student dining 
satisfaction and preferences. Overall dining 
satisfaction among students is relatively low, 
but students are generally happy with the hours 
of operation and the location of dining venues. 
Students indicated concern with menu variety, 
quality of food and speed of service. Exhibit 3-18 
(next page) shows the five most important dining 
factors for freshmen, sophomores and upper 
division/graduate students, with their relative 
level of satisfaction (% of survey respondents who 
are satisfied or very satisfied).

Exhibit 3-17

All Students

83%

94%

6% .26%

17%
26%

74%

99.74%

Campus Residents

Full Time Students

Commuters

Meal Plan

No Meal Plan
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These factors point to operational 
issues that are exacerbated by a 
large dining footprint and facility 
challenges. Based on available data, 
B&D found that the existing dining 
facilities are under their seated 
capacity at peak times during both 
lunch and dinner. Charlie’s Place and 
Courtyard Cafe are the busiest during 
lunch, and the Brown Dining Hall is 
busiest during dinner. 

Assuming between 75%-95% of 
students sit down to eat lunch and 
dinner, and that they spend an 
average of 30 minutes during lunch 
and 45 minutes during dinner, B&D 
found that the number of available 
seats per person at peak times during 
both lunch and dinner are above  
the benchmark in all dining venues 
(Exhibit 3-19). 

FRESHMEN SOPHOMORES JUNIORS/ SENIORS/ GRAD

Satisfaction Satisfaction Satisfaction

1 Menu Variety 67% Quality of Food 47% Quality of Food 40%

2 Weekday hours 
of operation

85%
Weekday hours of 

Operation
77% Quality of Service 70%

3 Quality of Food 66% Speed of Service 60%
Location 

Convenience
73%

4 Quality of 
Service

83% Menu Variety 31%
Weekday hours of 

operation
72%

5 Location 
Convenience

90%
Location 

Convenience
81% Speed of Service 61%
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DINING DECISION FACTORS

Exhibit 3-19
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CAMPUS RECREATION

EXISTING CONDITIONS
Lewis University’s indoor campus recreation 
spaces consist of the Student Recreation and 
Fitness Center ("Recreation Center"), and the 
Powerhouse Flex. The approximately 70,000 
square foot recreation center is located well, 
adjacent to Neil Carry Arena in the campus core 
and includes the  following primary program 
spaces:

 � Fieldhouse – 43,000 square foot multiple 
purpose space with four full-sized 
courts for basketball, volleyball, tennis 
and badminton; a 200-meter track and 
long-jump pit is located on the interior 
perimeter 

 � Swimming pool – 8-lane, 25-yard pool 
with storage and offices   

 � Fitness Center – 2,300 square foot space 
with weight and cardiovascular machines

INDOOR CAMPUS RECREATION SPACES ARE 

UNDERSIZED FOR THE STUDENT POPULATION AND 

COMPETE WITH ATHLETICS FOR SPACE. LEWIS 

STUDENTS VALUE FITNESS AND RECREATION, 

AND IMPROVED SPACES WOULD SERVE AS A 

RECRUITMENT ASSET. 

The Powerhouse Flex building is a standalone 
4,000 SF facility located on the southwest  
side of campus, across the street from South 
Hall. This facility includes free weights and 
additional cardiovascular and weight machines 
to supplement program spaces in the recreation 
center.  

All spaces in the recreation and fitness center, 
along with the Powerhouse Flex building, are 
shared between the general student population 
and members of the athletic teams. Athletic 
teams get priority in the fieldhouse, which 
limits the time that it can be used for campus 
recreation, club and intramural sports. 

The dual locations of weight and fitness spaces 
also present challenges. The Powerhouse Flex 
building is not located near the recreation 
center. This setup is operationally inefficient and 
creates confusion with the student population, 
particularly as it relates to the availability of the 
Powerhouse Flex building. 

While there are physical challenges with the 
indoor recreation spaces, Lewis University 
students place high value on fitness and 
recreation. Usage of the recreation center 
increased the four years prior to the 2019-2020 
academic year (Exhibit 3-20). The number of 
unique student users also increased. These 
trends are encouraging and would support any 
efforts to improve the facility spaces.
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KEY FINDINGS
As part of the student life survey, B&D asked 
a series of questions related to indoor campus 
recreation to gauge input regarding current 
facility offerings and potential improved 
offerings. The top three reported activities that 
students participate in include cardiovascular 
machines, weight machines and free weights“ 
with at least 50% of respondents indicating 
they participate in each (Exhibit 3-20). While 
these are the most popular recreation activities, 
students must go to two different locations to 
participate in them, further highlighting the 
need for a consolidated fitness center in the 
core of campus to serve the general student 
population. 

Exhibit 3-20

63%Cardiovascular Machines

Weight Machines 59%

Free Weights 50%

Indoor Running or Walking 46%

Group Fitness/ Exercise Class 30%

Intramurals 18%

Pool (Laps or Free Swim) 17%

Club Sports 13%

Personal Training 11%

Volleyball 11%

Basketball 10%

WHAT ACTIVITIES DO YOU PARTICIPATE IN

Students were asked on the survey to report 
their current weekly usage of recreation 
facilities, along with potential future usage of 
new or improved campus recreational facilities. 
The results indicate there is the potential to 
increase usage of campus recreation facilities 
with improved offerings. Only 30% of students 
indicated they use the current facilities at 
least once a week. However, 71% of respondents 
indicated they would use new or improved 
campus recreation facilities at least once a week 
(Exhibit 3-21). 

Exhibit 3-21
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To determine the ideal space needs for indoor 
campus recreation at Lewis University, B&D 
compared the existing program spaces to an 
industry benchmark – the National Intramural 
Recreational Sports Association. An analysis 
of space needs was also completed based on 
student survey responses. A summary of the 
analysis is included in Exhibit 3-22. The results 
suggest a need for increased fitness center space 
and studio space for group fitness programming. 
Additionally, more court space is needed for 
campus recreation use, along with intramurals 
and club sports. 

If new and/or improved recreation spaces were 
provided on campus, existing spaces such as 
the fieldhouse could be used more exclusively 
for athletics. However, given the size and 
demographic of the Lewis University student 
population, it is likely that the general student 
population will always share recreation program 
spaces with athletics (and vice-versa). However, 
facility improvements are needed to bring more 
attention to campus recreation and to elevate its 
role as a major component of the overall student 
life experience.  

Exhibit 3-22

ACTIVITY
LEWIS 

EXISTING 
SPACE

PER NIRSA* 
GUIDELINES

B%D 
DEMAND 

PROJECTION

SURPLUS / 
(DEFICIT)

Weight and Fitness

Cardio Equipment

Weight Machines

Free Weights

6,300 SF 7,730 SF 7,280 SF (1,000-1,400)

Group Fitness 1,000 SF 2,320 SF 3,500 SF (1,300 - 2,500)

Gymnasium 
(Open Rec Basketball and Volleyball)

4 Courts 4 8 (2 - 4)

Lap Swimming 8 Lanes 6 3 2 - 5

Indoor Soccer 0 Fields N/A 2 (2)

*NIRSA = National Intramural Recreational Sports Association
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STUDENT CENTER

B&D reviewed Lewis University’s current student 
center space to understand the quantity and size 
of spaces and existing offerings. Similar to the 
findings highlighted for housing and on-campus 
recreation, the team’s analysis revealed a general 
lack of third spaces on campus that support 
outside-the-class activities generally enjoyed on 
traditional college campuses.

Exhibit 3-23 shows the comparative analysis 
B&D utilized to compare current space offerings 
by category to what is available at comparable 
institutions. The comparable institutions are 
schools between 5,000 – 10,000 students that 
are within B&D’s student center database (over 
140 institutions). The space breakdown for Lewis 
University includes square footage within Brother 
James Gaffney Student Center and the Flyers Den.

LEWIS UNIVERSITY IS LACKING TRUE STUDENT 

CENTER SPACES ON CAMPUS THAT SUPPORT 

GATHERING AND COMMUNITY BUILDING.

FUNCTIONAL AREAS

LEWIS COMPARABLE SCHOOLS
5,000 - 10,000 STUDENTS 

(N = 23) 5,000 - 10,000 STUDENTS

ASF % T ASF ASF / 
STUDENT ASF % T ASF ASF / 

STUDENT
Group 1: Food Service 13,420 63.4% 2.6 17,672 22.5% 2.5

Group 2: Ballroom Facilities 0 0% 0.0 8,450 10.8% 1.2

Group 3: Conference/ Meeting Rooms 638 3.0% 0.1 4,914 6.315 0.7

Group 4: Bookstore 0 0.0% 0.0 8,061 10.3% 1.1

Group 5: Additional Retail Services 0 0.0% 0.0 2,604 3.3% 0.4

Group 6: Theater/ Auditorium 0 0.0% 0.0 5,400 6.9% 0.8

Group 7: Recreation/ Entertainment 1,211 5.7% 0.2 7,065 9.0% 1.0

Group 8: Lounge Space 2,622 12.4% 0.5 4,408 5.6% 0.6

Group 9: Academic Related 0 0.0% 0.0 2,443 3.1% 0.3

Group 10: Student Organizations 0 0.0% 0.0 6,019 7.7% 0.8

Group 11: Administrative Offices 1,233 5.8% 0.2 6,284 8.0% 0.9

Group 12: Multicultural Centers 437 2.1% 0.1 1,276 1.6% 0.2

Group 13: Special/ Misc. Components 1603 7.6% 0.3 3,857 4.9% 0.5

Total Assignable Sq. Footage (ASF) 21,164 4.0 71,583 11.1

Exhibit 3-23
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This comparison provides a reference point for 
the space shortages at Lewis University and the 
types of spaces that are lacking. Square feet per 
student at comparable institutions is almost 
three times the amount currently available 
at Lewis. Multiple program elements are also 
lacking from the Brother James Gaffney Student 
Center, such as dedicated student organization 
space, bookstore, lounge / study space and other 
unique elements. While this current building 
has been a great addition to campus and very 
successful as a residential dining facility, it is 
lacking spaces that would keep it active outside 
of mealtimes and would draw visitors that do not 
live in the surrounding residence halls. 
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CAMPUS
THEMES EMERGE
Through meetings and conversations, the 
following themes were discussed:

Circulation and Parking

 � Enhance experience for visitors to 
campus - from the entrance, to parking, 
and gathering space.

 � Frequent pedestrian and car conflicts 
occur in the center of campus where 
walkways meet parking lots.

Commuter Experience

 � Consider commuter and grad student 
needs as well as residential students.

 � Build community between commuter and 
on-campus students

Residential Experience

 � Better housing would allow better 
recruitment from non-commuter 
students.

 � “I want to encourage people to experience 
Lewis in person, if we become a total 
commuter school it would be a shame.”

Recreation & Student Life

 � Space constraints creates schedule 
conflicts for rec center and fields.

 � Afternoon time slots from 3pm – 6pm 
are most popular for all recreation, 
intramurals, and athletics

Athletics

 � “We need better facilities for indoor 
sports. Things like the locker rooms make 
it seem like we are not committed to 
sports”

 � Create space for pre/post game 
festivities. Arena acts as indoor gathering 
space on cold days, but often 2-3 are 
Previous studies scheduled per day. 

Dining

 � Dietary restrictions can drive students 
off campus due to limited offerings on 
campus.

 � Consider offering a variety of flexible 
meal plans so dining doesn’t become the 
reason to move off campus. Could include 
a more minimal plan than currently 
offered.

Community and Gathering Space

 � Reflect the diversity of the student body 
in the character of spaces on campus.

 � "The best part of the Science Building is 
the study lounges and meetings spaces, 
students start to develop a sense of 
community there."

Large Gathering Space

 � A large group space and breakout 
sessions are needed to host conferences.

 � “I’d want a space for speakers, panel 
discussions, musical performances and 
large sit-down dinners.”

Academics

 � More technology is needed in quiet study 
spaces, like a screen where students 
can plug in and share content with their 
groups.
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Research & Labs

 � New faculty want to do more research. A 
new research building or research space 
is needed.

 � “We don’t have the space to support inter-
disciplinary work.”

Campus Grounds

 � Students with disabilities are generally 
turned off on tours because of 
accessibility issues.

 � The courtyards are very underutilized. The 
sidewalks are so weird, it’s hard to go in a 
direct path where you want to go.

Campus Buildings

 � "I’d love a “front door” for all of student 
services, with a nice reception lounge."

Community Comments

 � It’s the best kept secret once you come 
on campus, because you only see a small 
part as you drive by.



46LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 46

SECTION 03

CIRCULATION
The main problem areas on campus occur 
where vehicles conflict with pedestrian 
movement, lighting is perceived as insufficient, 
or long walking distances to classes occur. The 
exclamation points on the circulation diagram 
(right) shows places specifically identified as 
problematic by students responding to the Map 
My Lewis survey. 

Vehicular and pedestrian conflicts are amplified 
by the main loop road cutting through the center 
of campus. The parking lots in red (diagram 
right) interfere with pedestrians traveling from 
current south to north campus or vice versa. 

Insufficient lighting was reported along the 
sidewalk corridor from north campus to 
Borromeo, causing students to be uncomfortable 
walking between classes in the dark. Students 
also indicated feeling apprehensive in some 
parking lots at night. Upon site inspection, 
lighting is present in parking lots, but they are 
not equally lit. 

The longest distance between classroom 
buildings occurs between north campus and 
Borromeo. Campus leadership indicates that 
students frequently drive to Borromeo instead 
of walk the path. According to the Map My Lewis 
survey, Borromeo is the least favorite building for 
classes due to the distance.
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NATURAL FEATURES
Lewis University is known as The Campus of Trees 
and has achieved arboretum status with more 
than 2,400 trees in addition to wooded areas. The 
main entrance is marked by a tree-lined canopy 
that gives nod to the wooded beauty and serenity 
found across the entire campus. Visitors and 
students can take a Tree Walk and observe more 
than 140 varieties or follow the maroon and green 
trails that lead through an expanse of wooded 
areas and wetlands. 

The current campus quad is located in existing 
north campus and identified as a favorite 
outdoor space. In the Map My Lewis survey, it was 
identified as a preferred place to gather. 

The current south campus is surrounded by a  
manicured lawn while the outskirts of campus 
are wooded, contain wetlands or house natural 
athletic fields. The far southwest parcel is used 
for a NCAA cross country route. 

Adjacent Highway 53 is lined with trees and helps 
buffer vehicular noise from campus, but also 
blocks views into campus from the surrounding 
community. 
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CAMPUS HISTORY

Located across from the main Lewis University 
campus, on what is now Illinois Route 53, 
Fitzpatrick House stands as a reminder of  
the school’s humble beginnings. The historic 
structure was constructed by one of Lockport’s 
first settlers, Patrick Fitzpatrick, along what was 
once a stagecoach route from Chicago to Ottowa.  
In the 1920s, Fitzpatrick’s children donated 170 
acres of farmland from the homestead to the 
Archdiocese of Chicago which, along with Bishop 
Sheil, sought to provide a Catholic technical 
education for disadvantaged boys. Founded on 
this land in 1932, Holy Name Technical School 
would eventually evolve into Lewis University.

The school’s name was changed to Lewis Holy 
Name Technical school in 1934 to reflect the 
active support of Frank J. Lewis, a benefactor 
who also funded construction of many of the 
original core campus buildings, including the 
aeronautical education center (now Oremus 
Fine Arts Center,) Sheil Hall, Lewis Memorial Hall 
and Sancta Alberta Chapel. The school offered 
both a practical and a Catholic education, 
with Franciscan Brothers serving as the first 
administrators, teachers and support staff

From the beginning, the forward-thinking 
decision to include aviation technology courses 
as a career choice set the school apart from 
competitors. The school closed in 1942, allowing 
the U.S. Navy to take advantage of these unique 
resources for training during World War II.

The school resumed classes in 1944, 
reorganized as a junior college and 
expanded its offering to include a more 
traditional arts and sciences curriculum. 
In 1947, its name was changed again to the 
Lewis College of Science and Technology. 
High school classes were discontinued and 
administration focused on developing a 
baccalaureate program. 

Enrollment continued to expand in the 
post-war years, with women eventually 
admitted in 1951.

The 1960s brought an era of expansive 
growth as the De La Salle Christian Brothers 
assumed direction of the institution, providing 
leadership and bringing their Lasallian values 
and heritage. The growth of the Christian 
Brothers on campus also gave rise to 
significant growth of the campus itself, with 
the construction of De La Salle Hall, Benilde 
Hall and South Hall.

Other religious orders, such as the Irish 
Christian Brothers and LaSallian Sisters,  
contributed additional southward expansion 
with Cody and Ryan Halls and West Hall.

THE HISTORIC FITZPATRICK HOUSE

GROWTH AND EXPANSION
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THREE CAMPUSES IN ONE
Due to the historic development of Lewis 
University, the Romeoville campus has the feel of 
three distinct and separate campuses: 

NORTH CAMPUS: 
North Campus is the historic center of academic 
life at Lewis University. The university started 
here and for much of its life the central quad 
was surrounded by academic, student life 
and religious facilities in a tight and walkable 
campus surrounded by a loop road with parking 
on its edges. This campus is much loved by 
students, faculty, staff and alumni with its 
shaded walks and landscaped courtyards.

SOUTH CAMPUS:
In 2001, the university acquired De La Salle Hall 
and land south of campus from the De La Salle 
Christian Brothers. Following the acquisition, 
the school began to expand in this area to create 
much needed academic and housing facilities. 
Though the configuration of facilities mimics the 
arrangement of North Campus, the scale and feel 
within this area is different than spaces to the 
north. Here, the campus is separated by 15 feet 
of topography. Additionally, the North Campus 
loop road and parking, which was not removed 
as earlier expansion efforts began, continues to 
create a barrier that separates the two campuses.  

BORROMEO

NORTH CAMPUS

SOUTH CAMPUS
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BORROMEO:
In 2013, the university purchased the St. Charles 
Borromeo Center, including buildings and 40 
acres of property to the north. These facilities 
were designed to serve as a seminary and have 
a completely different scale from the rest of 
campus. The flight path for the airport also 
creates a significant divide that accentuates a 
feeling of separation from the rest of campus.

Without this historic context it’s difficult  
to understand the differences in scale and 
character of the three campus neighborhoods 
and why each has a distinctly different character 
and feel. 

An important goal for this master plan is 
to create “One Campus” by uniting the scale 
and character of the various campuses while 
removing programmatic and physical barriers 
that divide them.
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INFRASTRUCTURE
CAMPUS CHILLED WATER SYSTEM
The campus currently operates two chiller 
plants. A 1,140-ton chiller plant located within 
the power plant comprises three 380-ton, water-
cooled electric centrifugal chillers with roof-
mounted cooling towers with room to expand to 
add a fourth chiller/cooling tower. Two chillers/
cooling towers were installed in 2005 and 2011, 
while a third chiller/cooling tower was installed 
in 2017. A 500-ton chiller plant located at the LRC 
comprises two 250-ton magnetic bearing screw 
chillers. Both chillers and one roof-mounted 
cooling tower were installed in 2011, while a 
second cooling tower was installed in 2017 to 
enable full cooling capacity of the plant. Chiller 
plants are not operated throughout the winter 
and the campus relies on standard condensing 
units for year-round, 24/7 process cooling loads 
and airside economizers.

Chiller plant distribution loops are 
interconnected and serve the north campus 
chilled water system. The chiller plant  
located in the power plant supplies the south 
campus chilled water system, which is a dual 
temperature system that is seasonally switched 
between chilled water and heating hot water. 
The south campus dual temperature system 
primarily serves residence halls as well as some 
academic, office and student collaboration 
space. There is a mixture of direct and indirect  
connections (via heat exchanger) to the campus 

chilled water system. Chilled water piping is 
direct buried. 

The St. Charles Borromeo Campus along with 
approximately 300,000 SF of space on the main 
campus are currently not served by the campus 
chilled water system and rely on air-cooled 
condensing units such as window AC units or 
packaged rooftop units.

CAMPUS HEATING HOT WATER SYSTEM
The campus power plant houses three natural 
gas-fired hot water boilers, each capable 
generating approximately 19,100 MBH of low 
temperature hot water to serve space and 
domestic water heating demands. Boilers were 
salvaged and installed in 1990. They have since 
had their burners replaced are considered by 
Lewis University to be in good condition. 

The majority of hot water distribution piping 
serving the north campus was replaced within 
the last four years. A section of piping extending 
from Sheil Hall to Memorial Hall is planned to 
be replaced in 2022. This section was installed 
unjacketed and is subject to leaking, most likely 
due to corrosion. Dual temperature distribution 
piping serving the south campus was installed 
in 2005 and 2007. Like the chilled water system, 
there is a mixture of direct and indirect building 
connections (via heat exchanger). Heating hot 
water piping is also direct buried.

The St. Charles Borromeo Campus along with 
approximately 200,000 SF of space on the main 

campus are currently not served by the campus 
heating hot water system and rely on stand-alone 
boilers or gas-fired rooftop units.

NATURAL GAS
The campus is supplied from a new 4-inch, 60 
psig gas main that connects to the utility main 
just south of the main campus vehicle entrance. 
The gas main was upsized from 2-inch within the 
last four years to meet campus demand. 
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ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEM
The main campus is supplied by a dual source 
ComEd feed, the preferred source originating 
from Route 53 and the standby source originating 
from a switch along George J. Michas Drive to the 
west. The main switchgear contains an automatic 
throw over allowing either source to feed the 
entire campus. Under current conditions, there is 
enough capacity for either source to fully support 
the campus, providing 100% redundancy at the 
service entrance. Primary service is provided at 12 
kV. The service entrance switchgear feeds a  
15 kV switchgear, known as “Switchgear C” and a 
university-owned 2500 kVA transformer feeding 5 
kV switchgear, known as “Switchgear B”.

Switchgear B feeds part of the campus at 4kV, 
including the boiler plant and a portion of north 
campus. The 5 kV distribution has been partially 
staged for replacement with 15 kV infrastructure.  
A 15 kV switchgear, known as “Switchgear A” has 
been installed on the 5 kV distribution to allow 
for future switch over. The intent is to eventually 
transfer all campus distribution to a 15 kV 
system. Switchgear A feeds the chiller plant and 
the north campus distribution. The distribution is 
a single circuit radial feed with taps at multiple 
manholes. Selected cables have been replaced 
with 15 kV rated cables for future conversion.

Switchgear C feeds multiple circuits including 
the Aviation Campus, a south campus 5 kV 
system via transformer P-2, South Campus,  
and the East Campus. South Campus includes 
residence halls, the Nursing Building, and           

De La Salle Hall with future capacity for additional 
residence halls. East Campus feeds Founders 
Hall, the LRC, and the new Science Building. 

Separate Individual ComEd feeds provide service 
to the Faculty Lane buildings and to the St. 
Charles Borromeo Campus. Provisions for future 
connection to the Faculty Lane buildings have 
been established. There is no plan to connect 
the St. Charles Borromeo Campus into the main 
campus distribution at this time.

A new photovoltaic array has been installed at 
the south end of campus. This ties directly into 
the campus distribution at manhole #4 on the 
Switchgear C, South Campus circuit.

ANALYSIS
CAMPUS CHILLED WATER SYSTEM
With the installation of the third chiller/cooling 
tower at the power plant along with the second 
cooling tower at the LRC, the Lewis university 
campus chilled water system has sufficient 
installed capacity to meet current campus 
diversified load; however, installed capacity 
is less than the connected load. The chilled 
water system has adequate firm capacity (with 
the largest generation unit out of service) 
to meet the diversified peak load based on 
required redundancies presented in the 2017 
targeted master plan update. It is important to 
understand that many buildings connected to 

campus chilled water are deemed non-critical 
(e.g., residence halls, administration, sports/
recreation and some faculty offices) and are 
assigned a “required redundancy” of 0%, meaning 
that they are not prioritized for cooling if a chiller 
were to be taken out of service on a designated 
day and would be required to be isolated from 
receiving chilled water under these conditions. 
Newer residence halls have been constructed 
with additional programmatic spaces such as 
general and specialty classrooms, which could 
compromise student learning if they could not 
be used due to inadequate firm capacity. Some 
buildings are assigned a “required redundancy” 
between 

0-100%, which would require manual or automatic 
isolation of some, but not all, chilled water coils 
should a generation unit be taken out of service.

The proposed Early Phase projects will result in 
campus diversified load equal to chiller plant 
installed capacity. Assuming the new residential 
building is assigned a “required redundancy” of 
0%, like most other residence halls on campus, 
firm capacity will remain unchanged and 
adequate. Expanded generation capacity should 
be included to support Early Phase as well as 
Long-Term Phase projects.

Mid-Phase projects do not impact campus 
chilled water as the Aviation Complex, to which 
the Aviation Hangar Addition is planned, is not 
connected.
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Proposed Long-Term projects include the 
construction of two 40,000 SF academic 
buildings within the campus central core along 
with an 80,000 SF addition to the Student 
Center. The campus chilled water system in 
its fully built-out state of four 380-ton chillers 
and two 250-ton chillers cannot support the 
whole of this additional diversified load. To 
complicate matters, the proposed location 
of the new academic buildings is not along 
an existing chilled water main. The proposed 
addition to the Student Center is twice as large 
as the one that was planned when the original 
Student Center was constructed. As such, the 
6-inch dual temperature piping is undersized to 
serve a 105,000 SF building. The footprint of the 
addition also poses complications relative to 
the existing routing of underground piping from 
the power plant. In general, the Student Center is 
not an ideal building type to be served by a dual 
temperature system with seasonal changeover.

CAMPUS HEATING HOT WATER SYSTEM
The campus heating hot water system has 
adequate installed and firm capacity to serve the 
campus space heating and domestic hot water 
heating demand up until the implementation  
of Long-Term Phase projects. The campus boiler 
plant has available installed capacity to meet the 
connected load associated with the addition of 
Long-Term Phase projects but has questionable 
firm capacity upon loss of a single boiler.

The Aviation Hangar Addition in the Mid Phase 
project can be tied into the existing 4-inch 
HWS/R main serving the Aviation Complex. 

ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEM
The current service entrance switchgear is  
rated for 600 A. Per the 2017 targeted utility 
master plan, the peak demand load is about 
3200 kW or about 180 A at 12 kV. The report also 
states that the maximum current capacity of 
each service is 200 A (approximately 3450 kW). 
The configuration of the switchgear allows for 
significant capacity to the campus, but with  
the demand load approaching 90% of the single 
service peak capacity, campus expansion will 
eventually limit the redundancy of the service 
switchgear. This will result in a future state where 
the loss of one of the two services will cause a 
partial outage of campus.

The proposed early phase construction includes a 
new residence hall and rec field building,  
both located at the south end of campus. Both 
buildings would logically be fed from the South 
Campus circuit which has planned future 
transformer capacity of 1500 kVA per the targeted 
utility master plan. This planned work would 
stress the redundant capacity of the service 
switchgear, potentially limiting maintenance 
scheduling or service availability during loss of 
one of the two service. Mid-range and long term 
expansion will further exacerbate this condition.

Regarding mid-range plans, most of the proposed 
building work includes renovations of existing 
space. Based on current conditions, it is assumed 
that the overall load will be maintained or 
reduced. The only proposed new construction 
would be an addition of the Aviation Hangar. This 
building would logically be added to the Aviation 
circuit, which has adequate capacity for the 
proposed building.

The long-term proposed work includes a 
significant amount a new construction.  
The inclusion of this work will likely require 
expansion of ComEd service entrance as 
projected new load could be almost double the 
existing campus peak load. It is also likely that 
the proposed work will exceed the capacity of the 
4 kV system fed from Switchgear A.
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SPACE NEEDS 
RECOMMENDATIONS

CLASSROOMS
Classrooms are defined as any room primarily 
used for scheduled instruction requiring no 
special equipment. The rooms are generally 
referred to as “general purpose” classrooms, 
seminar rooms or lecture halls. Classroom space 
need was determined by a formula that combines 
expected utilization of 32 hours per week with 
65% of the seats filled and 25 ASF per student 
station. Many higher education institutions have 
increased their classroom utilization expectation 
to 40 to 45 hours per week. However, 32 hours  
is appropriate for private institutions the size  
of Lewis University.  A surplus in classroom 
space is generated by a higher than typical space 
allocation per student station, indicating that  
“right-sizing” of classrooms should be explored.

TEACHING LABORATORIES
Teaching laboratories are defined as rooms 
used primarily for regularly scheduled classes 
that require special purpose equipment to 
serve the needs of a particular discipline for 
group instruction, participation, observation, 
experimentation or practice.  

Space requirements are calculated using a 
formula that is similar to that used to determine 
classroom space with the exception that the ASF 
per student station varies by discipline.

A utilization expectation of 20 weekly rooms 
hours and 75% student station occupancy was 
combined with the following factors for teaching 
lab and support space per student station.

 � Aviation/Aircraft: 140 ASF

 � Anthropology: 60 ASF 

 � Art: 80 ASF 

 � Biology: 65 ASF 

 � Business: 40 ASF  

 � Chemistry: 75 ASF 

 � Computer-based: 40 ASF 

 � Health Professions: 80 ASF

 � Military Science: 40 ASF

 � Music: 60 ASF 

 � Nursing: 65 ASF

 � Occupational Therapy: 80 ASF

 � Physics : 75 ASF 

OPEN LABORATORIES
Open labs are rooms that are available for 
unscheduled or informally scheduled instruction 
and student use in a particular discipline. Types 
of rooms in this category typically include: 

computer labs with specialized software, 
language labs, nursing and other healthcare 
education labs, music practice rooms, maker 
space and tutorial and testing facilities.

The guideline for open labs varies by campus.  
Based upon SmithGroup experience, the 
guideline for Lewis University was established 
at 4 ASF per student. This yields a deficit of 
over 6,000 ASF. Some of this need is currently 
satisfied through use of teaching laboratories 
during times when they are not scheduled.

RESEARCH LABORATORIES
Research laboratories are rooms used for 
unscheduled laboratory experimentation or 
training in research methods and observation.  
The research may be conducted by either 
faculty or students for both funded and non-
funded research. At large research-focused 
institutions space need in this category is 
typically established by a factor of ASF per 
funded research expenditure or ASF per principal 
investigator.

Lewis University wants to provide research space 
for two primary reasons. This first, potential 
new faculty are seeking positions at smaller 
institutions, such as Lewis, where they can 
combine teaching and continuation of their 
academic research. Also, many students desire 
the opportunity to learn research methods and 
participate in “real” research. An allocation of 
12,000 ASF is included in the analysis.
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OFFICES
The guideline for office space is based on an 
allocation per employee type for private offices 
and workstations plus additional space amounts 
for conference space, workrooms and office 
storage. The individual allocation varies from 65 
ASF to 300 ASF. The conference, workroom and 
storage allocation varies from 20 ASF to 130 ASF.  
As an example, faculty are allocated 130 ASF of 
office space and 60 ASF of service space, deans 
are allocated 180 ASF of office space and 130 ASF 
of service space and graduate assistants 65 ASF 
of office space and 20 ASF of service space. The 
analysis indicates an 18% surplus in office space 
in 2019.

LIBRARY AND COLLABORATIVE LEARNING
The contemporary academic library is best 
defined as a blend of the traditions of the past 
integrated with digital media. Space such as 
stack areas, individual study space, group study 
rooms, staff offices and processing or technical 
areas comprise the library. This category also 
recognizes that the tradition of all campus study 
space being located in the library has been 
superseded by distributed informal learning 
and collaborative study space across campus.  
The guideline includes all of this study space on 
campus.

The guideline for this category includes a factor 
for the library collection and support space and 
a study space allocation. The factors applied 
for Lewis University include 0.10 ASF per volume 
equivalent for the 100,458 items in the collection 
and a study space allocation of 25 ASF for 25% 
of the undergraduate population and 15% of the 
graduate student population.

ASSEMBLY AND EXHIBIT
A Council of Educational Facilities Planners 
International (CEFPI) standard guideline was 
used for the Lewis University analysis. This 
guideline establishes a core of 27,450 ASF for 
institutions with active music programs and up 
to 5,000 students.

OTHER DEPARTMENT SPACE
Other department space consists of a variety 
of spaces that are not included in the space 
categories above. At Lewis this includes media 
production, greenhouses and non-assigned 
meeting rooms. The guideline of 3 ASF per 
student is based on SmithGroup experience. The 
analysis supports the campus perception that 
there is a significant lack of meeting space.

RECREATION AND ATHLETICS
For Lewis University, a CEFPI guideline was used.  
This metric recommends of a core of 50,000 
ASF plus 10 ASF per FTE over 3,000, plus an 
additional 5,000 ASF for an intercollegiate school 
and 9,500 ASF for a pool. Although the analysis 
indicates a surplus of space in this category, 
detailed analysis that takes into account student 
preferences is also being conducted.

STUDENT CENTER
Examples of the various functions that are 
typically found in the student center space 
category include food service, bookstore, lounge, 
meeting space, student government and student 
organization space. Note that this category 
includes all campus space in these categories 
irrespective of where it is located on campus. An 
allocation of 11 ASF per student is recommended 
by the Association of College Unions International 
(ACUI) for campuses with robust on campus 
housing. Although the analysis indicates a space 
surplus in this category, there are surpluses  
in dining capacity offset by a lack of student 
organization space.

HEALTH CARE FACILITIES
A factor of 0.5 ASF per student headcount was 
applied to establish the space requirement for 
student health care facilities.
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PHYSICAL PLANT
Plant operations space typically includes shops, 
central storage and central services, but can 
also include other space types assigned to the 
physical plant. The factors considered when 
determining the appropriate guideline include 
purchasing practices that affect warehousing 
needs, storage space adjustments due to climate, 
extent of grounds maintenance and the types 
of facilities being maintained. A typical range is 
4% to 5% of the campus ASF being maintained. 
A factor of 5% was used for Lewis University, 
yielding a slight surplus.

RESIDENCE LIFE
Benchmark data indicates that a range of 180 ASF 
to 220 ASF per bed is an appropriate guideline 
for university residence life facilities. This does 
not include office space or study space typically 
assigned to other space classifications. A factor 
of 180 ASF per bed was applied to the existing 
1,436 beds on campus. Even using the minimum 
space guideline, the analysis indicates a deficit 
of space in this category.
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STUDENT LIFE

HOUSING
As a result of the analysis and through 
consultation with the University, B&D 
recommends the following long-term use for each 
hall. Six halls are identified to be maintained 
due to their overall conditions and level of 
desirability. These halls are also all located on 
the core of the campus. In order to improve the 
success of the residential program and support 
Lewis University’s on-campus experience, B&D 
believes that a strategy to consolidate the 
housing inventory should be pursued. This would 
not only improve the residential experience but 
also help the financial success of the program 
over the long-term as smaller facilities are 
replaced and deferred maintenance is reduced. 

De La Salle, South Hall and St. Charles Borromeo 
are all deemed targets for repurposing. Housing 
is not the exclusive use of these facilities. The 
space would be utilized better as academic or 
support space and removing beds would also 
allow the university to maximize its housing 
occupancy in other facilities. B&D recommends 
that Lewis University shift housing out of St. 
Charles Borromeo due to this building’s distance 
from the core of campus. Residential experience 
in this building is impacted by limited amenities 
and programs offered in the area. Additionally, 
housing students in this building has a 
considerable operational impact on campus, 
especially as it relates to dining need. 

Residential halls targeted for closing / demolition 
include Cody, Ryan and Fitzpatrick. These 
facilities lack critical outside-the-unit spaces 
to support a robust housing experience, require 
significant investment to eliminate deferred 
maintenance and, overall, are not very desirable 
for students. 
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At market demand and assuming older / 
undesirable facilities are removed, new housing 
projects could be explored by focusing on upper-
division / graduate students in a combination 
of suites and apartments. Over time, a projected 
demand for 400 – 500 beds of new housing 
(including supply reductions) exists.

B&D reconciled the market-based demand under 
different supply reduction scenarios to determine 
the potential amount of new housing needed  
on the Lewis University campus. The scenarios 
are intended to show how many new beds would 
be needed over time if certain existing housing 
facilities were removed from the portfolio either 
through closure and demolition or because the 
space is being converted to a different use.  
The scenarios do not account for any change in 
enrollment, which could impact the number of 
students living on campus. 

While B&D highlights a housing shortfall, if Lewis 
decides to eliminate the discussed facilities, 
these changes will take time to implement. B&D 
is not recommending that Lewis remove all 
facilities from the inventory immediately. That 
would have a detrimental impact on the ability 
to house students required to live on campus 
and would negatively impact the financial 
performance of the housing system. In Appendix 
A, B&D shows a proposed phasing schedule 
that balances the financial feasibility and 
improvement with the overall student experience. 

BEDS

Fall 2019 Housing Occupants 1,107

Market- Based Demand 1,320

Current Supply (Bed Capacity) 1,341

HOUSING NEED 20

SCENARIO #1 BEDS
 Supply (Less Cody, Ryan, Fitzpatrick, SCB, and South) 889

HOUSING NEED (432)

SCENARIO #2 BEDS
 Supply (Less Cody, Ryan, Fitzpatrick, SCB, South, and De La Salle) 770

HOUSING NEED (551)

The supply reduction scenarios are outlined below: 
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Lewis University lacks some of the critical 
student life spaces on campus that will support 
community development and students’ out- 
of-classroom activities. Student housing largely 
caters to the first and second year student  
population with most of the unit types consisting 
of traditional-style units with shared bathrooms 
among hall mates. 

To improve housing capture rates Lewis 
University would benefit from a more diverse 
offering of housing units, such as suites and 
/ or apartment units. The off-campus market 
does not cater to the student population so 
the university has an opportunity to capture 
some additional upper-division and potentially 
graduate students in housing if they would align 
housing offerings with student preferences. 
However, any new housing needs to be in the form 
of replacement housing. Lewis does not currently 
maximize its full bed capacity and not enough 
demand exists from students living off-campus 
or at home to support new development without 
consolidation of the existing supply.  

DINING
Dining improvements should follow a similar 
approach. Consolidation of venues is needed  
to drive more traffic to the remaining dining 
facilities, particularly, the Brown Dining Hall (in 
the Student Center) which is one of the newest 
facilities on campus and should serve as a 
central hub for student gathering.  

There is an opportunity to consolidate campus 
dining venues to decrease operational costs and 
create opportunities to enhance the remaining 
venues and invest in food quality and variety. 
Concentrating campus housing on the south end 
of campus would further reduce the need for two 
full dining venues on the north side of campus. 
However, dining should continue to maintain 
one venue near academic buildings to serve both 
on-campus and commuter students before and 
after classes. Lewis University should continue 
to work with its dining partner to conduct a more 
detailed operations assessment and reevaluate 
the dining contract to reflect fewer dining 
venues, align the associated risk and reward, and 
improve performance.

 RECREATION
Both the student recreation and fitness center, 
along with the Student Center could benefit from 
expanded space offerings. Both facilities are 
undersized for the student population and not 
programmed effectively, which hinders the user 
experience. Improvements to these spaces would 
make them more attractive to students, but they 
also need to cater more broadly to the commuter 
population, which makes up the majority of the 
students on the Lewis University campus. 
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STUDENT LIFE RECOMMENDATIONS SUMMARY 

Consolidate housing offerings by 
closing/demolishing a combination of 
Cody, Ryan and Fitzpatrick  
Halls. These facilities should not be 
maintained long-term. 

Remove housing from St. Charles 
Borromeo, South Hall and De La 
Salle Hall to allow for conversation 
of the space into other campus uses 
in alignment with mater planning 
initiatives. Housing students at St. 
Charles Borromeo is not beneficial 
to the student experience given its 
distance from the core campus and 
lack of nearby dining and support 
spaces. This should be an immediate 
priority. South Hall and De La Salle 
Halls should continue to serve as 
housing until alternative uses are 
identified.  

Build new supply of housing in the 
form of suites and/or apartments once 
sufficient consolidation of current 
housing offerings occurs. New housing 
could be delivered in multiple phases 
as existing facilities are closed and/
or converted to other uses over time. 
A total of 350-500 beds is needed 
assuming significant consolidation of 
the current inventory occurs.   

Dining facilities should be 
consolidated to increase operational 
efficiency and drive more traffic to 
Brown Dining Hall. Both Charlie’s 
Place and the Flyer’s Den are not 
necessary on the north end of campus. 
However, facility improvements to 
remaining venues and changes to 
the food offerings will be needed to 
ensure that the venues can support 
the additional traffic. Lewis University 
should continue to work with its dining 
partner to conduct a more detailed 
operations assessment and reevaluate 
the dining contract to reflect fewer 
dining venues, align the associated 
risk and reward, and improve 
performance.

Expansion of the recreation and fitness 
center, along with the Student Center, 
should be considered as longer-term 
initiatives.    

1
5

2

4

3



62LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 62

SECTION 04

A SINGLE CAMPUS

Focusing academics, residential, and 
student life in the core of campus creates a 
connected campus community. Changing 
the route of University Drive in key places 
allows for pedestrians to be prioritized.
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A. South Hall

B. Benilde Hall

C. Action Plan for Athletics & Rec Fields

D. Gaffney Expansion - Phase I

E. LRC Renovation

F. Demo Fitzpatrick Hall & Implement ‘The 
Backyard’

G. New Roadway Alignment - Phase I

H. New Residential Buildings

I. Residential Quad

J. Demo Cody & Ryan Hall 

K. De LaSalle Renovation

L. Aviation Expansion

M. Relocate Business School

N. Charlie’s Place Renovation

O. South Entrance

P. New Roadway Alignment - Phase II

Q. Arts & Aviation Quad

R. Demo McNamara

S. Gaffney Expansion - Phase II

T. Rec Center Expansion

U. Central Core Campus Building 1

V. Central Core Campus Building 2

W. Parking Lot Additions

X. Borromeo Renovation

Y. Potential Future Development Study

Campus Core Placemaking
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A. SOUTH HALL
South Hall will become the academic home to 
Health Sciences. Existing uses of South Hall that 
are non-academic, such as facilities services/
management will be moved out to other campus 
buildings (see Borromeo). The space currently 
used by facilities will be redefined and adapted 
to accommodate the exercise science academic 
space needs with added laboratory and teaching 
spaces. Existing residential spaces will be 
removed from the inventory and those residential 
wings will be renovated to accommodate 
faculty office and meeting collaboration spaces. 
Occupation Health and Nursing will reside in this 
building allow for the creation of a health science 
central hub.

C. ACTION PLAN FOR ATHLETICS & REC FIELD
With a number of intercollegiate and recreation 
programs in concert with the high number  
of users across both the intercollegiate and 
recreational athletic programs, additional 
athletic fields are required. New athletic fields 
will serve the purpose of both intercollegiate 
and recreation programs, so new fields built on 
campus shall be constructed of synthetic turf 
and incorporate sports field lighting. With the use 
of synthetic turf, the utilization of the fields shall 
increase to ensure participation despite concerns 
of wear or inclement weather which would  
limit use of the fields. New fields will increase 
participation time allowed by each program and 
afford opportunities for increased programming.  

To better address the challenge that is facing the 
athletics and recreation demands on campus  
a specific feasibility and programming study 
needs to be undertaken to determine the highest 
and best investment for Lewis University that will 
help address the demand for conditioned athletic 
and recreation spaces on campus. The study 
will further define the scheduling challenges, 
utilization preference and a matrix of program 
benefits and needs demand. An evaluation of 
site selection will be further discussed to better 
understand cost implications associated with 
the site development. A concept design model 
would be developed out of this study suitable 
for pricing consideration and for issuance in 
securing the next round of design study for 
implementation.

EXISTING RESIDENTIAL TO INCOMING 
HEALTH SCIENCES PROGRAMS

B. BENILDE HALL
Consistent with the other academic departments 
on campus, Benilde Hall will look to a renovation 
focused on collaboration. Existing spaces were 
created from older residential dorm spaces and 
are not conducive to a colloquial environment. 
New spaces should account for collaborative 
engagement spaces suitable for faculty and staff 
integration while providing opportunities for 
enhance student engagement. 
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D. STUDENT UNION EXPANSION
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D. GAFFNEY PHASE 1
Knowing that Gaffney as it exists today, is only a 
portion of the originally planned student center, 
Gaffney Phase I identified in this plan is the 
development of new student services space. 
Alterations to Gaffney would allow the university 
to add meeting spaces for student organizations 
as well as collaborative incubation spaces for 
flexible and scheduled uses. Renovation and/
or expansion efforts should align with original 
building massing yet accommodate specific 
programmatic elements required to address 
student needs.

DINING HUB

GROUP COLLABORATION SPACEFLEXIBLE SPACESTUDY
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E. LRC RENOVATION
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E. LRC RENOVATIONS
A college campus has one chance to make a first 
impression. At Lewis University, the building that 
currently greets prospective students and family 
members is the Learning Resource Center (LRC), a 
brick building with attractive arches, but lacking 
in windows and natural light. While following 
the guiding principle of renovating before 
building new, the LRC could be reimagined and 
transformed into an important recruitment tool 
that resonates with visitors from the moment 
they enter campus.

The Learning Resource Center (LRC) is envisioned 
to be a broader student success center or "one 
stop" location to serve all student-based needs 
that contribute to academic success. Once 
renovated, this building will become a more 
vibrant hub of academic success and support 
for students. All existing users within the LRC 
that are not directly related to student-facing 
services or academic needs will be relocated 
to other areas on campus or outside of the 
central core of campus, as noted in the plan. In 
addition, the building will be modified to provide 
daylighting from the east and west facades and 
create an impactful first impression of campus. 

CHAPEL
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CAFE

OUTDOOR CAFE TABLESFORUM STAIR EXAMPLE

Located within the building core, a central 
communicating stair will bridge the ground 
level and first floor, creating a broad visual 
connection between the central core of campus 
and the main entrance to the university. In 
addition, the stairway will provide opportunities 
for connectivity, lounging, engagement and 
activity while showcasing the supportive and 
collaborative spirit of Lewis University. 

The newly renovated facility will also be home to 
a re-imagined Charlie’s Place, creating a singular 
dining experience on the north end of campus. 
Boasting outdoor seating options along the west 
terrace, the space will reinforce connections 
and engagement among students and with the 
university’s central campus. 

At the top level, an airy loft space with expansive 
views -- accessible through an open Skydeck 
-- will offer opportunities for study, socializing, 
respite and more while visually connecting 
students and visitors with nearby campus 
destinations. 

Organized around a central hub created to serve 
Lewis University’s diverse student population, 
these desirable amenities will augment a broad 
range of centralized and efficiently co-located 
student-based services and needs. Additional 
programmatic elements within the LRC will 
include breakout rooms, private and semi-private 
meeting areas, and an array of unprogrammed 
nooks and seating areas to be used as students 
desire.
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READING ROOM SKYLIGHT

GROUP COLLABORATION ROOMSQUIET STUDY ROOMS
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F. THE ‘BACKYARD’

F. DEMO FITZPATRICK HALL & IMPLEMENT ‘THE BACKYARD’
Demolition and removal of Fitzpatrick Hall provides for a centralized campus circulation route from 
north to south, linking the southern end of campus with the central core. The campus space that is 
developed with the removal will allow for future campus development opportunities (Central Campus 
Core Building #1 and #2) while providing increased programming and site development for enhanced 
campus recreation needs, site amenities and focused campus destinations, such as ‘The Backyard’. In 
concert with the demolition of Fitzpatrick Hall, the adjacent parking lot (lot MM) and the east-west leg 
of University Drive shall also be removed and converted back to campus green space. The removal of 
these paved spaces will allow for the north and south ends of campus to be connected and will remove 
physical barriers that previously inhibited the movement of students, faculty and staff through this 
portion of campus. 
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G. NEW ROADWAY ALIGNMENT - PHASE 1
To further establish a single, connected campus, 
University Drive must undergo modifications and 
realignment to prioritize pedestrian circulation 
on campus. At South Hall, the thoroughfare must 
be revised to create a continuous drive through 
the west parking lots (lots N, V and NN) and 
the road directly west of South Hall must also 
be removed. This realignment will provide for a 
direct north-south  connection without multiple 
turns or deviation in the site grades. It will also 
allow for vehicular movements to be restrained 
to the edge of campus, enabling pedestrian 
movement to shift inward without interface with 
vehicles. 

As an additional connection enhancement, 
the university should consider establishing 
a connection between University Drive North 
and South on the east side Benilde Hall. By 
moving the roadway to the east side of Benilde 
Hall, several areas of conflict are reduced as 
pedestrian movement from the north and south 
of campus are enhanced. Revising  University 
Drive in this manner can also provide access 
to a new parking lot on the east and allow for 
the creation of additional campus quad space 
between De La Salle and Benilde Halls.

 

H. NEW RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS
Creation of a new residence hall will help to 
address several campus-related challenges, 
including the need for modern residential 
living options for undergraduate and 
potentially graduate students. While further 
study would be required to define the best 
mix of undergraduate and graduate student 
housing options, a design that incorporates 
both suite and apartment style living 
solutions should be part of the solution. With 
this diverse housing arrangement, dedicated 

entry and access will be key to ensuring an 
acceptable arrangement between varied user 
groups. A new building has been identified for 
the south end of campus where the architectural 
massing will serve as a welcoming gateway to 
those arriving from the new south entry and 
will also serve as a terminus of the south quad 
from the Gaffney Center. The residence hall will 
incorporate three or more floors of space to 
accommodate bedroom and social space needs.

INTERIOR RESIDENTIAL SOCIAL & STUDY SPACES
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H. NEW RESIDENTIAL
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I. RESIDENTIAL QUAD
Residential quad enhancements will be 
focused around creating an environment 
that encourages students to engage with the 
environment and fellow classmates. Proposed 
enhancements include:

 � Landscaping to better define campus 
and spatial boundaries and edges;

 � Site furnishings to allow for students 
to linger, decompress and relax;

 � Elements of engagement, such as 
sculpture or fountains, to activate 
spaces;

 � Specialty lighting and increased 
electrical and Wi-Fi capacities will be 
incorporated to increase function and 
performance of spaces.
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J. DEMO CODY & RYAN HALL 
As part of the planning study it was determined 
that the long-term viability of Cody Hall 
was not sustainable for either renovation or 
repurpose. The building shall be removed from 
campus inventory and the space converted to 
increase site parking, campus green space and 
enhancements to softball field amenities.

As part of the planning study it was determined 
that the long-term viability of Ryan Hall was not 
sustainable for either renovation or repurpose. 
The building shall be removed from campus 
inventory and the space reverted to increase site 
parking and campus green space.

K. DE LASALLE RENOVATIONS
Renovation of existing facilities will be required 
to accommodate the centralization of academic 
programs and associated educators for the 
creation of a Humanities Commons. Work will 
include the transformation of existing residential 
dormitories into academic offices, developed in a 
collaborative format to accommodate interaction 
and engagement across departments and with 
students. Additional academic teaching space 
will also be added into the university’s existing 
facility footprint with the broader realignment of 
services located with De La Salle.

  

L. AVIATION EXPANSION
Growth and modernization of the aviation 
program will require additional laboratory and 
teaching space for the program. The new Aviation 
Hanger, to be located adjacent to the campus 
and existing facilities, will allow for increased 
enrollment in Lewis University’s growing aviation 
program and, perhaps more importantly, position 
the institution to modernize aging facilities. 
Construction would consist of adding a high bay 
building to accommodate additional aviation 
specific teaching spaces.

M. RELOCATE BUSINESS SCHOOL
It is recommended that Lewis University relocate 
the Business School from its current home in 
Borromeo to a new home within Memorial Hall, 
located in the core of campus. This move will 
displace existing services currently housed 
within Memorial Hall. These services will be 
moved to Borromeo or off-site completely. 
Renovations within Memorial Hall will be light 
to moderate to accommodate business-specific 
classroom needs, academic staff and interactive 
social spaces for students and faulty to connect.

EXISTING RESIDENTIAL TO 
HUMANITIES OFFICES
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N. RENOVATE CHARLIE’S PLACE
Charlie’s Place will be relocated as part 
of the renovation of the LRC. The existing 
Charlie’s Place facility will be repurposed to 
accommodate new Engineering and Computer 
Science space needs. With existing power 
infrastructure and physical connection to the 
Science Center it is an ideal space to create 
the additional laboratory and teaching spaces 
needed to support these growing program 
needs on campus. New classroom spaces will 
be developed within the existing footprints 
to accommodate data-driven teaching and 
research. Accommodations for interactive 
learning and collaboration space typologies 
inside and outside the classroom will be 
accommodated.

P. NEW ROADWAY ALIGNMENT - PHASE 2
It is suggested that the campus further develop 
University Drive, relocating the thoroughfare from 
the east edge of parking lots GG and N to the west 
side of the lots along the perimeter of campus. 
This move will enable Lewis University to take 
advantage of existing campus infrastructure 
while reducing pedestrian interface with traffic 
on the circulation route. 

Roadway relocation efforts also provide a 
footprint for future build-out of the recreation 
center during future phases. Once University 
Drive is relocated to the west end of parking lots 
GG and N, existing roadways along the east can 
be removed to generate additional campus green 
space on the west side of the recreation center. 
This new green space will enable the facility to 
welcome visitors for athletic and community 
events or other special occasions. Demolition and 
creation of this new access point will coincide 
with proposed future recreation center expansion 
activities.

O. SOUTH ENTRANCE
A new campus gateway from Renwick Road will 
provide additional access to and from campus, 
engaging Renwick Road west of the access road 
and neighboring property. The entry will introduce 
visitors, students, faculty and staff to campus 
through an agrarian setting that meanders 
past the existing farmstead and athletic fields. 
The new entry will terminate at the location 
of a future residence hall and connect to the 
revised University Drive ring road. Additional 
landscaping, site lighting and pedestrian 
pathways will be incorporated to further connect 
campus to the forest preserve south of campus.
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Q. ARTS & AVIATION QUAD
Building off the success of the existing exterior 
spaces located outside of the Oremus Fine Arts 
Center, it is suggested that Lewis University 
develop a revised campus space that organizes 
Memorial Hall, Oremus Fine Arts Center and the 
Harold E. White Aviation Center around a common 
campus space that unites each facility’s unique 
entry experience within a common quadrangle. 
New campus walkway, tree bosques, reduced 
parking lot (Lot G), engaging site and artistic 
elements shall all be part of this quadrangle 
development. The redevelopment of this space 
will be made possible by the relocation of 
Charlie’s Place and campus police. This will also 
allow for a pronounced western entrance to be 
more prominently developed on the west side of 
the existing Charlie’s Place to further enhance 
the connection of the academic building housing 
sciences programs.

R. DEMO MCNAMARA
Demolition and removal of this long-standing 
building is recommended for two primary 
reasons: safety and inclusion. McNamara Hall 
physically presents a safety concern from its 
footprint and proximity to Campus Drive and 
the pedestrian connection to Borromeo. The 
building hinders the site line of drivers and 
provides little to no space for students, faculty, 
staff and visitors to safely cross or wait to 
cross while being visible. More importantly, this 
building is identified for removal due to extreme 
accessibility constraints. Constraints include 
but are not limited to the fact that users with 
physical challenges have no means to gain 
access to the second floor.

S. GAFFNEY EXPANSION - PHASE 2
To appropriately align the campus with its 
student population and site composition, the 
university must create a centralized dinning 
facility that serves the needs of its entire student 
community. Phase II expansion of Gaffney 
Center calls for the creation of additional dining 
capacity to be built on the north and east sides 
of the original facility as well as areas created 
through Phase I expansion efforts. This approach 
will help to further reduce perceived distances 
between the north and south ends of campus. In 
addition to adding much-needed dining capacity, 
new vertical space would be developed on the 
north end of Gaffney to accommodate additional 
office and meeting needs. The newly-designed 
space will create an architectural icon for the 
campus, emulating the bell tower, often used in 
navigation and wayfinding on campus.

PHASE II

PHASE I

EXISTING STUDENT CENTER
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T. REC CENTER EXPANSION
Additional interior recreational space is needed 
to promote an active, healthy and vibrant 
campus community. A new recreation facility 
will centralize existing, previously dispersed 
activities and create additional court spaces to 
accommodate basketball and volleyball needs. 
Plans also call for studio space for an array 
of fitness classes, with separate facilities for 
cardio and other workout needs. In addition 
to programmed spaces, the new facility will 
also provide access for visitors and guests. 
The building is proposed to be located on the 
west side of the existing facility and in direct 
connection to parking lot GG, enabling visitors 
and guests to easily find their way to the facility.

U. CORE CAMPUS BUILDING 1
Defined as a future need facility, specific 
programmatic use for Core Campus Building 
#1 has yet to be identified; however, placement 
and adjacency to neighboring facilities makes 
it well-suited for academic or residential needs. 
As an off-set mirror to Core Campus Building #2, 
its location is intended to offer balance between 
structure and open space while also creating 
quieter cloister areas for use by individuals or 
smaller groups. Materials will echo that found in 
the existing campus design vernacular, as will 
overall massing and height. 

V. CORE CAMPUS BUILDING 2
Defined as a future need facility, specific 
programmatic use for Core Campus Building 
#2 has yet to be identified; however, placement 
and adjacency to neighboring facilities makes 
it well-suited for academic or residential needs. 
As an off-set mirror to Core Campus Building #1, 
its location is intended to offer balance between 
structure and open space while also creating 
quieter cloister areas for use by individuals or 
smaller groups. Materials will echo that found in 
the existing campus design vernacular, as will 
overall massing and height. 

W. PARKING LOT ADDITIONS
With the removal University Drive and the interior 
parking lots, additional site parking on the 
periphery of the realigned University Drive will 
be required. New parking lots will be constructed 
to achieve parking demand as needed and 
shall include site lighting, landscaping and 
best management practices for stormwater 
mitigation. Pedestrian walkways with landscape 
buffers shall be incorporated to provide safe 
pedestrian passage. Campus Police should be 
engaged to best determine the quantity and need 
of security phones/cameras in the parking lots.

EXPANSION
EXISTING REC CENTER

EVENTS
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X. BORROMEO RENOVATION
PROJECT 1: FACILITIES RELOCATION

Renovation of South Hall will require creation of a 
new home for facilities services and management 
activities. The west end of Borromeo is best 
suited for this purpose, as it is outfitted with a 
series of existing loading docks and garages. 
The existing kitchen space, which has not been 
identified for future use, will be renovated to 
provide office, storage and conferencing spaces, 
as required.

PROJECT II: CONFERENCING 

Outside of the field house, Convocation Hall  
serves as the largest gathering space on campus. 
It is recommended that Borromeo be renovated in 
one of two ways:

 � Option 1: Full renovation to accommodate 
flexible seating, entry and arrival for 
campus events and activities. Renovation 
could include the development of a new 
entry or service location to provide direct 

access to the south (towards campus) 
and to the existing courtyards.

 � Option 2: Redesign and transform 
Borromeo’s southern facade, creating 
increased visibility with a new entry 
sequence (visible from Route 53) and 
providing the same level of finishes and 
functions specified under Option 1.

 � Both Option 1 and Option 2 require further 
study.

Borromeo Conferencing: Option 1 Borromeo Conferencing: Option 2
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Y. POTENTIAL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT STUDY
Additional real estate holdings directly adjacent 
to the main campus and which are owned by the 
institution should be studied further to assess 
future development possibilities. The option 
of a proposed development, "Flyer’s Village" as 
been discussed. While many are encouraged 
with the opportunity to provide the campus 
with greater access to commercial options, it is 
also understood that such opportunities should 
be based on market demand. Many visions for 
how the village could take shape have been 
discussed. These concepts should be studied 
further to assess feasibility and return on 
investment. Any development option that moves 
forward must align with the university’s mission 
and contribute to the vibrancy of its campus 
community.

CAMPUS CORE PLACEMAKING 

The Campus Core placemaking project will 
look to enhance exterior campus environments 
that promote the use of the outdoor space 
for teaching, gathering and engagement. 
Enhancement efforts shall include:

 � Upgrading site lighting to encourage 
broader use through the shorter days of 
the year when students are on campus.

 � Incorporating additional seating options 
and gathering typologies to foster 
community and promote engagement.

OUTDOOR FIRE PIT AT RESIDENCE HALL

PLAZA SEATING

TERRACE SEATING
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A. South Hall

B. Benilde Hall

C. Action Plan for 
Athletics & Rec Fields

D. Gaffney Expansion - 
Phase I

E. LRC Renovation

F. Demo Fitzpatrick 
& Implement ‘The 

Backyard’

G. New Roadway 
Alignment - Phase I

J. Demo Cody and 
Ryan Hall

K. De LaSalle 
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L. Aviation 
Expansion

M. Relocate 
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Charlie’s Place

R. Demo 
McNamara

X. Borromeo 
Renovation

Y. Potential Future 
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P. New Roadway 
Alignment - Phase II

Q. Arts & 
Aviation Quad

S. Gaffney 
Expansion - 
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Expansion - Phase
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W. Parking Lot 
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V. Core Campus 
Building 2
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INFRASTRUCTURE  
RECOMMENDATIONS

CAMPUS CHILLED WATER SYSTEM
 � Re-confirm cooling load redundancy 

requirements as part of future infrastructure 

plan updates, particularly for buildings housing 

general and specialty classrooms.

 � Confirm that, upon the loss of a generation unit, 

there are means to automatically or manually 

take some buildings and/or chilled water coils 

off-line to prioritize cooling capacity to other 

buildings on campus.

 � The shortcomings inherent in a dual 

temperature system may be acceptable and 

tolerated in student residences and student 

life spaces but can negatively impact learning 

environments and larger interior collaboration 

spaces during unseasonal weather conditions. 

Future infrastructure plans should assess 

the importance of keeping classrooms and 

certain student life spaces online in buildings 

where HVAC systems are connected to the dual 

temperature loop. Alternatively, building stand-

alone cooling or packaged rooftop units could 

be considered if feasible.

 � Long Term Phase projects, including the entirety 

of the Student Center and Student Center 

Addition, could potentially be connected to 

a new chilled water main that extends to the 

east of the Power Plant if the 120,000 SF New 

Residential Building is served by an alternate 

source of cooling. This east main could even 

pick up North Hall and Founders Hall and 

interconnect with the LRC chiller plant. Given 

its proximity to large expanses of green space, 

play fields and parking lots, the New Residential 

Building could be served by a ground-coupled 

heat exchange system or a hybrid system. 

Alternatively, the campus could expand the 

capacity of the Power Plant by replacing aging 

chillers with magnetic bearing centrifugal 

chillers that provide greater efficiency and 

capacity at comparably smaller footprints. Both 

options would likely reduce energy and carbon 

emissions on campus. More detailed analysis is 

recommended as it is beyond the scope of the 

master plan.

 � If the power plant undergoes a chiller plant 

upgrade to magnetic bearing centrifugal 

chillers, an additional heat recovery chiller 

sized to meet the domestic hot water load on 

campus should be evaluated.

CAMPUS HEATING HOT WATER SYSTEM
 � New low-temperature hot water piping should 

be a drainable, dryable, and testable (DDT) 

system. This prefabricated conduit consists of a 

carrier pipe, pipe insulation, casing, and casing 

coating. Foam exterior insulation should be 

avoided as the jacket can be damaged. Water 

spread limiting (WSL) systems may also not 

be applicable due to design temperatures and 

deltas and often require methods to preheat 

piping to control expansion forces.

 � The recommendation to serve the new 

residential building by a ground-coupled heat 

exchange system or a hybrid system will also 

reduce the campus heating load and enable 

the existing boiler plant to meet both installed 

and firm capacity requirements of the campus 

without system expansion or new stand-alone 

boiler plants.

 � Refer to the following tables that form the basis 

of the analysis and recommendations based 

on Existing Conditions (Table 1), Early Phase 

Projects (Table 2), Mid-Phase Projects (Table 3), 

and Long-Term Phase Projects excluding 

(Table 4) and including (Table 5) a ground-

coupled heat exchange system to serve the new 

residential building.
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ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEM
 � “As recommended by the targeted utility 

master plan, all feeder circuits from Switchgear 

A and Switchgear C should be provided with 

metering as a first step to understanding the 

balance between the two distributions. It is also 

recommended that each building be provided 

with metering at the main switch. Not only will 

this provide valuable information on building 

transformer capacity during renovations 

and expansions, but it will also help identify 

trends of usage for targeted maintenance and 

equipment upgrades. The latest versions of 

model energy codes require metering down to 

individual systems (lighting, HVAC, plug loads, 

etc.) in order to help identify where energy is 

being spent. As campus sustainability efforts 

evolve, having access to this data will be 

extremely valuable.

 � The existing ComEd service switchgear is rated 

for 600 A but is only capable of providing 200 

A from each circuit (400 A non-redundant 

capacity). Coordinating with ComEd to increase 

this capacity would extend the ability to provide 

redundant power to campus. The short-term 

phasing will stress this redundant capacity and 

long-term phasing will likely exceed the 400 A 

non-redundant limit, requiring an increase of 

service size.

 � Retiring the 5 kV distribution system and 

converting existing transformers to the 15 kV 

system, as mentioned in the Targeted Utility 

Master Plan, minimizes the significance of 

transformer-based outages and provides 

efficiencies of operation and energy use.

 � Providing source-changing switchgear (such 

as S&C Vista or Eaton PST) throughout the 

campus will increase resiliency and will 

simplify the change over from 5 kV to 15 kV 

distributions. This type of switchgear would 

allow the multiple existing radial circuits to act 

like loop circuits, providing secondary paths 

for power if there is a line fault. It would also 

allow for load balancing between circuits as the 

campus expands.

 — Locations of these source-changing 

switchgear would logically align where 

current 5 kV and 15 kV circuits share 

pathways or intersect. For example, 

Manhole “C” near North Hall currently has a 

lightly loaded 15 kV circuit originating from 

Switchgear C and a moderately loaded 

5 kV circuit with multiple taps fed from 

new Switchgear A routed through it. If a 

source-changing switchgear were located 

near this manhole, the existing 5 kV circuit 

could be upgraded in sections, allowing a 

portion of the 9 transformers on the 5 kV 

circuit to be upgraded at a time. As funds 

are available, more branches could be 

converted until Switchgear A is completely 

converted to a 15 kV circuit. The final state 

would allow any load downstream of Manhole C to be fed 

from Switchgear A or Switchgear C and would provide 

some resiliency to a line fault upstream.

 — This approach would also benefit the distribution if 

source-changing switchgear were located at Manhole N 

near De La Salle Hall. A connection could be established 

between Manhole N and Manhole 2B during the mid-

range phase renovation of De Le Salle Hall, allowing 

the building to be converted to 15 kV separately from 

Benilde, Ryan Hall, and Cody Hall. 

 — After the campus is completely upgraded to the 15 kV 

distribution, a third location at the Powerhouse allowing 

connection between the Powerhouse circuit and the 

Aviation Campus would further provide resiliency. A 

final project migrating either the De La Salle or South 

Campus feed to Switchgear A would allow the entire 

campus to be loop fed between both Switchgear A and 

Switchgear C. This will provide a level of protection 

from line faults as well as allow a level of load 

balancing between the two primary services, potentially 

simplifying circuit selection for future expansion 

opportunities.

 — During conversations with Lewis University 

stakeholders, it was mentioned that they are 

considering a battery storage system for the solar PV 

array. SmithGroup recommends that a feasibility study 

be performed to confirm the cost effectiveness of this 

strategy as projected solar energy production comprises 

less than 8% of campus electricity based on 2019 energy 

data reported in AASHE Stars. SmithGroup is skilled 

in performing an economic analysis using HOMER 

software, developed by the National Renewable Energy 

Laboratory (NREL), to evaluate and optimize microgrids.
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EARLY PHASE
A. SOUTH HALL

B. BENILDE HALL

C. ACTION PLAN FOR ATHLETICS & REC FIELDS

D. GAFFNEY EXPANSION -  PHASE I

E. LRC RENOVATION

F. DEMO FITZPATRICK HALL & OUTDOOR 

GATHERING PLACE 

G. NEW ROADWAY ALIGNMENT - PHASE I

H. NEW RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS

I. RESIDENTIAL QUAD

J. DEMO CODY & RYAN HALL

CAMPUS CORE PLACEMAKING

A
B

C

C

C

G

D

E

F

F

H

I
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EARLY PHASE SUMMARY TABLE

EARLY PHASES

South Hall

Removal of Residential rooms, 
renovation to include academic 
spaces Renovation Academics / Offices 26,000 GSF $200/SF

Benilde Hall

  
Construction/Expansion and 
demolition of parking south of 
Fitzpatrick Site Construction Site Infrastructure 84,000 SF $15/SF

New Athletic Recreation Field
Enclosed field structure for non-
competitive field use New Construction Recreation 50,000 SF $125/SF

Gaffney Expansion - Phase I

Construct additional square 
footage for meeting space and 
student organization spaces New Construction Student Services 20,000 GSF $350/SF

LRC Renovation Pre-Moves

Renovation of Memorial Hall, 
includes classroom, office and 
other space needs. Renovation Academics / Offices 18,000 GSF $175/SF

LRC

Renovation of existing space into 
dedicated Student Success/One 
Stop and new dinning Renovation Academic/Student Services 100,000 GSF $400-$500/SF

Fitzpatrick Hall Demolition of Residential Hall Demolition Housing 12,000 SF
University Drive Roadway Realignment Site Construction Site Infrastructure 30,000 SF $50/SF

University Drive Demolition
Roadway Removal, pedestrian 
walk development Site Construction Site Infrastructure 150,000 SF $50/SF

New Residential Building & 
Quad

210 new residential suite rooms 
and 60 residential apartments New Construction Housing 120,000 GSF  $275/SF 

Cody Hall Demolition of Residential Hall Demolition Housing
Ryan Hall Demolition of Residential Hall Demolition Housing

Campus Core Placemaking
Site enhancements to campus core 
grounds Site Construction Site Infrastructure 20,000 SF $75/SF
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EARLY PHASE MEP REQUIREMENTS
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MID PHASE
K. DE LASALLE RENOVATION

L. AVIATION EXPANSION

M. RELOCATE BUSINESS SCHOOL

N. CHARLIE’S PLACE RENOVATION

O. SOUTH ENTRANCE

P. NEW ROADWAY ALIGNMENT - PHASE II

Q. ARTS & AVIATION QUAD

R. DEMO MCNAMARA

S. GAFFNEY EXPANSION - PHASE II
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MID PHASE SUMMARY TABLE

MID PHASES

De Lasalle Renovation

Removal of Residential rooms, 
renovation to include academic and 
office space Renovation Academic 32,000 GSF $250/SF

Aviation Expansion Additional Hangar/teaching space New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $250/SF

Relocate Business School 
Relocation of Business School 
from Borromeo to Memorial Hall Renovation Academic 20000 SF $175/SF

Renovate Charlie's Place 

Renovation of dining space into 
new Engineering and Computer 
Science Space Renovation Academic 15,000 SF $200/SF

South Entrance New Campus Entrance Site Construction Infrastructure 140,000 SF $35/SF

New Roadway Alignment - 
Phase II

Roadway Circulation connection at 
South Hall and Parking Lot 
connection Site Construction Infrastructure 50,000 SF $25/SF

Arts & Aviation Quad 

Development of connected campus 
green space along theater and 
aviation alignment to connect to 
campus core Site Construction Infrastructure 60,000 SF $50/SF

McNamara Hall Demolition Demolition Academic Office

Gaffney Expansion - Phase II

Construct additional square 
footage additional dining space, 
Student Org space, meeting space. 
Construct campus tower and 
additional student organizational 
and meeting space. New Construction Student Services 20,000 SF $450/SF

LONG-TERM PHASES

Recreation Center Expansion

New Recreation Center addition to 
accommodate additional 
recreational and athletic programs, 
cardio, weights, studios New Construction Recreation/Athletics 120,000 SF $250/SF

Central Core Building #1
New academic or residential 
housing building New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $350/SF

Central Core Building #2
New academic or residential 
housing building New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $350/SF

Parking Lot Addition
Additional Parking Lots on the 
south west side of campus Site Construction Infrastructure 160,000 SF $50/SF

Borromeo Renovation

Rennovation of existing cafteria 
space for use as facility offices. 
Update to Convocation Hall and Rennovation Campus Services 20,000-50,000 SF $150/SF
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LONG TERM PHASE
T. REC CENTER EXPANSION

U. CENTRAL CORE BUILDING 1

V. CENTRAL CORE BUILDING 2

W. PARKING LOT ADDITIONS

X. BORROMEO RENOVATION

Y. POTENTIAL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT STUDY

T
U

V
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LONG TERM PHASE SUMMARY TABLE

MID PHASES

De Lasalle Renovation

Removal of Residential rooms, 
renovation to include academic and 
office space Renovation Academic 32,000 GSF $250/SF

Aviation Expansion Additional Hangar/teaching space New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $250/SF

Relocate Business School 
Relocation of Business School 
from Borromeo to Memorial Hall Renovation Academic 20000 SF $175/SF

Renovate Charlie's Place 

Renovation of dining space into 
new Engineering and Computer 
Science Space Renovation Academic 15,000 SF $200/SF

South Entrance New Campus Entrance Site Construction Infrastructure 140,000 SF $35/SF

New Roadway Alignment - 
Phase II

Roadway Circulation connection at 
South Hall and Parking Lot 
connection Site Construction Infrastructure 50,000 SF $25/SF

Arts & Aviation Quad 

Development of connected campus 
green space along theater and 
aviation alignment to connect to 
campus core Site Construction Infrastructure 60,000 SF $50/SF

McNamara Hall Demolition Demolition Academic Office

Gaffney Expansion - Phase II

Construct additional square 
footage additional dining space, 
Student Org space, meeting space. 
Construct campus tower and 
additional student organizational 
and meeting space. New Construction Student Services 20,000 SF $450/SF

LONG-TERM PHASES

Recreation Center Expansion

New Recreation Center addition to 
accommodate additional 
recreational and athletic programs, 
cardio, weights, studios New Construction Recreation/Athletics 120,000 SF $250/SF

Central Core Building #1
New academic or residential 
housing building New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $350/SF

Central Core Building #2
New academic or residential 
housing building New Construction Academic 40,000 SF $350/SF

Parking Lot Addition
Additional Parking Lots on the 
south west side of campus Site Construction Infrastructure 160,000 SF $50/SF

Borromeo Renovation

Rennovation of existing cafteria 
space for use as facility offices. 
Update to Convocation Hall and Rennovation Campus Services 20,000-50,000 SF $150/SF
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LONG TERM PHASE MEP REQUIREMENTS
(Excludes Ground- Coupled Heat Exchange)
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LONG TERM PHASE MEP REQUIREMENTS
(Includes Ground- Coupled Heat Exchange)
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PROGRAM MOVES
New projects have a domino effect on space 
use when existing spaces need to be converted. 
Careful planning is required to ensure original 
spaces have a new location and spaces leftover 
from program moves have a strategic use.

The following page shows major program 
movements throughout campus, broken down by 
phase (early, mid, long-term). 
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PRIORITY PROJECTS
TELE-HEALTH & PHYSICAL THERAPY PROGRAM
Lewis University is immediately implementing 
tele-health and physical therapy programs. As 
an example of program movement complexity, 
the following floor plans and diagrams explore 
movements that will need to happen in order to 
incorporate the tele-health, occupational therapy 
and physical therapy programs into South Hall. 

Within South Hall, faculty offices will need to 
shift to be replaced with classroom space. The 
60 existing residential rooms will need to be 
removed completely, with other residence halls 
filling at higher capacity to make up for this 
move. See section 04 for a more detailed analysis 
of available capacity in various residence halls. 
Facilities would relocate to Borromeo with other 
non-student facing services.

New PT 
Program

South Hall

60 Rooms
Housing

Facilities

OT LabsDorothy 
Day

OT 
Classrooms

St. Charles
Borromeo

Faculty 
Offices Shift

New Residence 
Life Spaces

Tele-health

EXISTING FLOOR PLAN PHYSICAL THERAPY FLOOR PLAN
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APPRECIATION
Lewis University wishes to thank the hundreds of 
individuals who participated in the preparation 
of the campus master plan. Through a forward-
thinking, interactive and inclusive master 
planning process, the faculty, students, alumni, 
and representatives of Romeoville defined  
the campus’ physical future. Their efforts will 
enhance the university for years to come. 

We would especially like to thank Jennifer 
Skvarla, Director of Operations and Purchasing 
for her work in coordinating the many meetings 
and focus groups. 

The campus master planning process was 
directed by the Core Leadership Team. The 
Campus Master Plan Task Force also provided 
direction.
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APPENDIX A
HOUSING FINANCIAL ANALYSIS
B&D analyzed the financial performance of the 
Lewis University housing system to determine the 
potential long-term impacts of a consolidation 
strategy and implementation of a new housing 
project. The analysis assumes that Fitzpatrick 
is closed (and eventually demolished to make 
room for additional campus improvements) and 
housing is no longer offered at South Hall and St. 
Charles Borromeo. In alignment with the master 
plan, these facilities are targeted for other long-
term uses. 

The proposed housing project will include 
300 beds (approximately 120,000 GSF) in a 
combination of suites and apartments and will 
be located on the southern end of campus near 
the student center. The total project budget is 
$36 million dollars, assuming $300/GSF. Lewis 
expects to finance the entire project with tax-
exempt bonds. The assumed debt interest rate 
is 4%, amortized over a 30-year period.  Annual 
debt service for the new housing project is $2.2 
million.  

B&D’s analysis assumes operating costs of 
approximately $2,500 / bed across the whole 
housing system. The Project Team allocated 32% 
of total existing university debt to the housing 
system (based on square footage) given that 
some previous bond proceeds were used to fund 
housing improvements. Rental rates for the new 
project are assumed to be 10% greater than those 
charged at North Hall. 

Lastly, this analysis does not assume any change 
in headcount enrollment over time. Fall 2019 
enrollment was established as the baseline. 
Incremental growth in housing occupants 
was accounted for in response to the housing 
demand analysis. Exhibit A-1 below shows the 10-
year phasing plan reflected in the analysis. 

Exhibit A-1



102LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 102

APPENDIX

The change in occupied beds over the 10-year 
period is shown below in Exhibit A-2. This chart 
illustrates how occupancy increases due to the 
new project providing the bed types that respond 
to student preferences. 

To illustrate the long-term impacts on the 
housing system caused by consolidation and 
a new housing project, B&D projected the 
net present value (NPV) of excess cash flow 
generated from the housing operations over a 15-
year period. 

Four financial scenarios were modeled to reflect 
how various factors impact the performance. 
"Status quo" reflects the current operations 
without any housing consolidations or a new 
project. Capital improvements are assumed 
to be maintained annually at the current 
level. "Housing improvements" includes the 
consolidation strategy and the new project, 
informed from the assumptions previously 
mentioned. The third scenario includes "housing 
improvements with $10M contribution", which 
assumes an upfront contribution from Lewis 
University to reduce the amount of project 
costs that is financed. The last scenario is 
"Housing improvements with w/ reduced 
operating expenses", which assumes overall 
housing operations costs are reduced by 
approximately 10%. This could occur through a 

Exhibit A-2

variety of methods but is likely to be realized 
through decreased capital investments due to 
the consolidated housing portfolio. These two 
scenarios were shown to convey ways to optimize 
the financial performance of the housing 
strategy. 

Two different assumptions were used for overall 
projects costs – the baseline amount of $300 per 
gross square foot and a lower overall cost of $275 
per gross square foot.  



103LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 103

APPENDIX

The resulting 15-year NPV for each scenario 
is shown below in Exhibit A- 3. If facilities are 
consolidated and a new housing project is 
implemented ("housing improvements"), the 
long-term impact of the excess cash flows 
is minimal when compared to maintaining 
the status quo over the same period. Several 
factors lead to this condition: 

1) Savings are realized through operational 
expense reductions from a consolidated 
portfolio; 

2) Gains in cash flow are realized through a net 
increase in the number of students living in 
housing, along with the premium rental rates 
tied to the new facility; and 

3) Gains are largely offset over the long term by 
the increased debt service attributable to the 
new housing project.  

If Lewis University were to either contribute to 
the capital costs of the new housing project 
or further reduce operating costs, then the 
financial long-term performance would yield 
more favorable results compared to the status 
quo. For example, excess cash flows would 
total an estimated $46 million over a 15-year 
period, assuming a project cost of $300/GSF. If 
the status quo were maintained over the same 
period, total excess cash flows would yield an 
estimated $42 million. 

Exhibit A-3
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LLeewwiiss  UUnniivveerrssiittyy  CCaammppuuss  MMaasstteerr  PPllaann
DDeessccrriippttiioonn:: Distribution method not determined yet. Please set up a drawing. Thanks!
DDaattee  CCrreeaatteedd:: 11/5/2020 1:02:12 PM
DDaattee  RRaannggee:: 12/2/2020 8:00:00 AM - 12/21/2020 6:00:00 PM
TToottaall  RReessppoonnddeennttss:: 448

Q1. How do you primarily attend classes this semester (not accounting for online courses as a result of COVID)?

Count Percent

343 77.08% Attend class in Romeoville

2 0.45% Attend class in Oak Brook

60 13.48% Attend class fully online

40 8.99% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 2.50% A mix of online and in person

1 2.50% Attend partially at Romeoville but also online

1 2.50% Both online and in Romeoville

1 2.50% both online and on campus

1 2.50% Currently not enrolled due to Covid. Have graduation and lewis test to complete for major

1 2.50% did not take a class this semester/Staff member

1 2.50% Did not, graduated in Dec of 2019

1 2.50% Don’t attend classes

2 5.00% faculty

1 2.50% Faculty

1 2.50% half online, half in Romeoville

1 2.50% Haven’t taken classes on campus yet but would on either campus if available

3 7.50% Hybrid

1 2.50% I do not take classes.

1 2.50% I don't take classes

1 2.50% I had two in person classes, but both gave a choice to be online, so I chose the latter.

1 2.50% Mix between Romeoville and Online

1 2.50% mostly online and hybrid

1 2.50% NA

1 2.50% none

1 2.50% not a student

1 2.50% Not a student

1 2.50% off this semester

1 2.50% some hybrid some fully online

4 10.00% Staff

1 2.50% staff in romeoville

1 2.50% Staff member

1 2.50% Teach fully online as an adjunct (staff member)

1 2.50% Three classes were Hybrid (Romeoville) and two were fully online

1 2.50% We were only in person for the first half of the semester. Second half onlune

1 2.50% work

445 Respondents

APPENDIX B
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Q2. What is your current enrollment status?

Count Percent

359 92.29% Full time

30 7.71% Part time

389 Respondents

Q3. What is your current class standing?

Count Percent

71 17.79% First-year Freshman

87 21.80% Sophomore

84 21.05% Junior

85 21.30% Senior

52 13.03% Graduate/Professional

20 5.01% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.00% 5th year

1 5.00% Bac to bsn

3 15.00% faculty

1 5.00% Faculty

1 5.00% Graduate but also attended undergrad

1 5.00% Graduating Senior

1 5.00% NA

1 5.00% other

1 5.00% post bacc

1 5.00% Soph 2 BAC to BSN

2 10.00% staff

2 10.00% Staff

1 5.00% Staff Member

399 Respondents

Q4. What is your marital/family status?

Count Percent

341 85.04% Single without
child(ren)/dependent(s)

9 2.24% Single with child(ren)/dependent(s)

14 3.49% Married/domestic partnered without
child(ren)/dependent(s)

37 9.23% Married/domestic partnered with
child(ren)/dependent(s)

401 Respondents



106LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 106

APPENDIX
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Count Percent
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399 Respondents

Q4. What is your marital/family status?

Count Percent

341 85.04% Single without
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9 2.24% Single with child(ren)/dependent(s)

14 3.49% Married/domestic partnered without
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401 Respondents

Q5. Compared to other college or university student housing with which you are familiar, how would you rate Lewis' student housing?

Count Percent

5 1.34% Much better than other universities

35 9.41% Better than other universities

104 27.96% The same as other universities

67 18.01% Worse than other universities

13 3.49% Much worse than other universities

148 39.78% I am not familiar with Lewis and/or
other college/university student
housing

372 Respondents

Q6. Compared to other college or universities with which you are familiar, how would you rate Lewis' campus dining offerings?

Count Percent

8 2.15% Much better than other universities

38 10.22% Better than other universities

81 21.77% The same as other universities

100 26.88% Worse than other universities

50 13.44% Much worse than other universities

95 25.54% I am not familiar with Lewis and/or
other college/university campus
dining offerings

372 Respondents

Q7. Compared to other college or universities with which you are familiar, how would you rate Lewis' campus recreation offerings?

Count Percent

13 3.49% Much better than other universities

63 16.94% Better than other universities

135 36.29% The same as other universities

56 15.05% Worse than other universities

15 4.03% Much worse than other universities

90 24.19% I am not familiar with Lewis and/or
other college/university campus
recreation offerings

372 Respondents

Q8. Where do you currently live?

Count Percent

148 39.68% On-Campus Housing (i.e.,
on-campus housing where your
space is provided by the University)

225 60.32% Off-Campus (i.e., any housing that
is not provided through Lewis
University)

373 Respondents
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Q9. Were you required to live in on-campus housing this year ?

Count Percent

67 45.27% Yes

81 54.73% No

148 Respondents

Q10. Have you ever lived in Lewis University housing?

Count Percent

153 50.83% Yes

148 49.17% No

301 Respondents

Q11. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Total cost of housing

Count Percent

38 51.35% Very important

27 36.49% Important

7 9.46% Unimportant

0 0.00% Very unimportant

2 2.70% Does not apply

74 Respondents

Q12. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Ability to live on campus in a student community

Count Percent

33 47.14% Very important

29 41.43% Important

8 11.43% Unimportant

0 0.00% Very unimportant

0 0.00% Does not apply

70 Respondents

Q13. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Availability of my preferred housing unit type on campus (private room, suite, etc.)

Count Percent

42 57.53% Very important

22 30.14% Important

5 6.85% Unimportant

2 2.74% Very unimportant

2 2.74% Does not apply

73 Respondents
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Q14. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Ability to live in an off-campus apartment or house

Count Percent

11 15.49% Very important

10 14.08% Important

20 28.17% Unimportant

6 8.45% Very unimportant

24 33.80% Does not apply

71 Respondents

Q15. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Ability to not have a meal plan

Count Percent

16 21.92% Very important

15 20.55% Important

20 27.40% Unimportant

2 2.74% Very unimportant

20 27.40% Does not apply

73 Respondents

Q16. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Flexible lease/rental terms

Count Percent

14 19.18% Very important

15 20.55% Important

13 17.81% Unimportant

3 4.11% Very unimportant

28 38.36% Does not apply

73 Respondents

Q17. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Proximity to my work

Count Percent

11 15.94% Very important

20 28.99% Important

9 13.04% Unimportant

4 5.80% Very unimportant

25 36.23% Does not apply

69 Respondents
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Q18. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Proximity to my parents/guardians/family

Count Percent

10 13.89% Very important

29 40.28% Important

20 27.78% Unimportant

3 4.17% Very unimportant

10 13.89% Does not apply

72 Respondents

Q19. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Ability to live with my spouse/significant other and/or dependents

Count Percent

3 4.23% Very important

9 12.68% Important

18 25.35% Unimportant

4 5.63% Very unimportant

37 52.11% Does not apply

71 Respondents

Q20. Please rate how important each of the following factors were in your decision on where to live this year: SELECT ONE RESPONSE FOR EACH
FACTOR - Ability to live with non-Lewis University students

Count Percent

1 1.39% Very important

5 6.94% Important

28 38.89% Unimportant

9 12.50% Very unimportant

29 40.28% Does not apply

72 Respondents
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Count Percent
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Q22. What residence hall do you currently live in? (Select all that apply)

Count Respondent % Response %

7 5.22% 4.96% Cody Hall

11 8.21% 7.80% Fitzpatrick Hall

21 15.67% 14.89% North Hall

13 9.70% 9.22% Sheil Hall

2 1.49% 1.42% De Lasalle Hall South

8 5.97% 5.67% De LaSalle Hall North

12 8.96% 8.51% Founders Hall

14 10.45% 9.93% Pope John Paul II
Hall

10 7.46% 7.09% South Hall

17 12.69% 12.06% Dorothy Day Hall

8 5.97% 5.67% Mother Teresa Hall

10 7.46% 7.09% Ryan Hall

4 2.99% 2.84% St. Charles Borromeo
North Tower

4 2.99% 2.84% St. Charles Borromeo
South Tower

134 Respondents

141 Responses

Q23. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the most desirable: -
Community (social environment, opportunity to make friends, etc.)

Count Percent

2 1.26% Cody Hall

5 3.14% Fitzpatrick Hall

52 32.70% North Hall

36 22.64% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

3 1.89% De LaSalle Hall North

22 13.84% Founders Hall

7 4.40% Pope John Paul II Hall

8 5.03% South Hall

10 6.29% Dorothy Day Hall

7 4.40% Mother Teresa Hall

2 1.26% Ryan Hall

4 2.52% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

1 0.63% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

159 Respondents
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Q24. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the most desirable: -
Physical Condition

Count Percent

1 0.62% Cody Hall

1 0.62% Fitzpatrick Hall

16 9.94% North Hall

16 9.94% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

0 0.00% De LaSalle Hall North

16 9.94% Founders Hall

15 9.32% Pope John Paul II Hall

0 0.00% South Hall

53 32.92% Dorothy Day Hall

26 16.15% Mother Teresa Hall

2 1.24% Ryan Hall

11 6.83% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

4 2.48% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

161 Respondents

Q25. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the most desirable: -
Location

Count Percent

0 0.00% Cody Hall

23 14.20% Fitzpatrick Hall

60 37.04% North Hall

51 31.48% Sheil Hall

2 1.23% De Lasalle Hall South

2 1.23% De LaSalle Hall North

5 3.09% Founders Hall

3 1.85% Pope John Paul II Hall

4 2.47% South Hall

4 2.47% Dorothy Day Hall

6 3.70% Mother Teresa Hall

2 1.23% Ryan Hall

0 0.00% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

0 0.00% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

162 Respondents
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Q26. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the most desirable: -
Unit / Room Layouts

Count Percent

3 1.88% Cody Hall

8 5.00% Fitzpatrick Hall

52 32.50% North Hall

6 3.75% Sheil Hall

1 0.63% De Lasalle Hall South

0 0.00% De LaSalle Hall North

2 1.25% Founders Hall

15 9.38% Pope John Paul II Hall

4 2.50% South Hall

25 15.63% Dorothy Day Hall

11 6.88% Mother Teresa Hall

6 3.75% Ryan Hall

19 11.87% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

8 5.00% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

160 Respondents

Q27. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Community (social environment, opportunity to make friends, etc.)

Count Percent

34 22.52% Cody Hall

28 18.54% Fitzpatrick Hall

4 2.65% North Hall

2 1.32% Sheil Hall

3 1.99% De Lasalle Hall South

6 3.97% De LaSalle Hall North

7 4.64% Founders Hall

4 2.65% Pope John Paul II Hall

21 13.91% South Hall

0 0.00% Dorothy Day Hall

2 1.32% Mother Teresa Hall

20 13.25% Ryan Hall

11 7.28% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

9 5.96% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

151 Respondents
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Q28. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Physical Condition

Count Percent

21 13.46% Cody Hall

75 48.08% Fitzpatrick Hall

15 9.62% North Hall

3 1.92% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

6 3.85% De LaSalle Hall North

4 2.56% Founders Hall

0 0.00% Pope John Paul II Hall

12 7.69% South Hall

0 0.00% Dorothy Day Hall

0 0.00% Mother Teresa Hall

19 12.18% Ryan Hall

1 0.64% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

0 0.00% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

156 Respondents

Q29. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Location

Count Percent

38 24.52% Cody Hall

1 0.65% Fitzpatrick Hall

1 0.65% North Hall

0 0.00% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

0 0.00% De LaSalle Hall North

2 1.29% Founders Hall

3 1.94% Pope John Paul II Hall

4 2.58% South Hall

6 3.87% Dorothy Day Hall

2 1.29% Mother Teresa Hall

9 5.81% Ryan Hall

61 39.35% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

28 18.06% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

155 Respondents
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Q28. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Physical Condition

Count Percent

21 13.46% Cody Hall

75 48.08% Fitzpatrick Hall

15 9.62% North Hall

3 1.92% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

6 3.85% De LaSalle Hall North

4 2.56% Founders Hall

0 0.00% Pope John Paul II Hall

12 7.69% South Hall

0 0.00% Dorothy Day Hall

0 0.00% Mother Teresa Hall

19 12.18% Ryan Hall

1 0.64% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

0 0.00% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

156 Respondents

Q29. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Location

Count Percent

38 24.52% Cody Hall

1 0.65% Fitzpatrick Hall

1 0.65% North Hall

0 0.00% Sheil Hall

0 0.00% De Lasalle Hall South

0 0.00% De LaSalle Hall North

2 1.29% Founders Hall

3 1.94% Pope John Paul II Hall

4 2.58% South Hall

6 3.87% Dorothy Day Hall

2 1.29% Mother Teresa Hall

9 5.81% Ryan Hall

61 39.35% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

28 18.06% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

155 Respondents
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Q30. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Unit / Room Layouts

Count Percent

20 13.25% Cody Hall

26 17.22% Fitzpatrick Hall

6 3.97% North Hall

7 4.64% Sheil Hall

8 5.30% De Lasalle Hall South

21 13.91% De LaSalle Hall North

8 5.30% Founders Hall

0 0.00% Pope John Paul II Hall

28 18.54% South Hall

1 0.66% Dorothy Day Hall

4 2.65% Mother Teresa Hall

15 9.93% Ryan Hall

5 3.31% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

2 1.32% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

151 Respondents

Q31. Where do you currently live off campus?

Count Percent

12 5.71% Apartment/condo rented

0 0.00% Apartment/condo owned by me or my spouse/partner

3 1.43% Apartment/condo owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

11 5.24% House rented

44 20.95% House owned by me or my spouse/partner

136 64.76% House owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

1 0.48% Individual room rented in a house

3 1.43% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 33.33% House rented by a family member

1 33.33% House with a family friend

1 33.33% Live with parents

210 Respondents

Q32. Where is your current place of residence?

Count Percent

34 16.27% Cook County, IL

26 12.44% DuPage County, IL

18 8.61% Romeoville, IL (Will County)

15 7.18% Lockport, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Crystal Lawns, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Fairmount, IL (Will County)

24 11.48% Joliet, IL (Will County)

23 11.00% Bolingbrook, IL (Will County)

50 23.92% Other place in Will County (Please specify)
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Q30. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Unit / Room Layouts

Count Percent

20 13.25% Cody Hall

26 17.22% Fitzpatrick Hall

6 3.97% North Hall

7 4.64% Sheil Hall

8 5.30% De Lasalle Hall South

21 13.91% De LaSalle Hall North

8 5.30% Founders Hall

0 0.00% Pope John Paul II Hall

28 18.54% South Hall

1 0.66% Dorothy Day Hall

4 2.65% Mother Teresa Hall

15 9.93% Ryan Hall

5 3.31% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

2 1.32% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

151 Respondents

Q31. Where do you currently live off campus?

Count Percent

12 5.71% Apartment/condo rented

0 0.00% Apartment/condo owned by me or my spouse/partner

3 1.43% Apartment/condo owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

11 5.24% House rented

44 20.95% House owned by me or my spouse/partner

136 64.76% House owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

1 0.48% Individual room rented in a house

3 1.43% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 33.33% House rented by a family member

1 33.33% House with a family friend

1 33.33% Live with parents

210 Respondents

Q32. Where is your current place of residence?

Count Percent

34 16.27% Cook County, IL

26 12.44% DuPage County, IL

18 8.61% Romeoville, IL (Will County)

15 7.18% Lockport, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Crystal Lawns, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Fairmount, IL (Will County)

24 11.48% Joliet, IL (Will County)

23 11.00% Bolingbrook, IL (Will County)

50 23.92% Other place in Will County (Please specify)
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Q30. Based on your experience living in Lewis University housing, which residence hall / housing complex do you think offers the least desirable: -
Unit / Room Layouts

Count Percent

20 13.25% Cody Hall

26 17.22% Fitzpatrick Hall

6 3.97% North Hall

7 4.64% Sheil Hall

8 5.30% De Lasalle Hall South

21 13.91% De LaSalle Hall North

8 5.30% Founders Hall

0 0.00% Pope John Paul II Hall

28 18.54% South Hall

1 0.66% Dorothy Day Hall

4 2.65% Mother Teresa Hall

15 9.93% Ryan Hall

5 3.31% St. Charles Borromeo North Tower

2 1.32% St. Charles Borromeo South Tower

151 Respondents

Q31. Where do you currently live off campus?

Count Percent

12 5.71% Apartment/condo rented

0 0.00% Apartment/condo owned by me or my spouse/partner

3 1.43% Apartment/condo owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

11 5.24% House rented

44 20.95% House owned by me or my spouse/partner

136 64.76% House owned by a family member other than a spouse/partner

1 0.48% Individual room rented in a house

3 1.43% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 33.33% House rented by a family member

1 33.33% House with a family friend

1 33.33% Live with parents

210 Respondents

Q32. Where is your current place of residence?

Count Percent

34 16.27% Cook County, IL

26 12.44% DuPage County, IL

18 8.61% Romeoville, IL (Will County)

15 7.18% Lockport, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Crystal Lawns, IL (Will County)

0 0.00% Fairmount, IL (Will County)

24 11.48% Joliet, IL (Will County)

23 11.00% Bolingbrook, IL (Will County)

50 23.92% Other place in Will County (Please specify)

Count Percent

1 2.00% Beecher

1 2.00% Braidwood, IL

2 4.00% Channahon

1 2.00% Crest Hill

1 2.00% Crest Hill, Il

1 2.00% Crest Hill, IL

1 2.00% Frankfort

1 2.00% homer glen

1 2.00% Homer glen

6 12.00% Homer Glen

1 2.00% Homer Glen, IL

1 2.00% mokena

2 4.00% Mokena

2 4.00% Mokena, IL

1 2.00% Monee

1 2.00% Naperville

1 2.00% Naperville IL

7 14.00% New Lenox

2 4.00% New Lenox, IL

8 16.00% Plainfield

5 10.00% Plainfield, IL

1 2.00% Shorewood, IL

1 2.00% Tinley Park

1 2.00% Wilmington

19 9.09% Other (Please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.26% Aurora, IL (Kane County)

1 5.26% Blue Island, IL

1 5.26% Calumet City

1 5.26% Coal City, IL (Grundy County)

1 5.26% Elgin

1 5.26% Geneva, IL

1 5.26% Grand Ridge IL

1 5.26% Hinsdale

1 5.26% Kane County, IL

1 5.26% Lanark, IL

1 5.26% Lasalle County

1 5.26% Morris, IL Grundy

1 5.26% Naperville

1 5.26% Orland Hills

1 5.26% Orland Hills (Cook County)

1 5.26% Plainfield

1 5.26% Plano, IL

Count Percent

1 2.00% Beecher

1 2.00% Braidwood, IL

2 4.00% Channahon

1 2.00% Crest Hill

1 2.00% Crest Hill, Il

1 2.00% Crest Hill, IL

1 2.00% Frankfort

1 2.00% homer glen

1 2.00% Homer glen

6 12.00% Homer Glen

1 2.00% Homer Glen, IL

1 2.00% mokena

2 4.00% Mokena

2 4.00% Mokena, IL

1 2.00% Monee

1 2.00% Naperville

1 2.00% Naperville IL

7 14.00% New Lenox

2 4.00% New Lenox, IL

8 16.00% Plainfield

5 10.00% Plainfield, IL

1 2.00% Shorewood, IL

1 2.00% Tinley Park

1 2.00% Wilmington

19 9.09% Other (Please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.26% Aurora, IL (Kane County)

1 5.26% Blue Island, IL

1 5.26% Calumet City

1 5.26% Coal City, IL (Grundy County)

1 5.26% Elgin

1 5.26% Geneva, IL

1 5.26% Grand Ridge IL

1 5.26% Hinsdale

1 5.26% Kane County, IL

1 5.26% Lanark, IL

1 5.26% Lasalle County

1 5.26% Morris, IL Grundy

1 5.26% Naperville

1 5.26% Orland Hills

1 5.26% Orland Hills (Cook County)

1 5.26% Plainfield

1 5.26% Plano, IL

1 5.26% Round Lake Heights(Lake County)

1 5.26% Winnebago County, Rockford

209 Respondents

Q33. What is the zip code of your current residence?

Count Percent

204 100.00%

Count Percent

1 0.49% 60073

1 0.49% 60090

1 0.49% 60103

2 0.98% 60124

1 0.49% 60134

1 0.49% 60137

1 0.49% 60143

3 1.47% 60148

1 0.49% 60181

2 0.98% 60185

1 0.49% 60187

1 0.49% 60191

1 0.49% 60401

4 1.96% 60403

1 0.49% 60404

1 0.49% 60406

1 0.49% 60408

1 0.49% 60409

2 0.98% 60410

1 0.49% 60416

1 0.49% 60423

5 2.45% 60431

2 0.98% 60432

2 0.98% 60433

6 2.94% 60435

4 1.96% 60436

2 0.98% 60439

13 6.37% 60440

13 6.37% 60441

2 0.98% 60445

16 7.84% 60446

5 2.45% 60448

1 0.49% 60449

1 0.49% 60450

9 4.41% 60451

1 0.49% 60452
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1 5.26% Round Lake Heights(Lake County)

1 5.26% Winnebago County, Rockford

209 Respondents

Q33. What is the zip code of your current residence?

Count Percent

204 100.00%

Count Percent

1 0.49% 60073

1 0.49% 60090

1 0.49% 60103

2 0.98% 60124

1 0.49% 60134

1 0.49% 60137

1 0.49% 60143

3 1.47% 60148

1 0.49% 60181

2 0.98% 60185

1 0.49% 60187

1 0.49% 60191

1 0.49% 60401

4 1.96% 60403

1 0.49% 60404

1 0.49% 60406

1 0.49% 60408

1 0.49% 60409

2 0.98% 60410

1 0.49% 60416

1 0.49% 60423

5 2.45% 60431

2 0.98% 60432

2 0.98% 60433

6 2.94% 60435

4 1.96% 60436

2 0.98% 60439

13 6.37% 60440

13 6.37% 60441

2 0.98% 60445

16 7.84% 60446

5 2.45% 60448

1 0.49% 60449

1 0.49% 60450

9 4.41% 60451

1 0.49% 60452

1 0.49% 60453

1 0.49% 60456

1 0.49% 60459

2 0.98% 60462

2 0.98% 60465

6 2.94% 60467

1 0.49% 60481

1 0.49% 60482

5 2.45% 60487

10 4.90% 60490

9 4.41% 60491

1 0.49% 60501

1 0.49% 60504

1 0.49% 60505

1 0.49% 60513

3 1.47% 60516

1 0.49% 60526

2 0.98% 60527

2 0.98% 60532

1 0.49% 60540

6 2.94% 60544

1 0.49% 60545

2 0.98% 60561

1 0.49% 60563

2 0.98% 60564

4 1.96% 60565

3 1.47% 60585

11 5.39% 60586

1 0.49% 60619

1 0.49% 60623

1 0.49% 60634

2 0.98% 60643

1 0.49% 60652

1 0.49% 60804

1 0.49% 61046

1 0.49% 61107

1 0.49% 61325

1 0.49% 61354

204 Respondents

Q34. With whom do you live? SELECT ALL THAT APPLY

Count Percent

4 1.90% I lived alone

6 2.86% Lewis student(s)

5 2.38% With other non-Lewis roommate(s)
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1 0.49% 60453

1 0.49% 60456

1 0.49% 60459

2 0.98% 60462

2 0.98% 60465

6 2.94% 60467

1 0.49% 60481

1 0.49% 60482

5 2.45% 60487

10 4.90% 60490

9 4.41% 60491

1 0.49% 60501

1 0.49% 60504

1 0.49% 60505

1 0.49% 60513

3 1.47% 60516

1 0.49% 60526

2 0.98% 60527

2 0.98% 60532

1 0.49% 60540

6 2.94% 60544

1 0.49% 60545

2 0.98% 60561

1 0.49% 60563

2 0.98% 60564

4 1.96% 60565

3 1.47% 60585

11 5.39% 60586

1 0.49% 60619

1 0.49% 60623

1 0.49% 60634

2 0.98% 60643

1 0.49% 60652

1 0.49% 60804

1 0.49% 61046

1 0.49% 61107

1 0.49% 61325

1 0.49% 61354

204 Respondents

Q34. With whom do you live? SELECT ALL THAT APPLY

Count Percent

4 1.90% I lived alone

6 2.86% Lewis student(s)

5 2.38% With other non-Lewis roommate(s)

3 1.43% With both Lewis and non-Lewis roommate(s)

142 67.62% With my parent(s) or other relative(s)

46 21.90% With my spouse/partner and/or children

4 1.90% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% Children

1 25.00% Guardian

1 25.00% It does not allow me to select multiple, so Lewis Students (my brother) as well as my
parents.

1 25.00% with my 3 kids

210 Respondents

Q35. If not for the current COVID-19 health pandemic, how would your current living situation this 2019-2020 academic year be different?

Count Percent

23 11.00% I likely would have lived on-campus
in Lewis housing

24 11.48% I likely would have lived at home
with my parents/guardians

7 3.35% I likely would have lived off campus
with myself and/or others

155 74.16% My living situation would likely be
the same

209 Respondents

Q36. What is your personal share of monthly rent/housing costs excluding utilities?

Count Percent

4 15.38% Less than $300

0 0.00% $300 - $399

2 7.69% $400 - $499

2 7.69% $500 - $599

3 11.54% $600 - $699

4 15.38% $700 - $799

2 7.69% $800 - $899

0 0.00% $900 - $999

1 3.85% $1,000 - $1,099

1 3.85% $1,100 - $1,199

0 0.00% $1,200 - $1,299

1 3.85% $1,300 - $1,399

1 3.85% $1,400 - $1,499

3 11.54% $1,500 or more

2 7.69% I don't know

26 Respondents

Q37. In addition to your rent, for which of the following utilities did you pay? SELECT ALL THAT APPLY

Count Respondent % Response %

16 61.54% 14.41% Heat

20 76.92% 18.02% Internet

7 26.92% 6.31% Cable
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3 1.43% With both Lewis and non-Lewis roommate(s)

142 67.62% With my parent(s) or other relative(s)

46 21.90% With my spouse/partner and/or children

4 1.90% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% Children

1 25.00% Guardian

1 25.00% It does not allow me to select multiple, so Lewis Students (my brother) as well as my
parents.

1 25.00% with my 3 kids

210 Respondents

Q35. If not for the current COVID-19 health pandemic, how would your current living situation this 2019-2020 academic year be different?

Count Percent

23 11.00% I likely would have lived on-campus
in Lewis housing

24 11.48% I likely would have lived at home
with my parents/guardians

7 3.35% I likely would have lived off campus
with myself and/or others

155 74.16% My living situation would likely be
the same

209 Respondents

Q36. What is your personal share of monthly rent/housing costs excluding utilities?

Count Percent

4 15.38% Less than $300

0 0.00% $300 - $399

2 7.69% $400 - $499

2 7.69% $500 - $599

3 11.54% $600 - $699

4 15.38% $700 - $799

2 7.69% $800 - $899

0 0.00% $900 - $999

1 3.85% $1,000 - $1,099

1 3.85% $1,100 - $1,199

0 0.00% $1,200 - $1,299

1 3.85% $1,300 - $1,399

1 3.85% $1,400 - $1,499

3 11.54% $1,500 or more

2 7.69% I don't know

26 Respondents

Q37. In addition to your rent, for which of the following utilities did you pay? SELECT ALL THAT APPLY

Count Respondent % Response %

16 61.54% 14.41% Heat

20 76.92% 18.02% Internet

7 26.92% 6.31% Cable
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18 69.23% 16.22% Electric

16 61.54% 14.41% Water

13 50.00% 11.71% Sewer

13 50.00% 11.71% Trash

3 11.54% 2.70% Other; Please Specify

Count Percent

1 33.33% car insurance

2 66.67% Gas

5 19.23% 4.50% Not applicable; I do not pay for any utilities

26 Respondents

111 Responses

Q38. What is your individual monthly cost for all the utilities selected in the previous question?

Count Percent

0 0.00% Less than $25

4 21.05% $25 - $49

7 36.84% $50 - $99

4 21.05% $100 - $149

0 0.00% $150 - $199

4 21.05% $200 or more

0 0.00% Don't know

19 Respondents

Q39. How long is your lease?

Count Percent

3 12.00% Not applicable; I have no lease

3 12.00% More than 12 months

18 72.00% 12 months

0 0.00% Academic year (approximately 9 months)

0 0.00% Academic term (e.g., semester)

1 4.00% Monthly

0 0.00% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

25 Respondents

Q40. How many bedrooms are in your unit/house?

Count Percent

0 0.00% I lived in a studio/efficiency
apartment

4 16.00% 1-bedroom

8 32.00% 2-bedrooms

7 28.00% 3-bedrooms

5 20.00% 4-bedrooms

1 4.00% 5 or more bedrooms

25 Respondents
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Q41. Do you share a bedroom?

Count Percent

16 64.00% No

9 36.00% Yes, with one other person

0 0.00% Yes, with two or more other people

25 Respondents

Q42. How challenging was it to find and secure off-campus housing?

Count Percent

2 8.00% Very challenging

9 36.00% Challenging

5 20.00% Neutral

1 4.00% Somewhat challenging

8 32.00% Not challenging

25 Respondents

Q43. Did Lewis University help you find and secure off-campus housing?

Count Percent

0 0.00% Yes

10 40.00% No

15 60.00% I didn't ask

25 Respondents

Q44. How do you typically get to and from campus? (Select all that apply)

Count Respondent % Response %

2 0.97% 0.94% Walk

204 98.55% 96.23% Drive alone or with
others

0 0.00% 0.00% Ride a bicycle

4 1.93% 1.89% Take public
transportation (i.e.,
Pace bus)

1 0.48% 0.47% Take Lewis shuttle
bus

1 0.48% 0.47% Other

207 Respondents

212 Responses
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Q45. How long is your ONE-WAY commute to campus?

Count Percent

2 0.97% 5 minutes or less

12 5.83% 6 to 10 minutes

37 17.96% 11 to 15 minutes

35 16.99% 16 to 20 minutes

59 28.64% 20 to 30 minutes

29 14.08% 30 to 40 minutes

19 9.22% 40 to 50 minutes

13 6.31% More than 50 minutes

206 Respondents

Q46. If all of the unit types described above were available on Lewis's campus at the rents outlined, what would have been your living preference for
this academic year (2020-2021)? Please answer assuming normal (non-COVID conditions) exist.

Count Percent

28 8.75% Unit A - Pod with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,900/semester/person OR
$870/month/person)

15 4.69% Unit B - Pod with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,350/semester/person OR
$740/month/person)

28 8.75% Unit C - Suite Unit with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,350/semester/person OR
$970/month/person)

19 5.94% Unit D - Suite Unit with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,750/semester/person OR
$830/month/person)

22 6.88% Unit E - 1BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$6,300/semester/person OR
$1,400/month/person)

21 6.56% Unit F - 2BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,950/semester/person OR
$1,100/month/person)

65 20.31% Unit G - 4BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,450/semester/person OR
$990/month/person)

65 20.31% I would prefer to live at home with
parents/guardians

57 17.81% I would prefer to live off campus on
my own

320 Respondents

Q41. Do you share a bedroom?

Count Percent

16 64.00% No

9 36.00% Yes, with one other person

0 0.00% Yes, with two or more other people

25 Respondents

Q42. How challenging was it to find and secure off-campus housing?

Count Percent

2 8.00% Very challenging

9 36.00% Challenging

5 20.00% Neutral

1 4.00% Somewhat challenging

8 32.00% Not challenging

25 Respondents

Q43. Did Lewis University help you find and secure off-campus housing?

Count Percent

0 0.00% Yes

10 40.00% No

15 60.00% I didn't ask

25 Respondents

Q44. How do you typically get to and from campus? (Select all that apply)

Count Respondent % Response %

2 0.97% 0.94% Walk

204 98.55% 96.23% Drive alone or with
others

0 0.00% 0.00% Ride a bicycle

4 1.93% 1.89% Take public
transportation (i.e.,
Pace bus)

1 0.48% 0.47% Take Lewis shuttle
bus

1 0.48% 0.47% Other

207 Respondents

212 Responses
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Q45. How long is your ONE-WAY commute to campus?

Count Percent

2 0.97% 5 minutes or less

12 5.83% 6 to 10 minutes

37 17.96% 11 to 15 minutes

35 16.99% 16 to 20 minutes

59 28.64% 20 to 30 minutes

29 14.08% 30 to 40 minutes

19 9.22% 40 to 50 minutes

13 6.31% More than 50 minutes

206 Respondents

Q46. If all of the unit types described above were available on Lewis's campus at the rents outlined, what would have been your living preference for
this academic year (2020-2021)? Please answer assuming normal (non-COVID conditions) exist.

Count Percent

28 8.75% Unit A - Pod with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,900/semester/person OR
$870/month/person)

15 4.69% Unit B - Pod with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,350/semester/person OR
$740/month/person)

28 8.75% Unit C - Suite Unit with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,350/semester/person OR
$970/month/person)

19 5.94% Unit D - Suite Unit with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,750/semester/person OR
$830/month/person)

22 6.88% Unit E - 1BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$6,300/semester/person OR
$1,400/month/person)

21 6.56% Unit F - 2BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,950/semester/person OR
$1,100/month/person)

65 20.31% Unit G - 4BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,450/semester/person OR
$990/month/person)

65 20.31% I would prefer to live at home with
parents/guardians

57 17.81% I would prefer to live off campus on
my own

320 Respondents
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Q47. If your preferred unit type described in the previous question was unavailable, what would your second choice have been for this academic year
(2020-2021)?

Count Percent

32 16.24% Unit A - Pod with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,900/semester/person OR
$870/month/person)

15 7.61% Unit B - Pod with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,350/semester/person OR
$740/month/person)

42 21.32% Unit C - Suite Unit with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,350/semester/person OR
$970/month/person)

22 11.17% Unit D - Suite Unit with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,750/semester/person OR
$830/month/person)

12 6.09% Unit E - 1BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$6,300/semester/person OR
$1,400/month/person)

39 19.80% Unit F - 2BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,950/semester/person OR
$1,100/month/person)

17 8.63% Unit G - 4BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,450/semester/person OR
$990/month/person)

10 5.08% I would prefer to live at home with
parents/guardians

8 4.06% I would prefer to live off campus on
my own

197 Respondents

Q48. Where do you plan to live next academic year (fall 2020/spring 2021)?

Count Percent

100 30.96% On-campus (Lewis University housing)

108 33.44% At home with parents/guardians

47 14.55% Off campus on my own

35 10.84% Undecided on where to live next year

29 8.98% Not applicable; I will not be attending Lewis University next year.

4 1.24% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% At home with ny spouse

1 25.00% Off campus with other students

1 25.00% Off campus with spouse and child

1 25.00% Staff member/live at home

323 Respondents

Q49. If considering living OFF CAMPUS on your own next year, why would you prefer to do so? SELECT UP TO THREE

Count Respondent % Response %

8 10.53% 4.49% Ability to live with friends

19 25.00% 10.67% Access to my own kitchen
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Q47. If your preferred unit type described in the previous question was unavailable, what would your second choice have been for this academic year
(2020-2021)?

Count Percent

32 16.24% Unit A - Pod with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,900/semester/person OR
$870/month/person)

15 7.61% Unit B - Pod with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,350/semester/person OR
$740/month/person)

42 21.32% Unit C - Suite Unit with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,350/semester/person OR
$970/month/person)

22 11.17% Unit D - Suite Unit with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,750/semester/person OR
$830/month/person)

12 6.09% Unit E - 1BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$6,300/semester/person OR
$1,400/month/person)

39 19.80% Unit F - 2BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,950/semester/person OR
$1,100/month/person)

17 8.63% Unit G - 4BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,450/semester/person OR
$990/month/person)

10 5.08% I would prefer to live at home with
parents/guardians

8 4.06% I would prefer to live off campus on
my own

197 Respondents

Q48. Where do you plan to live next academic year (fall 2020/spring 2021)?

Count Percent

100 30.96% On-campus (Lewis University housing)

108 33.44% At home with parents/guardians

47 14.55% Off campus on my own

35 10.84% Undecided on where to live next year

29 8.98% Not applicable; I will not be attending Lewis University next year.

4 1.24% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% At home with ny spouse

1 25.00% Off campus with other students

1 25.00% Off campus with spouse and child

1 25.00% Staff member/live at home

323 Respondents

Q49. If considering living OFF CAMPUS on your own next year, why would you prefer to do so? SELECT UP TO THREE

Count Respondent % Response %

8 10.53% 4.49% Ability to live with friends

19 25.00% 10.67% Access to my own kitchen
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18 23.68% 10.11% Better building and unit amenities

19 25.00% 10.67% Fewer rules and regulations

5 6.58% 2.81% More convenient location

43 56.58% 24.16% More cost effective

19 25.00% 10.67% More living space

24 31.58% 13.48% More privacy

5 6.58% 2.81% To live away from other students

18 23.68% 10.11% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.56% Ability to live with SO

1 5.56% fewer rules, better building and amenities, own kitchen, live with friends

1 5.56% i already own my own home

1 5.56% I am married

1 5.56% I have a wife and kids

1 5.56% I have my own home

1 5.56% I like my own space

1 5.56% I own a home

1 5.56% I own my own home

1 5.56% I own my own house

1 5.56% I'm married with children.

1 5.56% married with children

1 5.56% More affordable

1 5.56% my children

1 5.56% n/a

1 5.56% not a student

1 5.56% Not applicable as a staff member

1 5.56% Spouse and children

76 Respondents

178 Responses

Q50. How has the current COVID-19 pandemic influenced your future housing preferences? (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Count Respondent % Response %

75 24.04% 17.24% I no longer want to share a bedroom with someone

61 19.55% 14.02% I no longer want to share a bathroom with someone else (or
multiple people)

29 9.29% 6.67% I no longer want to share a suite/apartment with other
roommates

43 13.78% 9.89% I no longer want to live in Lewis University housing

51 16.35% 11.72% I do not wish to utilize on-campus dining

160 51.28% 36.78% COVID-19 pandemic has not influenced my future housing
preferences

16 5.13% 3.68% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 6.25% Classes are 95% online

1 6.25% I am an RA so housing options do not apply to me directly.

1 6.25% I own a home

Q47. If your preferred unit type described in the previous question was unavailable, what would your second choice have been for this academic year
(2020-2021)?

Count Percent

32 16.24% Unit A - Pod with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,900/semester/person OR
$870/month/person)

15 7.61% Unit B - Pod with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,350/semester/person OR
$740/month/person)

42 21.32% Unit C - Suite Unit with a single
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,350/semester/person OR
$970/month/person)

22 11.17% Unit D - Suite Unit with a double
occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$3,750/semester/person OR
$830/month/person)

12 6.09% Unit E - 1BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$6,300/semester/person OR
$1,400/month/person)

39 19.80% Unit F - 2BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,950/semester/person OR
$1,100/month/person)

17 8.63% Unit G - 4BR Apartment Unit with a
single occupancy bedroom (Approx.
$4,450/semester/person OR
$990/month/person)

10 5.08% I would prefer to live at home with
parents/guardians

8 4.06% I would prefer to live off campus on
my own

197 Respondents

Q48. Where do you plan to live next academic year (fall 2020/spring 2021)?

Count Percent

100 30.96% On-campus (Lewis University housing)

108 33.44% At home with parents/guardians

47 14.55% Off campus on my own

35 10.84% Undecided on where to live next year

29 8.98% Not applicable; I will not be attending Lewis University next year.

4 1.24% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% At home with ny spouse

1 25.00% Off campus with other students

1 25.00% Off campus with spouse and child

1 25.00% Staff member/live at home

323 Respondents

Q49. If considering living OFF CAMPUS on your own next year, why would you prefer to do so? SELECT UP TO THREE

Count Respondent % Response %

8 10.53% 4.49% Ability to live with friends

19 25.00% 10.67% Access to my own kitchen
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18 23.68% 10.11% Better building and unit amenities

19 25.00% 10.67% Fewer rules and regulations

5 6.58% 2.81% More convenient location

43 56.58% 24.16% More cost effective

19 25.00% 10.67% More living space

24 31.58% 13.48% More privacy

5 6.58% 2.81% To live away from other students

18 23.68% 10.11% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.56% Ability to live with SO

1 5.56% fewer rules, better building and amenities, own kitchen, live with friends

1 5.56% i already own my own home

1 5.56% I am married

1 5.56% I have a wife and kids

1 5.56% I have my own home

1 5.56% I like my own space

1 5.56% I own a home

1 5.56% I own my own home

1 5.56% I own my own house

1 5.56% I'm married with children.

1 5.56% married with children

1 5.56% More affordable

1 5.56% my children

1 5.56% n/a

1 5.56% not a student

1 5.56% Not applicable as a staff member

1 5.56% Spouse and children

76 Respondents

178 Responses

Q50. How has the current COVID-19 pandemic influenced your future housing preferences? (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Count Respondent % Response %

75 24.04% 17.24% I no longer want to share a bedroom with someone

61 19.55% 14.02% I no longer want to share a bathroom with someone else (or
multiple people)

29 9.29% 6.67% I no longer want to share a suite/apartment with other
roommates

43 13.78% 9.89% I no longer want to live in Lewis University housing

51 16.35% 11.72% I do not wish to utilize on-campus dining

160 51.28% 36.78% COVID-19 pandemic has not influenced my future housing
preferences

16 5.13% 3.68% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 6.25% Classes are 95% online

1 6.25% I am an RA so housing options do not apply to me directly.

1 6.25% I own a home

1 6.25% I want to move out

1 6.25% id prefer to not have to leave my room much ie to make food or shower

1 6.25% If an individual tests positive for covid, it would make me feel better if they had to have a
negative test result to be allowed back into the section.

1 6.25% It has not. Im 41 own my own home

1 6.25% Live four hours away and want to continue working over the summer

1 6.25% n/a

1 6.25% N/A Staff member

1 6.25% Staff member/live at home

1 6.25% There is only one person in my current suite that is a problem and makes me not want to
share a bathroom, but, that is my opinion and I will still continue to deal.

1 6.25% Transferring out of Lewis.

1 6.25% While it doesn't really change my preference, the amount of people in hall bathrooms can be
uncomfortable with COVID conditions. It felt like if one of us got sick, the whole floor would
be compromised.

312 Respondents

435 Responses

Q51. Which location (zone) is most desirable for housing at Lewis University?

Count Percent

10 3.31% ZONE A

16 5.30% ZONE B

25 8.28% ZONE C

169 55.96% ZONE D

36 11.92% ZONE E

24 7.95% ZONE F

5 1.66% ZONE G

17 5.63% OTHER (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.88% Any

1 5.88% I am not familiar with the campus

1 5.88% I’d rather live at home with my parents/guardians

4 23.53% N/A

1 5.88% NA

1 5.88% no experience

2 11.76% None

1 5.88% Off campus.

302 Respondents
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1 6.25% I want to move out

1 6.25% id prefer to not have to leave my room much ie to make food or shower

1 6.25% If an individual tests positive for covid, it would make me feel better if they had to have a
negative test result to be allowed back into the section.

1 6.25% It has not. Im 41 own my own home

1 6.25% Live four hours away and want to continue working over the summer

1 6.25% n/a

1 6.25% N/A Staff member

1 6.25% Staff member/live at home

1 6.25% There is only one person in my current suite that is a problem and makes me not want to
share a bathroom, but, that is my opinion and I will still continue to deal.

1 6.25% Transferring out of Lewis.

1 6.25% While it doesn't really change my preference, the amount of people in hall bathrooms can be
uncomfortable with COVID conditions. It felt like if one of us got sick, the whole floor would
be compromised.

312 Respondents

435 Responses

Q51. Which location (zone) is most desirable for housing at Lewis University?

Count Percent

10 3.31% ZONE A

16 5.30% ZONE B

25 8.28% ZONE C

169 55.96% ZONE D

36 11.92% ZONE E

24 7.95% ZONE F

5 1.66% ZONE G

17 5.63% OTHER (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.88% Any

1 5.88% I am not familiar with the campus

1 5.88% I’d rather live at home with my parents/guardians

4 23.53% N/A

1 5.88% NA

1 5.88% no experience

2 11.76% None

1 5.88% Off campus.

302 Respondents
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Q52. Breakfast: SELECT UP TO THREE (3) CHOICES.

Count Respondent % Response %

142 45.66% 27.00% Typically skip this
meal

143 45.98% 27.19% Prepare and eat this
meal at home

53 17.04% 10.08% Bring this meal from
home, and eat on
campus

61 19.61% 11.60% Eat at on-campus
dining location

56 18.01% 10.65% Have this meal picked
up from on-campus
dining venue

5 1.61% 0.95% Buy this meal from a
vending machine on
campus

22 7.07% 4.18% Buy this meal at an
off-campus
convenience store or
grocery store

27 8.68% 5.13% Eat at an off-campus
restaurant

8 2.57% 1.52% Have this meal
delivered / picked up
from an off-campus
restaurant

0 0.00% 0.00% Eat at a catered event

9 2.89% 1.71% Other

311 Respondents

526 Responses
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Q53. Lunch: SELECT UP TO THREE (3) CHOICES.

Count Respondent % Response %

56 18.01% 9.67% Typically skip this
meal

107 34.41% 18.48% Prepare and eat this
meal at home

84 27.01% 14.51% Bring this meal from
home, and eat on
campus

126 40.51% 21.76% Eat at on-campus
dining location

80 25.72% 13.82% Have this meal picked
up from on-campus
dining venue

8 2.57% 1.38% Buy this meal from a
vending machine on
campus

35 11.25% 6.04% Buy this meal at an
off-campus
convenience store or
grocery store

50 16.08% 8.64% Eat at an off-campus
restaurant

21 6.75% 3.63% Have this meal
delivered / picked up
from an off-campus
restaurant

1 0.32% 0.17% Eat at a catered event

11 3.54% 1.90% Other

311 Respondents

579 Responses
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Q54. Dinner: SELECT UP TO THREE (3) CHOICES.

Count Respondent % Response %

13 4.22% 2.30% Typically skip this
meal

153 49.68% 27.13% Prepare and eat this
meal at home

32 10.39% 5.67% Bring this meal from
home, and eat on
campus

110 35.71% 19.50% Eat at on-campus
dining location

73 23.70% 12.94% Have this meal picked
up from on-campus
dining venue

2 0.65% 0.35% Buy this meal from a
vending machine on
campus

44 14.29% 7.80% Buy this meal at an
off-campus
convenience store or
grocery store

77 25.00% 13.65% Eat at an off-campus
restaurant

47 15.26% 8.33% Have this meal
delivered / picked up
from an off-campus
restaurant

0 0.00% 0.00% Eat at a catered event

13 4.22% 2.30% Other

308 Respondents

564 Responses
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Q55. Late night meals (after 9pm): SELECT UP TO THREE (3) CHOICES.

Count Respondent % Response %

96 31.79% 20.08% Typically skip this
meal

117 38.74% 24.48% Prepare and eat this
meal at home

16 5.30% 3.35% Bring this meal from
home, and eat on
campus

34 11.26% 7.11% Eat at on-campus
dining location

42 13.91% 8.79% Have this meal picked
up from on-campus
dining venue

13 4.30% 2.72% Buy this meal from a
vending machine on
campus

48 15.89% 10.04% Buy this meal at an
off-campus
convenience store or
grocery store

56 18.54% 11.72% Eat at an off-campus
restaurant

37 12.25% 7.74% Have this meal
delivered / picked up
from an off-campus
restaurant

0 0.00% 0.00% Eat at a catered event

19 6.29% 3.97% Other

302 Respondents

478 Responses

Q56. During the 2019-2020 academic year, did you have a meal plan?

Count Percent

152 48.72% Yes

131 41.99% No

29 9.29% I did not attend Lewis last year

312 Respondents

Q57. What meal plan did you have?

Count Percent

49 32.45% Resident - Plan I (128 Meals per
semester + $450 Flyers Dollars)

73 48.34% Resident - Plan II (240 Meals per
semester + $300 Flyers Dollars)

8 5.30% Resident - Plan III (304 Meals per
semester + $150 Flyers Dollars)

13 8.61% Commuter - Block 20 (20 meals +
$35 Flyers Dollars)

1 0.66% Commuter - Block 35 (35 meals +
$50 Flyers Dollars)

7 4.64% I do not know what meal plan I had.

151 Respondents
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Q55. Late night meals (after 9pm): SELECT UP TO THREE (3) CHOICES.

Count Respondent % Response %

96 31.79% 20.08% Typically skip this
meal

117 38.74% 24.48% Prepare and eat this
meal at home

16 5.30% 3.35% Bring this meal from
home, and eat on
campus

34 11.26% 7.11% Eat at on-campus
dining location

42 13.91% 8.79% Have this meal picked
up from on-campus
dining venue

13 4.30% 2.72% Buy this meal from a
vending machine on
campus

48 15.89% 10.04% Buy this meal at an
off-campus
convenience store or
grocery store

56 18.54% 11.72% Eat at an off-campus
restaurant

37 12.25% 7.74% Have this meal
delivered / picked up
from an off-campus
restaurant

0 0.00% 0.00% Eat at a catered event

19 6.29% 3.97% Other

302 Respondents

478 Responses

Q56. During the 2019-2020 academic year, did you have a meal plan?

Count Percent

152 48.72% Yes

131 41.99% No

29 9.29% I did not attend Lewis last year

312 Respondents

Q57. What meal plan did you have?

Count Percent

49 32.45% Resident - Plan I (128 Meals per
semester + $450 Flyers Dollars)

73 48.34% Resident - Plan II (240 Meals per
semester + $300 Flyers Dollars)

8 5.30% Resident - Plan III (304 Meals per
semester + $150 Flyers Dollars)

13 8.61% Commuter - Block 20 (20 meals +
$35 Flyers Dollars)

1 0.66% Commuter - Block 35 (35 meals +
$50 Flyers Dollars)

7 4.64% I do not know what meal plan I had.

151 Respondents

Q58. How satisfied were you with the value of your meal plan?

Count Percent

15 9.93% Very satisfied

58 38.41% Satisfied

50 33.11% Dissatisfied

28 18.54% Very dissatisfied

151 Respondents

Q59. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

198 69.96% Very important

72 25.44% Important

10 3.53% Unimportant

3 1.06% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q60. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

134 48.03% Very important

80 28.67% Important

38 13.62% Unimportant

27 9.68% Very unimportant

279 Respondents

Q61. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Atmosphere (overall ambiance, decor, seating,
lighting)

Count Percent

69 24.82% Very important

122 43.88% Important

70 25.18% Unimportant

17 6.12% Very unimportant

278 Respondents

Q62. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Facility design amenities (Wi-Fi, electrical outlets,
etc.)

Count Percent

106 37.59% Very important

119 42.20% Important

48 17.02% Unimportant

9 3.19% Very unimportant

282 Respondents
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Q58. How satisfied were you with the value of your meal plan?

Count Percent

15 9.93% Very satisfied

58 38.41% Satisfied

50 33.11% Dissatisfied

28 18.54% Very dissatisfied

151 Respondents

Q59. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

198 69.96% Very important

72 25.44% Important

10 3.53% Unimportant

3 1.06% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q60. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

134 48.03% Very important

80 28.67% Important

38 13.62% Unimportant

27 9.68% Very unimportant

279 Respondents

Q61. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Atmosphere (overall ambiance, decor, seating,
lighting)

Count Percent

69 24.82% Very important

122 43.88% Important

70 25.18% Unimportant

17 6.12% Very unimportant

278 Respondents

Q62. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Facility design amenities (Wi-Fi, electrical outlets,
etc.)

Count Percent

106 37.59% Very important

119 42.20% Important

48 17.02% Unimportant

9 3.19% Very unimportant

282 Respondents
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Q63. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Space supporting socializing (wall divides,
designated spaces for small groups, hang-out seating, etc.)

Count Percent

109 38.52% Very important

112 39.58% Important

49 17.31% Unimportant

13 4.59% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q64. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Location convenience

Count Percent

150 52.82% Very important

117 41.20% Important

16 5.63% Unimportant

1 0.35% Very unimportant

284 Respondents

Q65. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Speed of service

Count Percent

149 53.21% Very important

111 39.64% Important

19 6.79% Unimportant

1 0.36% Very unimportant

280 Respondents

Q66. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Quality of service

Count Percent

180 64.06% Very important

89 31.67% Important

9 3.20% Unimportant

3 1.07% Very unimportant

281 Respondents

Q67. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Quality of food

Count Percent

232 81.98% Very important

45 15.90% Important

4 1.41% Unimportant

2 0.71% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q58. How satisfied were you with the value of your meal plan?

Count Percent

15 9.93% Very satisfied

58 38.41% Satisfied

50 33.11% Dissatisfied

28 18.54% Very dissatisfied

151 Respondents

Q59. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

198 69.96% Very important

72 25.44% Important

10 3.53% Unimportant

3 1.06% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q60. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my
schedule

Count Percent

134 48.03% Very important

80 28.67% Important

38 13.62% Unimportant

27 9.68% Very unimportant

279 Respondents

Q61. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Atmosphere (overall ambiance, decor, seating,
lighting)

Count Percent

69 24.82% Very important

122 43.88% Important

70 25.18% Unimportant

17 6.12% Very unimportant

278 Respondents

Q62. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Facility design amenities (Wi-Fi, electrical outlets,
etc.)

Count Percent

106 37.59% Very important

119 42.20% Important

48 17.02% Unimportant

9 3.19% Very unimportant

282 Respondents
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Q68. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Value for price

Count Percent

194 69.04% Very important

67 23.84% Important

15 5.34% Unimportant

5 1.78% Very unimportant

281 Respondents

Q69. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Menu variety

Count Percent

165 58.93% Very important

96 34.29% Important

15 5.36% Unimportant

4 1.43% Very unimportant

280 Respondents

Q70. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Diet / allergy / restriction conscious (gluten free,
vegan, kosher, etc.)

Count Percent

91 32.16% Very important

86 30.39% Important

64 22.61% Unimportant

42 14.84% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q71. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

49 18.85% Very satisfied

149 57.31% Satisfied

49 18.85% Unsatisfied

13 5.00% Very unsatisfied

260 Respondents

Q72. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

25 9.77% Very satisfied

126 49.22% Satisfied

72 28.13% Unsatisfied

33 12.89% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents

Q63. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Space supporting socializing (wall divides,
designated spaces for small groups, hang-out seating, etc.)

Count Percent

109 38.52% Very important

112 39.58% Important

49 17.31% Unimportant

13 4.59% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q64. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Location convenience

Count Percent

150 52.82% Very important

117 41.20% Important

16 5.63% Unimportant

1 0.35% Very unimportant

284 Respondents

Q65. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Speed of service

Count Percent

149 53.21% Very important

111 39.64% Important

19 6.79% Unimportant

1 0.36% Very unimportant

280 Respondents

Q66. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Quality of service

Count Percent

180 64.06% Very important

89 31.67% Important

9 3.20% Unimportant

3 1.07% Very unimportant

281 Respondents

Q67. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Quality of food

Count Percent

232 81.98% Very important

45 15.90% Important

4 1.41% Unimportant

2 0.71% Very unimportant

283 Respondents
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Q68. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Value for price

Count Percent

194 69.04% Very important
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Count Percent
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15 5.36% Unimportant

4 1.43% Very unimportant

280 Respondents

Q70. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Diet / allergy / restriction conscious (gluten free,
vegan, kosher, etc.)

Count Percent

91 32.16% Very important

86 30.39% Important

64 22.61% Unimportant

42 14.84% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q71. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

49 18.85% Very satisfied

149 57.31% Satisfied

49 18.85% Unsatisfied

13 5.00% Very unsatisfied

260 Respondents

Q72. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

25 9.77% Very satisfied

126 49.22% Satisfied

72 28.13% Unsatisfied

33 12.89% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents
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Q68. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Value for price

Count Percent

194 69.04% Very important

67 23.84% Important

15 5.34% Unimportant

5 1.78% Very unimportant

281 Respondents

Q69. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Menu variety

Count Percent

165 58.93% Very important

96 34.29% Important

15 5.36% Unimportant

4 1.43% Very unimportant

280 Respondents

Q70. When selecting a place to eat on campus, how important are each of the following factors? - Diet / allergy / restriction conscious (gluten free,
vegan, kosher, etc.)

Count Percent

91 32.16% Very important

86 30.39% Important

64 22.61% Unimportant

42 14.84% Very unimportant

283 Respondents

Q71. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekday hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

49 18.85% Very satisfied

149 57.31% Satisfied

49 18.85% Unsatisfied

13 5.00% Very unsatisfied

260 Respondents

Q72. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Weekend hours of operation that accommodate my schedule

Count Percent

25 9.77% Very satisfied

126 49.22% Satisfied

72 28.13% Unsatisfied

33 12.89% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents

Q73. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Atmosphere (overall ambiance, decor, seating, lighting)

Count Percent

41 16.02% Very satisfied

186 72.66% Satisfied

23 8.98% Unsatisfied

6 2.34% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents

Q74. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Facility design amenities (Wi-Fi, electrical outlets, etc.)

Count Percent

45 17.51% Very satisfied

165 64.20% Satisfied

40 15.56% Unsatisfied

7 2.72% Very unsatisfied

257 Respondents

Q75. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Space supporting socializing (wall divides, designated spaces for
small groups, hang-out seating, etc.)

Count Percent

41 16.08% Very satisfied

160 62.75% Satisfied

48 18.82% Unsatisfied

6 2.35% Very unsatisfied

255 Respondents

Q76. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Location convenience

Count Percent

42 16.28% Very satisfied

163 63.18% Satisfied

48 18.60% Unsatisfied

5 1.94% Very unsatisfied

258 Respondents

Q77. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Speed of service

Count Percent

25 9.62% Very satisfied

143 55.00% Satisfied

71 27.31% Unsatisfied

21 8.08% Very unsatisfied

260 Respondents
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Q73. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Atmosphere (overall ambiance, decor, seating, lighting)

Count Percent

41 16.02% Very satisfied

186 72.66% Satisfied

23 8.98% Unsatisfied

6 2.34% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents

Q74. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Facility design amenities (Wi-Fi, electrical outlets, etc.)

Count Percent

45 17.51% Very satisfied

165 64.20% Satisfied

40 15.56% Unsatisfied

7 2.72% Very unsatisfied

257 Respondents

Q75. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Space supporting socializing (wall divides, designated spaces for
small groups, hang-out seating, etc.)

Count Percent

41 16.08% Very satisfied

160 62.75% Satisfied

48 18.82% Unsatisfied

6 2.35% Very unsatisfied

255 Respondents

Q76. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Location convenience

Count Percent

42 16.28% Very satisfied

163 63.18% Satisfied

48 18.60% Unsatisfied

5 1.94% Very unsatisfied
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Q77. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Speed of service

Count Percent

25 9.62% Very satisfied

143 55.00% Satisfied

71 27.31% Unsatisfied

21 8.08% Very unsatisfied

260 Respondents

Q78. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Quality of service

Count Percent

38 14.73% Very satisfied

152 58.91% Satisfied

48 18.60% Unsatisfied

20 7.75% Very unsatisfied

258 Respondents

Q79. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Quality of food

Count Percent

21 8.02% Very satisfied

104 39.69% Satisfied

84 32.06% Unsatisfied

53 20.23% Very unsatisfied

262 Respondents

Q80. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Value for price

Count Percent

14 5.45% Very satisfied

88 34.24% Satisfied

98 38.13% Unsatisfied

57 22.18% Very unsatisfied

257 Respondents

Q81. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Menu variety

Count Percent

17 6.64% Very satisfied

107 41.80% Satisfied

78 30.47% Unsatisfied

54 21.09% Very unsatisfied

256 Respondents

Q82. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Diet / allergy / restriction conscious (gluten free, vegan, kosher, etc.)

Count Percent

29 11.46% Very satisfied

151 59.68% Satisfied

46 18.18% Unsatisfied

27 10.67% Very unsatisfied

253 Respondents
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Q78. How satisfied are you with campus dining for each of the following factors? - Quality of service

Count Percent

38 14.73% Very satisfied
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Count Percent

29 11.46% Very satisfied
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46 18.18% Unsatisfied

27 10.67% Very unsatisfied

253 Respondents
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Q83. What is your desired BREAKFAST style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

114 39.45% Grab-and-go

58 20.07% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

14 4.84% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

6 2.08% Food Truck / Stand

82 28.37% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

15 5.19% Other

289 Respondents

Q84. What is your desired LUNCH style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

72 24.91% Grab-and-go

45 15.57% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

42 14.53% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

15 5.19% Food Truck / Stand

109 37.72% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

6 2.08% Other

289 Respondents

Q85. What is your desired DINNER style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

28 9.72% Grab-and-go

78 27.08% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

103 35.76% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

4 1.39% Food Truck / Stand

63 21.88% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

12 4.17% Other

288 Respondents

Q86. What is your desired LATE NIGHT style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

130 45.77% Grab-and-go

14 4.93% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

14 4.93% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

17 5.99% Food Truck / Stand

88 30.99% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

21 7.39% Other

284 Respondents

Q87. Which of the following retailers would you be most likely to use if provided on campus? SELECT UP TO THREE (3)

Count Respondent % Response %

155 52.72% 18.19% Coffee shop

136 46.26% 15.96% Quick service dining (counter-service restaurant, fast food, etc.)
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63 21.43% 7.39% Full-service dining (seated restaurant)

125 42.52% 14.67% Grocery (e.g. Jewel-Osco, Trader Joes, Aldi, etc.)

54 18.37% 6.34% Health and Personal Care (e.g. CVS, Walgreens, etc.)

110 37.41% 12.91% Nightlife (e.g. bar, lounge, etc.)

5 1.70% 0.59% Childcare (day-care or other service)

27 9.18% 3.17% Book and/or music store

104 35.37% 12.21% Discount department store (e.g. Target, Walmart, etc.)

61 20.75% 7.16% Gym or fitness studio

9 3.06% 1.06% Electronics store (e.g. Best Buy, etc.)

3 1.02% 0.35% Other

Count Percent

1 33.33% Better food like chick fila

294 Respondents

852 Responses

Q88. On average, how often do you typically pursue fitness/exercise recreation activities per week?

Count Percent

77 25.50% 5 or more times per week

90 29.80% 2 - 4 times per week

38 12.58% Once a week

37 12.25% Less than once per week

60 19.87% Never

302 Respondents

Q89. Which statement below best characterizes where you typically pursue fitness/exercise recreation activities?

Count Percent

52 21.67% Exclusively at Lewis facilities (Student Recreation & Fitness Center, Powerhouse
Flex, outdoor spaces, etc.)

59 24.58% Exclusively at my house/apartment

15 6.25% Exclusively outdoors

48 20.00% Both Lewis and non-Lewis facilities

29 12.08% Both outdoors and at Lewis facilities

33 13.75% Both outdoors and at non-Lewis facilities

4 1.67% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% Local Gym

1 25.00% non lewis facilities

1 25.00% non-Lewis gym in Naperville

1 25.00% Outdoors, Lewis facilities, and non-Lewis facilities

240 Respondents

Q83. What is your desired BREAKFAST style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

114 39.45% Grab-and-go

58 20.07% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

14 4.84% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

6 2.08% Food Truck / Stand

82 28.37% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

15 5.19% Other
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Count Percent

72 24.91% Grab-and-go
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15 5.19% Food Truck / Stand
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with dine-in or take-out option)

6 2.08% Other
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Count Percent

28 9.72% Grab-and-go
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4 1.39% Food Truck / Stand

63 21.88% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

12 4.17% Other
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Q86. What is your desired LATE NIGHT style if dining on campus?

Count Percent

130 45.77% Grab-and-go

14 4.93% All you care to eat (buffet / stations)

14 4.93% Sit down service (restaurant / pub)

17 5.99% Food Truck / Stand

88 30.99% Fast Casual (quick made-to-order
with dine-in or take-out option)

21 7.39% Other
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Q87. Which of the following retailers would you be most likely to use if provided on campus? SELECT UP TO THREE (3)

Count Respondent % Response %

155 52.72% 18.19% Coffee shop

136 46.26% 15.96% Quick service dining (counter-service restaurant, fast food, etc.)
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63 21.43% 7.39% Full-service dining (seated restaurant)

125 42.52% 14.67% Grocery (e.g. Jewel-Osco, Trader Joes, Aldi, etc.)

54 18.37% 6.34% Health and Personal Care (e.g. CVS, Walgreens, etc.)

110 37.41% 12.91% Nightlife (e.g. bar, lounge, etc.)

5 1.70% 0.59% Childcare (day-care or other service)

27 9.18% 3.17% Book and/or music store

104 35.37% 12.21% Discount department store (e.g. Target, Walmart, etc.)

61 20.75% 7.16% Gym or fitness studio

9 3.06% 1.06% Electronics store (e.g. Best Buy, etc.)

3 1.02% 0.35% Other

Count Percent

1 33.33% Better food like chick fila

294 Respondents

852 Responses

Q88. On average, how often do you typically pursue fitness/exercise recreation activities per week?

Count Percent

77 25.50% 5 or more times per week

90 29.80% 2 - 4 times per week

38 12.58% Once a week

37 12.25% Less than once per week

60 19.87% Never

302 Respondents

Q89. Which statement below best characterizes where you typically pursue fitness/exercise recreation activities?

Count Percent

52 21.67% Exclusively at Lewis facilities (Student Recreation & Fitness Center, Powerhouse
Flex, outdoor spaces, etc.)

59 24.58% Exclusively at my house/apartment

15 6.25% Exclusively outdoors

48 20.00% Both Lewis and non-Lewis facilities

29 12.08% Both outdoors and at Lewis facilities

33 13.75% Both outdoors and at non-Lewis facilities

4 1.67% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 25.00% Local Gym

1 25.00% non lewis facilities

1 25.00% non-Lewis gym in Naperville

1 25.00% Outdoors, Lewis facilities, and non-Lewis facilities

240 Respondents

Q90. How often do you use the Student Recreation & Fitness Center?

Count Percent

36 14.88% 5 or more times per week

37 15.29% 2 - 4 times per week

17 7.02% Once/week

60 24.79% Sometimes

92 38.02% Never

242 Respondents

Q91. How often do you use Powerhouse Flex facility?

Count Percent

7 2.90% 5 or more times per week

29 12.03% 2 - 4 times per week

15 6.22% Once/week

45 18.67% Sometimes

145 60.17% Never

241 Respondents

Q92. What activities do you participate in at the Student Recreation and Fitness Center and/or Powerhouse Flex facility? (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Count Respondent % Response %

15 10.14% 3.01% Basketball

17 11.49% 3.41% Volleyball

74 50.00% 14.86% Free weights

93 62.84% 18.67% Cardiovascular machines

88 59.46% 17.67% Weight machines

68 45.95% 13.65% Indoor running or walking

17 11.49% 3.41% Personal training

25 16.89% 5.02% Pool (laps or free swim)

45 30.41% 9.04% Group fitness/exercise classes

19 12.84% 3.82% Club sports

27 18.24% 5.42% Intramurals

10 6.76% 2.01% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 10.00% lacrosse

1 10.00% Lewis Swim Team

1 10.00% Men’s Soccer

1 10.00% Softball practices

1 10.00% Track and Field - Sucks having to share the ONLY indoor track with the entire school. The
indoor and outdoor track are FALLING APART and very crowded.

1 10.00% Varsity Track

1 10.00% when the varsity sport that i am a part of has indoor practice or lifts

1 10.00% Zumba

148 Respondents

498 Responses
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Q93. How satisfied are you with the Student Recreation & Fitness Center?

Count Percent

39 12.96% Very satisfied

113 37.54% Satisfied

27 8.97% Unsatisfied

10 3.32% Very unsatisfied

112 37.21% Does not apply

301 Respondents

Q94. How satisfied are you with the Powerhouse Flex facility?

Count Percent

28 9.30% Very satisfied

62 20.60% Satisfied

26 8.64% Unsatisfied

13 4.32% Very unsatisfied

172 57.14% Does not apply

301 Respondents

Q95. How satisfied are you with the outdoor recreation facilities at Lewis?

Count Percent

27 8.97% Very satisfied

90 29.90% Satisfied

28 9.30% Unsatisfied

11 3.65% Very unsatisfied

145 48.17% Does not apply

301 Respondents

Q96. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Cardiovascular
equipment (treadmills, ellipticals, bikes)

Count Percent

36 13.69% 5 or more times per week

98 37.26% 2 - 4 times per week

45 17.11% Once a week

29 11.03% Less than once per week

55 20.91% Never

263 Respondents

Q97. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Weight machines
(Selectorized, cable crossovers)

Count Percent

29 11.11% 5 or more times per week

96 36.78% 2 - 4 times per week

35 13.41% Once a week

26 9.96% Less than once per week

75 28.74% Never

261 Respondents
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Q96. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Cardiovascular
equipment (treadmills, ellipticals, bikes)

Count Percent

36 13.69% 5 or more times per week

98 37.26% 2 - 4 times per week

45 17.11% Once a week

29 11.03% Less than once per week

55 20.91% Never

263 Respondents

Q97. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Weight machines
(Selectorized, cable crossovers)

Count Percent

29 11.11% 5 or more times per week

96 36.78% 2 - 4 times per week

35 13.41% Once a week

26 9.96% Less than once per week

75 28.74% Never

261 Respondents

Q98. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Free weights

Count Percent

32 12.70% 5 or more times per week

84 33.33% 2 - 4 times per week

34 13.49% Once a week

27 10.71% Less than once per week

75 29.76% Never

252 Respondents

Q99. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Group fitness class
(Cycle Fit, Boot Camp, Total Body Circuit, Yoga, etc.)

Count Percent

20 7.66% 5 or more times per week

41 15.71% 2 - 4 times per week

42 16.09% Once a week

41 15.71% Less than once per week

117 44.83% Never

261 Respondents

Q100. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor running or
walking

Count Percent

33 12.69% 5 or more times per week

70 26.92% 2 - 4 times per week

47 18.08% Once a week

32 12.31% Less than once per week

78 30.00% Never

260 Respondents

Q101. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor basketball

Count Percent

5 1.95% 5 or more times per week

12 4.67% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.73% Once a week

33 12.84% Less than once per week

182 70.82% Never

257 Respondents

Q102. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor volleyball

Count Percent

6 2.31% 5 or more times per week

16 6.15% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.62% Once a week

34 13.08% Less than once per week

179 68.85% Never

260 Respondents
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Q98. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Free weights

Count Percent

32 12.70% 5 or more times per week

84 33.33% 2 - 4 times per week

34 13.49% Once a week

27 10.71% Less than once per week

75 29.76% Never

252 Respondents

Q99. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Group fitness class
(Cycle Fit, Boot Camp, Total Body Circuit, Yoga, etc.)

Count Percent

20 7.66% 5 or more times per week

41 15.71% 2 - 4 times per week

42 16.09% Once a week

41 15.71% Less than once per week

117 44.83% Never

261 Respondents

Q100. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor running or
walking

Count Percent

33 12.69% 5 or more times per week

70 26.92% 2 - 4 times per week

47 18.08% Once a week

32 12.31% Less than once per week

78 30.00% Never

260 Respondents

Q101. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor basketball

Count Percent

5 1.95% 5 or more times per week

12 4.67% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.73% Once a week

33 12.84% Less than once per week

182 70.82% Never

257 Respondents

Q102. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor volleyball

Count Percent

6 2.31% 5 or more times per week

16 6.15% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.62% Once a week

34 13.08% Less than once per week

179 68.85% Never

260 Respondents
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Q98. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Free weights

Count Percent

32 12.70% 5 or more times per week

84 33.33% 2 - 4 times per week

34 13.49% Once a week

27 10.71% Less than once per week

75 29.76% Never

252 Respondents

Q99. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Group fitness class
(Cycle Fit, Boot Camp, Total Body Circuit, Yoga, etc.)

Count Percent

20 7.66% 5 or more times per week

41 15.71% 2 - 4 times per week

42 16.09% Once a week

41 15.71% Less than once per week

117 44.83% Never

261 Respondents

Q100. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor running or
walking

Count Percent

33 12.69% 5 or more times per week

70 26.92% 2 - 4 times per week

47 18.08% Once a week

32 12.31% Less than once per week

78 30.00% Never

260 Respondents

Q101. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor basketball

Count Percent

5 1.95% 5 or more times per week

12 4.67% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.73% Once a week

33 12.84% Less than once per week

182 70.82% Never

257 Respondents

Q102. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor volleyball

Count Percent

6 2.31% 5 or more times per week

16 6.15% 2 - 4 times per week

25 9.62% Once a week

34 13.08% Less than once per week

179 68.85% Never

260 Respondents

Q103. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor lap swimming

Count Percent

15 5.81% 5 or more times per week

17 6.59% 2 - 4 times per week

23 8.91% Once a week

35 13.57% Less than once per week

168 65.12% Never

258 Respondents

Q104. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor soccer

Count Percent

9 3.57% 5 or more times per week

11 4.37% 2 - 4 times per week

12 4.76% Once a week

20 7.94% Less than once per week

200 79.37% Never

252 Respondents

Q105. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): -
Cardiovascular equipment (treadmills, ellipticals, bikes)

Count Percent

38 14.67% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.20% 8 AM - 11 AM

19 7.34% 11 AM - 1 PM

31 11.97% 1 PM - 4 PM

41 15.83% 4 PM - 6 PM

35 13.51% 6 PM - 9 PM

12 4.63% 9 PM - 12 AM

54 20.85% Never

259 Respondents

Q106. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Weight
machines (Selectorized, cable crossovers)

Count Percent

28 10.89% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.28% 8 AM - 11 AM

14 5.45% 11 AM - 1 PM

31 12.06% 1 PM - 4 PM

35 13.62% 4 PM - 6 PM

36 14.01% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.72% 9 PM - 12 AM

77 29.96% Never

257 Respondents



155LEWIS UNIVERSITY MASTER PLAN    JUNE 2021 155

APPENDIX

Q103. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor lap swimming

Count Percent

15 5.81% 5 or more times per week

17 6.59% 2 - 4 times per week

23 8.91% Once a week

35 13.57% Less than once per week

168 65.12% Never

258 Respondents

Q104. Please tell us how often you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor soccer

Count Percent

9 3.57% 5 or more times per week

11 4.37% 2 - 4 times per week

12 4.76% Once a week

20 7.94% Less than once per week

200 79.37% Never

252 Respondents

Q105. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): -
Cardiovascular equipment (treadmills, ellipticals, bikes)

Count Percent

38 14.67% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.20% 8 AM - 11 AM

19 7.34% 11 AM - 1 PM

31 11.97% 1 PM - 4 PM

41 15.83% 4 PM - 6 PM

35 13.51% 6 PM - 9 PM

12 4.63% 9 PM - 12 AM

54 20.85% Never

259 Respondents

Q106. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Weight
machines (Selectorized, cable crossovers)

Count Percent

28 10.89% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.28% 8 AM - 11 AM

14 5.45% 11 AM - 1 PM

31 12.06% 1 PM - 4 PM

35 13.62% 4 PM - 6 PM

36 14.01% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.72% 9 PM - 12 AM

77 29.96% Never

257 Respondents
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Q107. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Free
weights

Count Percent

29 11.55% 6 AM - 8 AM

26 10.36% 8 AM - 11 AM

13 5.18% 11 AM - 1 PM

29 11.55% 1 PM - 4 PM

34 13.55% 4 PM - 6 PM

35 13.94% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.19% 9 PM - 12 AM

77 30.68% Never

251 Respondents

Q108. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Group
fitness class (Cycle Fit, Boot Camp, Total Body Circuit, Yoga, etc.)

Count Percent

14 5.53% 6 AM - 8 AM

22 8.70% 8 AM - 11 AM

15 5.93% 11 AM - 1 PM

26 10.28% 1 PM - 4 PM

39 15.42% 4 PM - 6 PM

27 10.67% 6 PM - 9 PM

3 1.19% 9 PM - 12 AM

107 42.29% Never

253 Respondents

Q109. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
running or walking

Count Percent

27 10.59% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.37% 8 AM - 11 AM

17 6.67% 11 AM - 1 PM

28 10.98% 1 PM - 4 PM

35 13.73% 4 PM - 6 PM

30 11.76% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.14% 9 PM - 12 AM

81 31.76% Never

255 Respondents
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Q107. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Free
weights

Count Percent

29 11.55% 6 AM - 8 AM

26 10.36% 8 AM - 11 AM

13 5.18% 11 AM - 1 PM

29 11.55% 1 PM - 4 PM

34 13.55% 4 PM - 6 PM

35 13.94% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.19% 9 PM - 12 AM

77 30.68% Never

251 Respondents

Q108. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Group
fitness class (Cycle Fit, Boot Camp, Total Body Circuit, Yoga, etc.)

Count Percent

14 5.53% 6 AM - 8 AM

22 8.70% 8 AM - 11 AM

15 5.93% 11 AM - 1 PM

26 10.28% 1 PM - 4 PM

39 15.42% 4 PM - 6 PM

27 10.67% 6 PM - 9 PM

3 1.19% 9 PM - 12 AM

107 42.29% Never

253 Respondents

Q109. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
running or walking

Count Percent

27 10.59% 6 AM - 8 AM

29 11.37% 8 AM - 11 AM

17 6.67% 11 AM - 1 PM

28 10.98% 1 PM - 4 PM

35 13.73% 4 PM - 6 PM

30 11.76% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.14% 9 PM - 12 AM

81 31.76% Never

255 Respondents

Q110. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
basketball

Count Percent

5 1.98% 6 AM - 8 AM

3 1.19% 8 AM - 11 AM

4 1.58% 11 AM - 1 PM

9 3.56% 1 PM - 4 PM

17 6.72% 4 PM - 6 PM

28 11.07% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.16% 9 PM - 12 AM

179 70.75% Never

253 Respondents

Q111. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
volleyball

Count Percent

2 0.80% 6 AM - 8 AM

4 1.60% 8 AM - 11 AM

8 3.20% 11 AM - 1 PM

10 4.00% 1 PM - 4 PM

17 6.80% 4 PM - 6 PM

30 12.00% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.80% 9 PM - 12 AM

172 68.80% Never

250 Respondents

Q112. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
lap swimming

Count Percent

13 5.18% 6 AM - 8 AM

7 2.79% 8 AM - 11 AM

4 1.59% 11 AM - 1 PM

13 5.18% 1 PM - 4 PM

19 7.57% 4 PM - 6 PM

20 7.97% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.79% 9 PM - 12 AM

168 66.93% Never

251 Respondents
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Q110. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
basketball

Count Percent

5 1.98% 6 AM - 8 AM

3 1.19% 8 AM - 11 AM

4 1.58% 11 AM - 1 PM

9 3.56% 1 PM - 4 PM

17 6.72% 4 PM - 6 PM

28 11.07% 6 PM - 9 PM

8 3.16% 9 PM - 12 AM

179 70.75% Never

253 Respondents

Q111. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
volleyball

Count Percent

2 0.80% 6 AM - 8 AM

4 1.60% 8 AM - 11 AM

8 3.20% 11 AM - 1 PM

10 4.00% 1 PM - 4 PM

17 6.80% 4 PM - 6 PM

30 12.00% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.80% 9 PM - 12 AM

172 68.80% Never

250 Respondents

Q112. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
lap swimming

Count Percent

13 5.18% 6 AM - 8 AM

7 2.79% 8 AM - 11 AM

4 1.59% 11 AM - 1 PM

13 5.18% 1 PM - 4 PM

19 7.57% 4 PM - 6 PM

20 7.97% 6 PM - 9 PM

7 2.79% 9 PM - 12 AM

168 66.93% Never

251 Respondents
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Q113. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
soccer

Count Percent

1 0.40% 6 AM - 8 AM

4 1.60% 8 AM - 11 AM

6 2.40% 11 AM - 1 PM

7 2.80% 1 PM - 4 PM

15 6.00% 4 PM - 6 PM

23 9.20% 6 PM - 9 PM

5 2.00% 9 PM - 12 AM

189 75.60% Never

250 Respondents

Q114. If your selected activity spaces were available in new or improved recreational facilities, how often would you pursue recreational activities?

Count Percent

77 26.64% 5 or more times per week

98 33.91% 2 - 4 times per week

29 10.03% Once/week

38 13.15% Sometimes

47 16.26% Never

289 Respondents

Q115. Are you a varsity student athlete?

Count Percent

50 16.84% Yes

247 83.16% No

297 Respondents

Q116. Did you participate in intramural and/or club sports during the 2019-2020 academic year?

Count Percent

33 11.07% Yes

265 88.93% No

298 Respondents

Q117. Which college/department to you belong? (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Count Respondent % Response %

92 30.98% 28.22% Aviation, Science and Technology

38 12.79% 11.66% Business

63 21.21% 19.33% Education and Social Sciences

35 11.78% 10.74% Humanities, Fine Arts, and Communications

60 20.20% 18.40% Nursing and Health Sciences

20 6.73% 6.13% School of Graduate, Professional, and Continuing Education

18 6.06% 5.52% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.56% Academic

1 5.56% Athletics
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Q113. Please tell us during which time period you would ideally participate in the following activities (excluding intramurals and club sports): - Indoor
soccer

Count Percent

1 0.40% 6 AM - 8 AM

4 1.60% 8 AM - 11 AM

6 2.40% 11 AM - 1 PM

7 2.80% 1 PM - 4 PM

15 6.00% 4 PM - 6 PM

23 9.20% 6 PM - 9 PM

5 2.00% 9 PM - 12 AM

189 75.60% Never

250 Respondents

Q114. If your selected activity spaces were available in new or improved recreational facilities, how often would you pursue recreational activities?

Count Percent

77 26.64% 5 or more times per week

98 33.91% 2 - 4 times per week

29 10.03% Once/week

38 13.15% Sometimes

47 16.26% Never

289 Respondents

Q115. Are you a varsity student athlete?

Count Percent

50 16.84% Yes

247 83.16% No

297 Respondents

Q116. Did you participate in intramural and/or club sports during the 2019-2020 academic year?

Count Percent

33 11.07% Yes

265 88.93% No

298 Respondents

Q117. Which college/department to you belong? (SELECT ALL THAT APPLY)

Count Respondent % Response %

92 30.98% 28.22% Aviation, Science and Technology

38 12.79% 11.66% Business

63 21.21% 19.33% Education and Social Sciences

35 11.78% 10.74% Humanities, Fine Arts, and Communications

60 20.20% 18.40% Nursing and Health Sciences

20 6.73% 6.13% School of Graduate, Professional, and Continuing Education

18 6.06% 5.52% Other (please specify)

Count Percent

1 5.56% Academic

1 5.56% Athletics

1 5.56% Criminal Justice

2 11.11% Exercise Science

1 5.56% Justice and Law

2 11.11% Mathematics

1 5.56% MSOT

1 5.56% Office of Technology

2 11.11% Psychology

1 5.56% Staff

3 16.67% Undecided

297 Respondents

326 Responses

Q118. What is your age?

Count Percent

2 0.67% 17 or under

102 34.34% 18 - 19

97 32.66% 20 - 21

44 14.81% 22 - 24

21 7.07% 25 - 29

5 1.68% 30 -34

6 2.02% 35 - 39

10 3.37% 40 - 49

7 2.36% 45 - 59

3 1.01% 60 or over

297 Respondents

Q119. What is your gender?

Count Percent

88 29.63% Male

209 70.37% Female

297 Respondents

Q120. What is your permanent residency status?

Count Percent

261 87.58% In-state (Illinois)

4 1.34% Indiana

1 0.34% Iowa

6 2.01% Wisconsin

1 0.34% Michigan

17 5.70% Other state

8 2.68% International

298 Respondents

Q121. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' housing. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent
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1 5.56% Criminal Justice

2 11.11% Exercise Science

1 5.56% Justice and Law

2 11.11% Mathematics

1 5.56% MSOT

1 5.56% Office of Technology

2 11.11% Psychology

1 5.56% Staff

3 16.67% Undecided

297 Respondents

326 Responses

Q118. What is your age?

Count Percent

2 0.67% 17 or under

102 34.34% 18 - 19

97 32.66% 20 - 21

44 14.81% 22 - 24

21 7.07% 25 - 29

5 1.68% 30 -34

6 2.02% 35 - 39

10 3.37% 40 - 49

7 2.36% 45 - 59

3 1.01% 60 or over

297 Respondents

Q119. What is your gender?

Count Percent

88 29.63% Male

209 70.37% Female

297 Respondents

Q120. What is your permanent residency status?

Count Percent

261 87.58% In-state (Illinois)

4 1.34% Indiana

1 0.34% Iowa

6 2.01% Wisconsin

1 0.34% Michigan

17 5.70% Other state

8 2.68% International

298 Respondents

Q121. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' housing. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent
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94 100.00%

Count Percent

1 1.06% Although I know COVID is an issue, it feels unreasonable to not allow college students to
not see their friends because they live in other on campus halls.

1 1.06% Apartment styled living would be great.

1 1.06% Apt style living would be more in line with what many other universities have already
transitioned to.

1 1.06% Bathrooms: Updated utilities Wi-fi: Some dorms are horrible with this still, while other
universities have great wi-fi.

1 1.06% Be able to live in housing apartments that are co Ed, live with significant other etc.

1 1.06% Better air-conditioning/heating systems in Dorothy Day Fourth floor. Buildings need
renovations.

1 1.06% Cheaper cost

1 1.06% Cody Halls bathrooms should be renovated.

1 1.06% Dorms are outdated and have no WiFi- why would anyone live on campus?

1 1.06% During the 2020 fall semester, I felt that there was a lack of transparency between the
university administration and resident students (including residence life staff) about
COVID-19 activity within the residence halls. I felt discouraged from even conversing with
my dormmates because I never really knew if any of them might have been infected with
COVID-19.

1 1.06% Everything is clean and kept up with.

1 1.06% Fix your buildings they are literally falling apart.

1 1.06% From others I have heard from they have a hard time with the wifi sometimes and it can get
very hot where some can't sleep.

1 1.06% Get more trash cans please

1 1.06% Honestly just clean up the crappy dorms a bit.

1 1.06% Housing is over priced for the quality and the cleaning service is just never around
constantly running out of toilet paper and paper towels.

1 1.06% Housing isn't horrible, but things need to be fixed because I know the washers and dryers
where I live suck, cody hall's kitchen is broken and disgusting.

1 1.06% I believe the idea of living in apartments is amazing. This is one of the reasons I want to
move off-campus next year. I feel Lewis doesn't provide an opportunity for students to live
on their own. The idea that you have to be back on campus before midnight unless you
have an ID is not a good idea. Students are in college and deserve to enjoy nightlife.

1 1.06% I feel like the housing is very old and outdated and that the whole campus could use a major
upgrade

1 1.06% I have never lived on campus, but stayed with friends. The walls are not sound proof and
everything can be heard between units/forms/sections.

1 1.06% I like the new ideas in the housing plans. The pods and apartments seem really cool!

1 1.06% I liked the pod option the best

1 1.06% I lived in Fitz for half of the semester and went home. I left because the bathrooms were
NEVER cleaned, not once, when that should be a priority as we are in a pandemic.

1 1.06% I never had a problem with housing my first three years here, this year has been a joke living
on campus. The fire alarm has gone off numerous times due to 'wiring issues'. If there is an
issue, fix it ASAP. My section mates and I have had to call at least four times as Sodexo did
not come to our section to give us soap, toilet paper or paper towels. My room mate and I
would move into an off campus apartment if money was not an issue. I would live at home if
I did not need to be on campus everyday with an unknown work schedule. In not sure if this
is the Covid hotline or a res-life problem but early in the year, I submitted that I was waiting
a covid test. I was told I would be contacted within a day from someone at the hotline. I
received an email asking for my phone number so that they could contact me. I never got a
all or was moved into a quarantine room in Fitz hall. I got a negative test result and self
quarantined in my room for the two weeks. After the two weeks and being told not to attend
classes from the daily screening, I called I told them the test was negative, I had
quarantined for two weeks and could pinpoint why I wasn't feeling well before. I was then
cleared for on campus activities.

1 1.06% I suggest that the residence halls be cleaned more throroughly. I did not feel, especially
during a pandemic, that my residence hall was very clean. The bathroom was constantly

1 5.56% Criminal Justice

2 11.11% Exercise Science

1 5.56% Justice and Law

2 11.11% Mathematics

1 5.56% MSOT

1 5.56% Office of Technology

2 11.11% Psychology

1 5.56% Staff

3 16.67% Undecided

297 Respondents

326 Responses

Q118. What is your age?

Count Percent

2 0.67% 17 or under

102 34.34% 18 - 19

97 32.66% 20 - 21

44 14.81% 22 - 24

21 7.07% 25 - 29

5 1.68% 30 -34

6 2.02% 35 - 39

10 3.37% 40 - 49

7 2.36% 45 - 59

3 1.01% 60 or over

297 Respondents

Q119. What is your gender?

Count Percent

88 29.63% Male

209 70.37% Female

297 Respondents

Q120. What is your permanent residency status?

Count Percent

261 87.58% In-state (Illinois)

4 1.34% Indiana

1 0.34% Iowa

6 2.01% Wisconsin

1 0.34% Michigan

17 5.70% Other state

8 2.68% International

298 Respondents

Q121. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' housing. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent
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94 100.00%

Count Percent

1 1.06% Although I know COVID is an issue, it feels unreasonable to not allow college students to
not see their friends because they live in other on campus halls.

1 1.06% Apartment styled living would be great.

1 1.06% Apt style living would be more in line with what many other universities have already
transitioned to.

1 1.06% Bathrooms: Updated utilities Wi-fi: Some dorms are horrible with this still, while other
universities have great wi-fi.

1 1.06% Be able to live in housing apartments that are co Ed, live with significant other etc.

1 1.06% Better air-conditioning/heating systems in Dorothy Day Fourth floor. Buildings need
renovations.

1 1.06% Cheaper cost

1 1.06% Cody Halls bathrooms should be renovated.

1 1.06% Dorms are outdated and have no WiFi- why would anyone live on campus?

1 1.06% During the 2020 fall semester, I felt that there was a lack of transparency between the
university administration and resident students (including residence life staff) about
COVID-19 activity within the residence halls. I felt discouraged from even conversing with
my dormmates because I never really knew if any of them might have been infected with
COVID-19.

1 1.06% Everything is clean and kept up with.

1 1.06% Fix your buildings they are literally falling apart.

1 1.06% From others I have heard from they have a hard time with the wifi sometimes and it can get
very hot where some can't sleep.

1 1.06% Get more trash cans please

1 1.06% Honestly just clean up the crappy dorms a bit.

1 1.06% Housing is over priced for the quality and the cleaning service is just never around
constantly running out of toilet paper and paper towels.

1 1.06% Housing isn't horrible, but things need to be fixed because I know the washers and dryers
where I live suck, cody hall's kitchen is broken and disgusting.

1 1.06% I believe the idea of living in apartments is amazing. This is one of the reasons I want to
move off-campus next year. I feel Lewis doesn't provide an opportunity for students to live
on their own. The idea that you have to be back on campus before midnight unless you
have an ID is not a good idea. Students are in college and deserve to enjoy nightlife.

1 1.06% I feel like the housing is very old and outdated and that the whole campus could use a major
upgrade

1 1.06% I have never lived on campus, but stayed with friends. The walls are not sound proof and
everything can be heard between units/forms/sections.

1 1.06% I like the new ideas in the housing plans. The pods and apartments seem really cool!

1 1.06% I liked the pod option the best

1 1.06% I lived in Fitz for half of the semester and went home. I left because the bathrooms were
NEVER cleaned, not once, when that should be a priority as we are in a pandemic.

1 1.06% I never had a problem with housing my first three years here, this year has been a joke living
on campus. The fire alarm has gone off numerous times due to 'wiring issues'. If there is an
issue, fix it ASAP. My section mates and I have had to call at least four times as Sodexo did
not come to our section to give us soap, toilet paper or paper towels. My room mate and I
would move into an off campus apartment if money was not an issue. I would live at home if
I did not need to be on campus everyday with an unknown work schedule. In not sure if this
is the Covid hotline or a res-life problem but early in the year, I submitted that I was waiting
a covid test. I was told I would be contacted within a day from someone at the hotline. I
received an email asking for my phone number so that they could contact me. I never got a
all or was moved into a quarantine room in Fitz hall. I got a negative test result and self
quarantined in my room for the two weeks. After the two weeks and being told not to attend
classes from the daily screening, I called I told them the test was negative, I had
quarantined for two weeks and could pinpoint why I wasn't feeling well before. I was then
cleared for on campus activities.

1 1.06% I suggest that the residence halls be cleaned more throroughly. I did not feel, especially
during a pandemic, that my residence hall was very clean. The bathroom was constantly
dirty, especially since many of the residents were leaving it a huge mess. It should not be
the cleaning staff's responsibility to clean up after purposefully left messes, but if they are
not cleaning the messes up thoroughly, a talk needs to be had with residents about
respecting the bathrooms, pandemic or not. Something should be said to residents to deter
them from being disrespectful of shared spaces, including the kitchens because those are
constantly left a mess as well.

1 1.06% I think better amenities like built-in kitchen areas in each section, more washing machines
and dryers, and more games would be nice.

1 1.06% I think it would be great if they updated their sections with kitchens (or at least had more
apartment style living on campus). One thing I do enjoy about north is that the bathrooms
are more private, since there is one isolated stall.

1 1.06% I think Lewis has good housing opportunities. I think he biggest concern for a lot of students
is cost.

1 1.06% I think the traditional dorm style of 60 peoplle or so sharing one bathroom with a few shower
stalls and bathroom stalls is out-dated, especially, because our cleaning services are
sub-par. I’d rather live in a pod or apartment style where no more than 10 people share a
few bathroom and a few showers and the cleaning crew only comes twice a week.

1 1.06% I was worried about having someone move in that I did not personally know because I do
not want Covid.

1 1.06% I would be excited if Lewis offered a new housing style from apartments or suite styles with
modern furnishings and equipment!

1 1.06% i would like co ed dorms, kind of like ideal apartments to live with your significant other

1 1.06% I would like to have my own personal bathroom or if in an apartment only share with 1-2
other people

1 1.06% I would most definitely pursue housing if it was more affordable to me. I’ve always wanted to
dorm on campus but my parents say it is too much money.

1 1.06% I would suggest renovating the shared bathrooms and making the shower stalls larger.

1 1.06% I’ve been trying to get a room in Borromeo for 2 years and apparently they haven’t had any
openings yet.

1 1.06% It stinks

1 1.06% Make plans for students who cannot afford housing.

1 1.06% Make sure for the upcoming year to allow for students to decide if they want to room alone
due to COVID

1 1.06% Many students in residence halls this semester did not follow Covid guidelines, like wearing
masks or social distancing

1 1.06% Maybe provide to at least one bar of soap in at least one shower stall.

1 1.06% -more bathrooms

1 1.06% -more consistency with cleaning service -laundry available on every floor, if possible; or in
each section -better lighting -ability to change heat or AC

1 1.06% More rooms with kitchens

1 1.06% most places are pretty dirty and gross, price is way too expensive for the dirt and poor set
up that we have to live in. this school costs so much for tuition and on campus living, you
would expect to see nicer, updated, and cleaner living spaces. room layouts have lots of
corners which makes it hard to fit in furniture.

1 1.06% N/a

4 4.26% N/A

1 1.06% Needs to be cleaner, every building needs multiple water fountains, and bigger kitchens.

1 1.06% New modern housing should be considered. More apartment style living options with
bedrooms, living space and kitchen

1 1.06% None.

1 1.06% North hall should have a kitchen per floor, not only one for the whole building. The older
buildings should be remodeled too, the lighting at North, Cody and Ryan is pretty low. Prices
are way to expensive for the quality of services offered. Laundry rooms should have
maintenance constantly, washers always break down at North. They should not charge us to
stay during thanksgiving/winter break, if we are athletes and/or internationals.

1 1.06% not applicable

1 1.06% Nothing, I have not lived at Lewis so i cannot say
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dirty, especially since many of the residents were leaving it a huge mess. It should not be
the cleaning staff's responsibility to clean up after purposefully left messes, but if they are
not cleaning the messes up thoroughly, a talk needs to be had with residents about
respecting the bathrooms, pandemic or not. Something should be said to residents to deter
them from being disrespectful of shared spaces, including the kitchens because those are
constantly left a mess as well.

1 1.06% I think better amenities like built-in kitchen areas in each section, more washing machines
and dryers, and more games would be nice.

1 1.06% I think it would be great if they updated their sections with kitchens (or at least had more
apartment style living on campus). One thing I do enjoy about north is that the bathrooms
are more private, since there is one isolated stall.

1 1.06% I think Lewis has good housing opportunities. I think he biggest concern for a lot of students
is cost.

1 1.06% I think the traditional dorm style of 60 peoplle or so sharing one bathroom with a few shower
stalls and bathroom stalls is out-dated, especially, because our cleaning services are
sub-par. I’d rather live in a pod or apartment style where no more than 10 people share a
few bathroom and a few showers and the cleaning crew only comes twice a week.

1 1.06% I was worried about having someone move in that I did not personally know because I do
not want Covid.

1 1.06% I would be excited if Lewis offered a new housing style from apartments or suite styles with
modern furnishings and equipment!

1 1.06% i would like co ed dorms, kind of like ideal apartments to live with your significant other

1 1.06% I would like to have my own personal bathroom or if in an apartment only share with 1-2
other people

1 1.06% I would most definitely pursue housing if it was more affordable to me. I’ve always wanted to
dorm on campus but my parents say it is too much money.

1 1.06% I would suggest renovating the shared bathrooms and making the shower stalls larger.

1 1.06% I’ve been trying to get a room in Borromeo for 2 years and apparently they haven’t had any
openings yet.

1 1.06% It stinks

1 1.06% Make plans for students who cannot afford housing.

1 1.06% Make sure for the upcoming year to allow for students to decide if they want to room alone
due to COVID

1 1.06% Many students in residence halls this semester did not follow Covid guidelines, like wearing
masks or social distancing

1 1.06% Maybe provide to at least one bar of soap in at least one shower stall.

1 1.06% -more bathrooms

1 1.06% -more consistency with cleaning service -laundry available on every floor, if possible; or in
each section -better lighting -ability to change heat or AC

1 1.06% More rooms with kitchens

1 1.06% most places are pretty dirty and gross, price is way too expensive for the dirt and poor set
up that we have to live in. this school costs so much for tuition and on campus living, you
would expect to see nicer, updated, and cleaner living spaces. room layouts have lots of
corners which makes it hard to fit in furniture.

1 1.06% N/a

4 4.26% N/A

1 1.06% Needs to be cleaner, every building needs multiple water fountains, and bigger kitchens.

1 1.06% New modern housing should be considered. More apartment style living options with
bedrooms, living space and kitchen

1 1.06% None.

1 1.06% North hall should have a kitchen per floor, not only one for the whole building. The older
buildings should be remodeled too, the lighting at North, Cody and Ryan is pretty low. Prices
are way to expensive for the quality of services offered. Laundry rooms should have
maintenance constantly, washers always break down at North. They should not charge us to
stay during thanksgiving/winter break, if we are athletes and/or internationals.

1 1.06% not applicable

1 1.06% Nothing, I have not lived at Lewis so i cannot say
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1 1.06% one time, the sedexo workers thought my section was quarantined when we werent, and
they did not enter because they did not want to expose themselves. i completely support
this, however, we ran out of toilet paper. i suggest that sodexo workers leave toilet paper
outside of dorms with shared bathrooms that are quarantined

1 1.06% Other universities provide off campus apartment living, to give student's an opportunity to
live in apartment styled living, and I think that would be a great opportunity for students.

1 1.06% Please clean out the air vents in Dorothy Day. I have lived in the same dorm/suite for 2.5
years, and my suitemates and I have noticed that we get sick when we stay inside.
Especially went the fans are on. And, this has been occurring prior to COVID-19. I think it
would be really beneficial to do a sweeping/cleaning of the ventilation over the summer or
winter breaks to remove the build up of dust. And/or add more air filters.

1 1.06% Please fix the bug problems. The amount of spiders, centipedes, and roaches is just gross
and it’s not because if messy rooms....

1 1.06% Quality is disappointing. Feels very old and sometimes feels a dirty. Room sizes are
shockingly small.

1 1.06% RA needs staff training.

1 1.06% Real apartment style housing would be ideal and modern like many other universities have.

1 1.06% Renovate Fitzpatrick hall kitchen Please

1 1.06% Renovate North

1 1.06% Renovating some of the dorms like Cody, Ryan, and Fitz would be very much appreciated
by MANY of the students.

1 1.06% Res life is extremely difficult and will not work with people so I decided not to deal with that
and not live on campus cause of all the horror stories. If they were helpful and
accommodating I probably would've lived on campus

1 1.06% Sodexo is terrible.

1 1.06% sodexo needs to make more runs with toilet paper- my section in north was constantly out

1 1.06% Some dorms are really messy.

1 1.06% Some facilities really need to improve. During this pandemic, I have heard from other
residents that the staff is not cleaning and not supplying things like toilet paper. When I lived
on campus, I was not satisfied with the things offered. A lot more students would live on
campus if campus life was better. If there was a late night pizza place, bar, more college
atmosphere.

1 1.06% Some updates to South Hall would be nice.

1 1.06% South Hall needs a bathroom renovation, and could use controllable AC units. Overall, the
hall is out of date compared to Sheil.

1 1.06% South hall was not a great experience not updated like the other freshman halls and a lot of
wifi and heat issues in the dorms. With not a lot of help with those issues.

1 1.06% That the bathrooms are cleaned more and that the WIFI is improved (you cannot get reliable
connection without an ethernet cord)

1 1.06% The bathrooms need to be cleaned more as sharing 3 stalls and showers with 20 girls you
can’t rely on everyone to clean up after themselves. Also the WiFi is so bad in the rooms
that I can’t connect to my class because everyone is trying to connect at the same time.

1 1.06% The cost should be less because the kitchens are always dirty, laundry machines aren't
enough per the number of people and are broken often, RAs aren't consistent with their
warnings, some buildings are really old including the furniture.

1 1.06% The housing options that y’all showed in this survey are WAY to expensive for my
preferences.

1 1.06% The housing prices are way over priced and much more than off campus options that are
much better. With existing structures, places such as de la salle north are far too dirty and
poor quality with terrible WiFi that means you cannot do online classes while in quarantine.

1 1.06% The housing situation for 6 people is adequate in dorothy day, but north hall is
unacceptable. The layout is nice, but the room sizes and lighting is horrible.

1 1.06% The internet is not so great when it comes to Wi-Fi inside dorms. I know there was an
update for internet throughout Lewis, but it only affected the student dormitories that had
offices or classrooms in them, such as Dorothy Day, Mother Theresa, John Pope, and
others. While you have Ryan, Cody, and others that do not have the updated Wi-Fi. I know
we can connect an ethernet cable from the wall jack to our computer to have faster speeds,
but most students in dormitories do not know this and shouldn't have to connect an ethernet
cable to the computer to have faster speeds.

dirty, especially since many of the residents were leaving it a huge mess. It should not be
the cleaning staff's responsibility to clean up after purposefully left messes, but if they are
not cleaning the messes up thoroughly, a talk needs to be had with residents about
respecting the bathrooms, pandemic or not. Something should be said to residents to deter
them from being disrespectful of shared spaces, including the kitchens because those are
constantly left a mess as well.

1 1.06% I think better amenities like built-in kitchen areas in each section, more washing machines
and dryers, and more games would be nice.

1 1.06% I think it would be great if they updated their sections with kitchens (or at least had more
apartment style living on campus). One thing I do enjoy about north is that the bathrooms
are more private, since there is one isolated stall.

1 1.06% I think Lewis has good housing opportunities. I think he biggest concern for a lot of students
is cost.

1 1.06% I think the traditional dorm style of 60 peoplle or so sharing one bathroom with a few shower
stalls and bathroom stalls is out-dated, especially, because our cleaning services are
sub-par. I’d rather live in a pod or apartment style where no more than 10 people share a
few bathroom and a few showers and the cleaning crew only comes twice a week.

1 1.06% I was worried about having someone move in that I did not personally know because I do
not want Covid.

1 1.06% I would be excited if Lewis offered a new housing style from apartments or suite styles with
modern furnishings and equipment!

1 1.06% i would like co ed dorms, kind of like ideal apartments to live with your significant other

1 1.06% I would like to have my own personal bathroom or if in an apartment only share with 1-2
other people

1 1.06% I would most definitely pursue housing if it was more affordable to me. I’ve always wanted to
dorm on campus but my parents say it is too much money.

1 1.06% I would suggest renovating the shared bathrooms and making the shower stalls larger.

1 1.06% I’ve been trying to get a room in Borromeo for 2 years and apparently they haven’t had any
openings yet.

1 1.06% It stinks

1 1.06% Make plans for students who cannot afford housing.

1 1.06% Make sure for the upcoming year to allow for students to decide if they want to room alone
due to COVID

1 1.06% Many students in residence halls this semester did not follow Covid guidelines, like wearing
masks or social distancing

1 1.06% Maybe provide to at least one bar of soap in at least one shower stall.

1 1.06% -more bathrooms

1 1.06% -more consistency with cleaning service -laundry available on every floor, if possible; or in
each section -better lighting -ability to change heat or AC

1 1.06% More rooms with kitchens

1 1.06% most places are pretty dirty and gross, price is way too expensive for the dirt and poor set
up that we have to live in. this school costs so much for tuition and on campus living, you
would expect to see nicer, updated, and cleaner living spaces. room layouts have lots of
corners which makes it hard to fit in furniture.

1 1.06% N/a

4 4.26% N/A

1 1.06% Needs to be cleaner, every building needs multiple water fountains, and bigger kitchens.

1 1.06% New modern housing should be considered. More apartment style living options with
bedrooms, living space and kitchen

1 1.06% None.

1 1.06% North hall should have a kitchen per floor, not only one for the whole building. The older
buildings should be remodeled too, the lighting at North, Cody and Ryan is pretty low. Prices
are way to expensive for the quality of services offered. Laundry rooms should have
maintenance constantly, washers always break down at North. They should not charge us to
stay during thanksgiving/winter break, if we are athletes and/or internationals.

1 1.06% not applicable

1 1.06% Nothing, I have not lived at Lewis so i cannot say
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1 1.06% The resident life staff need to improve on their communication skills in terms of the dorms. In
the past there have been times where its was difficult in getting in touch with someone. Also,
some of the washing machines need to either be replaced or thoroughly cleaned.

1 1.06% The walls in south hall are insanely thin, you can hear the person in the room next to you
talk... more availability to have room choice next semester

1 1.06% The WIFI on this campus is horrible. horrible. horrible. Seriously, it needs to be upgraded.

1 1.06% There is a stink bug problem in cody hall

1 1.06% There should be a rule that any individual who tests positive for covid and lives with section
mates, should be retested to ease the anxiety of the other section mates.

1 1.06% There should be a set schedule for Sodexo cleaning services in the dorms so students know
when to expect them to be in the room. Sometimes they would come multiple times a week
unexpected and other times they wouldn't come for an entire week and we'd run out of toilet
paper. Knowing when they are coming would allow us to remove personal items from the
bathroom counters and be out of the way of whoever is cleaning.

1 1.06% Update pictures on housing portal Make more suite/apartment style residence halls that are
known as study spaces

1 1.06% Update the rooms it feels like an 80’s prison cell

1 1.06% Upgrade the dorms soon, closer dorms to the inside of campus for upperclassmen, parking
garage

1 1.06% Very disappointed with ReslLife this semester. Both our dryers have been broken for a
majority of the semester, our dorm was 85° for over a month, and we weren’t delivered toilet
paper for over a month (maybe two months).

1 1.06% We need to better clean Kitchen Areas (Founders Hall).

1 1.06% Wifi needs to be better for online schooling. When everyone is on it is super slow and the
connection is bad so you get kicked out of zoom/blackboard classes.

1 1.06% Would like to see options for more 5-6 people sized sections that include a stove and a
living room.

94 Respondents

Q122. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' dining offerings. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent

114 100.00%

Count Percent

1 0.88% The food service is not great and half the time I submit an order, they never get it. I show up
a hour later to no food. Then the staff is rude to me when I ask why.

1 0.88% 1) The options are TOO repetitive. We have the same meal every 1.5 weeks for an entire
year. It gets gross 2) There's no ice cream machine...just like a soft serve would make
soooo many students happy 3) Dont ALWAYS have taco Tuesday and wing Wednesday.
Maybe have them, but offer different meals then too. 4) Offer healthier options for food
besides JUST salad. 5) The amount of dining swipes is enough, but there is not enough
flyer dollars for the entire semester.

1 0.88% Anyone thats not Sodexo.

1 0.88% As a commuter, I feel as if the dining offerings are very limited/confusing. I had no idea how
to even get food my first semester at Lewis, it took a lot of trial and error even figuring out
where to enter or how to use my card. I also did not know a $25 commuter meal plan is
automatically applied to my ID. Once I found out I did not know I needed to activate it.
Additionally, I had many late labs (3pm and after) and specifically in the science building
many dining options close early making it very inconvenient. A coffee/café style would be
nice in the science building or even some vending machines.

1 0.88% As a commuter, me paying 25 dollars for food a semester is really bogus. 25 dollars can get
me pretty much one meal a day for one week on campus which doesn’t make sense. I
spend most of my days at school and usually after the first week or two of the semester I no
longer have money to eat on campus. at that point it’s either you don’t have us pay for that
or give us more money for food that we don’t have to pay for

1 0.88% Available times at the moment for operation are not ideal and make planning for meals
difficult at times.

1 0.88% Awful for gluten-free commuters. Closing all microwaves kept me from bringing food from
home. Minimal gluten-free options available. Insane prices.

1 1.06% one time, the sedexo workers thought my section was quarantined when we werent, and
they did not enter because they did not want to expose themselves. i completely support
this, however, we ran out of toilet paper. i suggest that sodexo workers leave toilet paper
outside of dorms with shared bathrooms that are quarantined

1 1.06% Other universities provide off campus apartment living, to give student's an opportunity to
live in apartment styled living, and I think that would be a great opportunity for students.

1 1.06% Please clean out the air vents in Dorothy Day. I have lived in the same dorm/suite for 2.5
years, and my suitemates and I have noticed that we get sick when we stay inside.
Especially went the fans are on. And, this has been occurring prior to COVID-19. I think it
would be really beneficial to do a sweeping/cleaning of the ventilation over the summer or
winter breaks to remove the build up of dust. And/or add more air filters.

1 1.06% Please fix the bug problems. The amount of spiders, centipedes, and roaches is just gross
and it’s not because if messy rooms....

1 1.06% Quality is disappointing. Feels very old and sometimes feels a dirty. Room sizes are
shockingly small.

1 1.06% RA needs staff training.

1 1.06% Real apartment style housing would be ideal and modern like many other universities have.

1 1.06% Renovate Fitzpatrick hall kitchen Please

1 1.06% Renovate North

1 1.06% Renovating some of the dorms like Cody, Ryan, and Fitz would be very much appreciated
by MANY of the students.

1 1.06% Res life is extremely difficult and will not work with people so I decided not to deal with that
and not live on campus cause of all the horror stories. If they were helpful and
accommodating I probably would've lived on campus

1 1.06% Sodexo is terrible.

1 1.06% sodexo needs to make more runs with toilet paper- my section in north was constantly out

1 1.06% Some dorms are really messy.

1 1.06% Some facilities really need to improve. During this pandemic, I have heard from other
residents that the staff is not cleaning and not supplying things like toilet paper. When I lived
on campus, I was not satisfied with the things offered. A lot more students would live on
campus if campus life was better. If there was a late night pizza place, bar, more college
atmosphere.

1 1.06% Some updates to South Hall would be nice.

1 1.06% South Hall needs a bathroom renovation, and could use controllable AC units. Overall, the
hall is out of date compared to Sheil.

1 1.06% South hall was not a great experience not updated like the other freshman halls and a lot of
wifi and heat issues in the dorms. With not a lot of help with those issues.

1 1.06% That the bathrooms are cleaned more and that the WIFI is improved (you cannot get reliable
connection without an ethernet cord)

1 1.06% The bathrooms need to be cleaned more as sharing 3 stalls and showers with 20 girls you
can’t rely on everyone to clean up after themselves. Also the WiFi is so bad in the rooms
that I can’t connect to my class because everyone is trying to connect at the same time.

1 1.06% The cost should be less because the kitchens are always dirty, laundry machines aren't
enough per the number of people and are broken often, RAs aren't consistent with their
warnings, some buildings are really old including the furniture.

1 1.06% The housing options that y’all showed in this survey are WAY to expensive for my
preferences.

1 1.06% The housing prices are way over priced and much more than off campus options that are
much better. With existing structures, places such as de la salle north are far too dirty and
poor quality with terrible WiFi that means you cannot do online classes while in quarantine.

1 1.06% The housing situation for 6 people is adequate in dorothy day, but north hall is
unacceptable. The layout is nice, but the room sizes and lighting is horrible.

1 1.06% The internet is not so great when it comes to Wi-Fi inside dorms. I know there was an
update for internet throughout Lewis, but it only affected the student dormitories that had
offices or classrooms in them, such as Dorothy Day, Mother Theresa, John Pope, and
others. While you have Ryan, Cody, and others that do not have the updated Wi-Fi. I know
we can connect an ethernet cable from the wall jack to our computer to have faster speeds,
but most students in dormitories do not know this and shouldn't have to connect an ethernet
cable to the computer to have faster speeds.
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1 1.06% The resident life staff need to improve on their communication skills in terms of the dorms. In

the past there have been times where its was difficult in getting in touch with someone. Also,
some of the washing machines need to either be replaced or thoroughly cleaned.

1 1.06% The walls in south hall are insanely thin, you can hear the person in the room next to you
talk... more availability to have room choice next semester

1 1.06% The WIFI on this campus is horrible. horrible. horrible. Seriously, it needs to be upgraded.

1 1.06% There is a stink bug problem in cody hall

1 1.06% There should be a rule that any individual who tests positive for covid and lives with section
mates, should be retested to ease the anxiety of the other section mates.

1 1.06% There should be a set schedule for Sodexo cleaning services in the dorms so students know
when to expect them to be in the room. Sometimes they would come multiple times a week
unexpected and other times they wouldn't come for an entire week and we'd run out of toilet
paper. Knowing when they are coming would allow us to remove personal items from the
bathroom counters and be out of the way of whoever is cleaning.

1 1.06% Update pictures on housing portal Make more suite/apartment style residence halls that are
known as study spaces

1 1.06% Update the rooms it feels like an 80’s prison cell

1 1.06% Upgrade the dorms soon, closer dorms to the inside of campus for upperclassmen, parking
garage

1 1.06% Very disappointed with ReslLife this semester. Both our dryers have been broken for a
majority of the semester, our dorm was 85° for over a month, and we weren’t delivered toilet
paper for over a month (maybe two months).

1 1.06% We need to better clean Kitchen Areas (Founders Hall).

1 1.06% Wifi needs to be better for online schooling. When everyone is on it is super slow and the
connection is bad so you get kicked out of zoom/blackboard classes.

1 1.06% Would like to see options for more 5-6 people sized sections that include a stove and a
living room.
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Q122. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' dining offerings. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.
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114 100.00%

Count Percent

1 0.88% The food service is not great and half the time I submit an order, they never get it. I show up
a hour later to no food. Then the staff is rude to me when I ask why.

1 0.88% 1) The options are TOO repetitive. We have the same meal every 1.5 weeks for an entire
year. It gets gross 2) There's no ice cream machine...just like a soft serve would make
soooo many students happy 3) Dont ALWAYS have taco Tuesday and wing Wednesday.
Maybe have them, but offer different meals then too. 4) Offer healthier options for food
besides JUST salad. 5) The amount of dining swipes is enough, but there is not enough
flyer dollars for the entire semester.

1 0.88% Anyone thats not Sodexo.

1 0.88% As a commuter, I feel as if the dining offerings are very limited/confusing. I had no idea how
to even get food my first semester at Lewis, it took a lot of trial and error even figuring out
where to enter or how to use my card. I also did not know a $25 commuter meal plan is
automatically applied to my ID. Once I found out I did not know I needed to activate it.
Additionally, I had many late labs (3pm and after) and specifically in the science building
many dining options close early making it very inconvenient. A coffee/café style would be
nice in the science building or even some vending machines.

1 0.88% As a commuter, me paying 25 dollars for food a semester is really bogus. 25 dollars can get
me pretty much one meal a day for one week on campus which doesn’t make sense. I
spend most of my days at school and usually after the first week or two of the semester I no
longer have money to eat on campus. at that point it’s either you don’t have us pay for that
or give us more money for food that we don’t have to pay for

1 0.88% Available times at the moment for operation are not ideal and make planning for meals
difficult at times.

1 0.88% Awful for gluten-free commuters. Closing all microwaves kept me from bringing food from
home. Minimal gluten-free options available. Insane prices.
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1 1.06% The resident life staff need to improve on their communication skills in terms of the dorms. In
the past there have been times where its was difficult in getting in touch with someone. Also,
some of the washing machines need to either be replaced or thoroughly cleaned.

1 1.06% The walls in south hall are insanely thin, you can hear the person in the room next to you
talk... more availability to have room choice next semester

1 1.06% The WIFI on this campus is horrible. horrible. horrible. Seriously, it needs to be upgraded.

1 1.06% There is a stink bug problem in cody hall

1 1.06% There should be a rule that any individual who tests positive for covid and lives with section
mates, should be retested to ease the anxiety of the other section mates.

1 1.06% There should be a set schedule for Sodexo cleaning services in the dorms so students know
when to expect them to be in the room. Sometimes they would come multiple times a week
unexpected and other times they wouldn't come for an entire week and we'd run out of toilet
paper. Knowing when they are coming would allow us to remove personal items from the
bathroom counters and be out of the way of whoever is cleaning.

1 1.06% Update pictures on housing portal Make more suite/apartment style residence halls that are
known as study spaces

1 1.06% Update the rooms it feels like an 80’s prison cell

1 1.06% Upgrade the dorms soon, closer dorms to the inside of campus for upperclassmen, parking
garage

1 1.06% Very disappointed with ReslLife this semester. Both our dryers have been broken for a
majority of the semester, our dorm was 85° for over a month, and we weren’t delivered toilet
paper for over a month (maybe two months).

1 1.06% We need to better clean Kitchen Areas (Founders Hall).

1 1.06% Wifi needs to be better for online schooling. When everyone is on it is super slow and the
connection is bad so you get kicked out of zoom/blackboard classes.

1 1.06% Would like to see options for more 5-6 people sized sections that include a stove and a
living room.

94 Respondents

Q122. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' dining offerings. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will be
personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent

114 100.00%

Count Percent

1 0.88% The food service is not great and half the time I submit an order, they never get it. I show up
a hour later to no food. Then the staff is rude to me when I ask why.

1 0.88% 1) The options are TOO repetitive. We have the same meal every 1.5 weeks for an entire
year. It gets gross 2) There's no ice cream machine...just like a soft serve would make
soooo many students happy 3) Dont ALWAYS have taco Tuesday and wing Wednesday.
Maybe have them, but offer different meals then too. 4) Offer healthier options for food
besides JUST salad. 5) The amount of dining swipes is enough, but there is not enough
flyer dollars for the entire semester.

1 0.88% Anyone thats not Sodexo.

1 0.88% As a commuter, I feel as if the dining offerings are very limited/confusing. I had no idea how
to even get food my first semester at Lewis, it took a lot of trial and error even figuring out
where to enter or how to use my card. I also did not know a $25 commuter meal plan is
automatically applied to my ID. Once I found out I did not know I needed to activate it.
Additionally, I had many late labs (3pm and after) and specifically in the science building
many dining options close early making it very inconvenient. A coffee/café style would be
nice in the science building or even some vending machines.

1 0.88% As a commuter, me paying 25 dollars for food a semester is really bogus. 25 dollars can get
me pretty much one meal a day for one week on campus which doesn’t make sense. I
spend most of my days at school and usually after the first week or two of the semester I no
longer have money to eat on campus. at that point it’s either you don’t have us pay for that
or give us more money for food that we don’t have to pay for

1 0.88% Available times at the moment for operation are not ideal and make planning for meals
difficult at times.

1 0.88% Awful for gluten-free commuters. Closing all microwaves kept me from bringing food from
home. Minimal gluten-free options available. Insane prices.

1 0.88% Better food, and better prices. 8 dollars is too much for a normal sized box of cereal

1 0.88% Better options. Different things everyweek. I got bored and didn't want to order because it
was the same things every week. Provide longer hours for breakfast, lunch and dinner. its
too short and cuts off.

1 0.88% Could use some work. I am a commuter but like to use the dining while on campus. During
COVID dining on campus was very unreliable and even before COVID it was not great.
Inconvenient hours and poor service

1 0.88% -different food options instead of the same ones every week

1 0.88% Dining areas are undesirable and over priced

1 0.88% Dining food is actually great, what needs to get better is the service. It is very slow, as
college student, some of us athletes, are always rushing and don't have a lot of time to eat
meals. Also, there should be a special smoothie/recovery station for athletes at the rec or
powerhouse, or just a sort of dining experience that could be exclusively for athletes.

1 0.88% Dining has been a hot button topic at Lewis for quite sometime. I appreciate everyone trying
to improve but there are some inconsistencies with waiting over an hour for you food (even
when ordering ahead) as well as students getting sick with food poisoning. Requests for
more actual food places (chick-fil-a, subway, paneras, etc) like some universities have has
been somethin that students have tried to push for in the past

1 0.88% Dining has improved since my first year here. However, there have been instances where
individuals in quarantine/isolation received food late or did not receive food at all. Also, there
have been instances of the BiteU app stating that the food is prepared but when going to
pick it up the food is not ready. This has occurred several times.

1 0.88% Dining offerings need to be dramatically improved.

1 0.88% Dining was good in the beginning until the men had bad attitudes on certain days the food
would be wrong or replaced without asking the customer. No refunds were given when they
have the wrong order. One time peanut butter was in a fudge brownie when it wasn’t
supposed to be and they didn’t notice until the end of dinner time.

1 0.88% Fast safe service until a vaccine is readily available to everyone.

1 0.88% Food options are too limited

1 0.88% Food quality and service needs a lot of improvement

1 0.88% Get another company sodexo is not good.

1 0.88% get rid of sodexo

1 0.88% Get rid of Sodexo or make the food better

1 0.88% Get rid of swipes go back to all flyer dollars

1 0.88% Good variety of food offerings across campus

1 0.88% Have more options. Having only 3 options at some parts of the day isnt very ideal.

1 0.88% Having more workers at the den, being the only dining place that is open late they are
usually very understaffed late at night so either providing them with more help or having
another dining place open late would be very beneficial to everyone

1 0.88% Healthier food options and more variety.

1 0.88% Hours and options need to be improved

1 0.88% I 100% think students should be able to opt out of meal plans. It's already costly and
inefficient and I know a lot of students still end up having to get food groceries or dine out.

1 0.88% I believe the campus should put some type of bar or lounge on campus. Somewhere
students can go to enjoy the weekend. Many students leave campus on the weekends
because they believe there is nothing to do on campus after 5 pm. Students want the ability
to enjoy college.

1 0.88% I dislike the meal plan and would much rather just pay for what I use than have to purchase
a set amount.

1 0.88% I feel like the dinning offerings are gross and compared to other colleges they have
Chick-fil-A and other restaurants on campus but we still have Sodexo food which I had in
high school

1 0.88% I feel this is an important issue. I would really like to dine on campus but always leave
campus to find a restaurant.

1 0.88% I have a suggestion - I think that during this time of COVID, there should be an option for
students to grab their food delivered, whether the individual is quarantining or not.

1 0.88% I have been constantly extremely dissatisfied with the quality and variety of Sodexo's food
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1 0.88% Better food, and better prices. 8 dollars is too much for a normal sized box of cereal

1 0.88% Better options. Different things everyweek. I got bored and didn't want to order because it
was the same things every week. Provide longer hours for breakfast, lunch and dinner. its
too short and cuts off.

1 0.88% Could use some work. I am a commuter but like to use the dining while on campus. During
COVID dining on campus was very unreliable and even before COVID it was not great.
Inconvenient hours and poor service

1 0.88% -different food options instead of the same ones every week

1 0.88% Dining areas are undesirable and over priced

1 0.88% Dining food is actually great, what needs to get better is the service. It is very slow, as
college student, some of us athletes, are always rushing and don't have a lot of time to eat
meals. Also, there should be a special smoothie/recovery station for athletes at the rec or
powerhouse, or just a sort of dining experience that could be exclusively for athletes.

1 0.88% Dining has been a hot button topic at Lewis for quite sometime. I appreciate everyone trying
to improve but there are some inconsistencies with waiting over an hour for you food (even
when ordering ahead) as well as students getting sick with food poisoning. Requests for
more actual food places (chick-fil-a, subway, paneras, etc) like some universities have has
been somethin that students have tried to push for in the past

1 0.88% Dining has improved since my first year here. However, there have been instances where
individuals in quarantine/isolation received food late or did not receive food at all. Also, there
have been instances of the BiteU app stating that the food is prepared but when going to
pick it up the food is not ready. This has occurred several times.

1 0.88% Dining offerings need to be dramatically improved.

1 0.88% Dining was good in the beginning until the men had bad attitudes on certain days the food
would be wrong or replaced without asking the customer. No refunds were given when they
have the wrong order. One time peanut butter was in a fudge brownie when it wasn’t
supposed to be and they didn’t notice until the end of dinner time.

1 0.88% Fast safe service until a vaccine is readily available to everyone.

1 0.88% Food options are too limited

1 0.88% Food quality and service needs a lot of improvement

1 0.88% Get another company sodexo is not good.

1 0.88% get rid of sodexo

1 0.88% Get rid of Sodexo or make the food better

1 0.88% Get rid of swipes go back to all flyer dollars

1 0.88% Good variety of food offerings across campus

1 0.88% Have more options. Having only 3 options at some parts of the day isnt very ideal.

1 0.88% Having more workers at the den, being the only dining place that is open late they are
usually very understaffed late at night so either providing them with more help or having
another dining place open late would be very beneficial to everyone

1 0.88% Healthier food options and more variety.

1 0.88% Hours and options need to be improved

1 0.88% I 100% think students should be able to opt out of meal plans. It's already costly and
inefficient and I know a lot of students still end up having to get food groceries or dine out.

1 0.88% I believe the campus should put some type of bar or lounge on campus. Somewhere
students can go to enjoy the weekend. Many students leave campus on the weekends
because they believe there is nothing to do on campus after 5 pm. Students want the ability
to enjoy college.

1 0.88% I dislike the meal plan and would much rather just pay for what I use than have to purchase
a set amount.

1 0.88% I feel like the dinning offerings are gross and compared to other colleges they have
Chick-fil-A and other restaurants on campus but we still have Sodexo food which I had in
high school

1 0.88% I feel this is an important issue. I would really like to dine on campus but always leave
campus to find a restaurant.

1 0.88% I have a suggestion - I think that during this time of COVID, there should be an option for
students to grab their food delivered, whether the individual is quarantining or not.

1 0.88% I have been constantly extremely dissatisfied with the quality and variety of Sodexo's food
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1 0.88% Better food, and better prices. 8 dollars is too much for a normal sized box of cereal

1 0.88% Better options. Different things everyweek. I got bored and didn't want to order because it
was the same things every week. Provide longer hours for breakfast, lunch and dinner. its
too short and cuts off.

1 0.88% Could use some work. I am a commuter but like to use the dining while on campus. During
COVID dining on campus was very unreliable and even before COVID it was not great.
Inconvenient hours and poor service

1 0.88% -different food options instead of the same ones every week

1 0.88% Dining areas are undesirable and over priced

1 0.88% Dining food is actually great, what needs to get better is the service. It is very slow, as
college student, some of us athletes, are always rushing and don't have a lot of time to eat
meals. Also, there should be a special smoothie/recovery station for athletes at the rec or
powerhouse, or just a sort of dining experience that could be exclusively for athletes.

1 0.88% Dining has been a hot button topic at Lewis for quite sometime. I appreciate everyone trying
to improve but there are some inconsistencies with waiting over an hour for you food (even
when ordering ahead) as well as students getting sick with food poisoning. Requests for
more actual food places (chick-fil-a, subway, paneras, etc) like some universities have has
been somethin that students have tried to push for in the past

1 0.88% Dining has improved since my first year here. However, there have been instances where
individuals in quarantine/isolation received food late or did not receive food at all. Also, there
have been instances of the BiteU app stating that the food is prepared but when going to
pick it up the food is not ready. This has occurred several times.

1 0.88% Dining offerings need to be dramatically improved.

1 0.88% Dining was good in the beginning until the men had bad attitudes on certain days the food
would be wrong or replaced without asking the customer. No refunds were given when they
have the wrong order. One time peanut butter was in a fudge brownie when it wasn’t
supposed to be and they didn’t notice until the end of dinner time.

1 0.88% Fast safe service until a vaccine is readily available to everyone.

1 0.88% Food options are too limited

1 0.88% Food quality and service needs a lot of improvement

1 0.88% Get another company sodexo is not good.

1 0.88% get rid of sodexo

1 0.88% Get rid of Sodexo or make the food better

1 0.88% Get rid of swipes go back to all flyer dollars

1 0.88% Good variety of food offerings across campus

1 0.88% Have more options. Having only 3 options at some parts of the day isnt very ideal.

1 0.88% Having more workers at the den, being the only dining place that is open late they are
usually very understaffed late at night so either providing them with more help or having
another dining place open late would be very beneficial to everyone

1 0.88% Healthier food options and more variety.

1 0.88% Hours and options need to be improved

1 0.88% I 100% think students should be able to opt out of meal plans. It's already costly and
inefficient and I know a lot of students still end up having to get food groceries or dine out.

1 0.88% I believe the campus should put some type of bar or lounge on campus. Somewhere
students can go to enjoy the weekend. Many students leave campus on the weekends
because they believe there is nothing to do on campus after 5 pm. Students want the ability
to enjoy college.

1 0.88% I dislike the meal plan and would much rather just pay for what I use than have to purchase
a set amount.

1 0.88% I feel like the dinning offerings are gross and compared to other colleges they have
Chick-fil-A and other restaurants on campus but we still have Sodexo food which I had in
high school

1 0.88% I feel this is an important issue. I would really like to dine on campus but always leave
campus to find a restaurant.

1 0.88% I have a suggestion - I think that during this time of COVID, there should be an option for
students to grab their food delivered, whether the individual is quarantining or not.

1 0.88% I have been constantly extremely dissatisfied with the quality and variety of Sodexo's food

over the past 3 years. Moving to a meal swipe option was also a terrible change.

1 0.88% I have some real issues with the cleanliness of the facilities.

1 0.88% I just think that meal plan three should get you a little more to eat everyday, because a
“meal” at courtyard or den is not a meal, and you don’t have much flyer dollars to
compensate for the small portions.

1 0.88% I need more flyer dollars. I am forced to buy food an other supplies at other stores simply
because I can’t do it on campus. This needs to be changed.

1 0.88% I rarely eat on campus, but the times I have the food tends to upset my stomach. This
exclusively happens with food from the Den

1 0.88% I suggest that an alternative app to Bite is used for ordering food or more attention is placed
on managing and updating the Bite app. There were many issues like hours not being
updated and orders not being ready on time, which interfered with my schedule on
numerous occassions.

1 0.88% I think the student center food is decent, maybe add more fruit and veggie options, though.
Only for those who are trying to diet. If possible, we could maybe put an Italian, Chinese,
Japanese (sushi), and noodle chain on campus. I think putting a sports pub/bar on campus
would capture a lot of positive resident attention. One complaint I will say is that the only
dining option open late at night is the flyer's den, which is tough for people who are trying to
avoid eating fried food all of the time. I wish there were more healthier options on campus
that stayed open later.

1 0.88% I thought it was difficult as a commuter to eat on campus. The bite app was extremely
difficult to use and I felt there was no space for you to eat on campus. I would rather order in
person, less complicated

1 0.88% I would be excited if Lewis offered improved food quality at a great value for the students.
Some of the dining food quality has decreased in quality over the years!

1 0.88% If there were more chain restaurants on campus (Chick-fil-a, Dunkin’, Taco Bell) I believe
dining would be a bit better. My main issue is the location, as I am primarily a business
student and need to walk across the entire campus to get food or Starbucks. There should
definitely be a Starbucks in the Borromeo campus, or some sort of free delivery system.

1 0.88% Keep heeding the suggestions from the students; adding more variety and hours of
operation would be helpful, especially for the C-store, University students are up long hours

1 0.88% Lack of variety (two different places both serving chicken wings on the same day for lunch).
Also, the wait time can get unnecessarily long.

1 0.88% Laverna and brown is super busy for dinner! Some of the students think the best solution is
to open dinner at 4:30 so there isn't such a big rush at 5:00. I love the improvements from
last year.

1 0.88% Lewis dining has been outstanding. I would only change the hours to make more sense,
such as the den and courtyard being open at popular times lunch and dinner are eaten at.

1 0.88% longer hours on weekends. LOVE THE ALL DAY BREAKFAST BAGELS AT CHARLIES.
SO MUCH.

1 0.88% Maybe at least try to lay out more food if a particular food item is almost gone so that
students won't have to wait patiently or impatiently for that matter.

1 0.88% More allergy friendly choices

1 0.88% -more consistency with each meal (flavor, seasoning, preparation)

1 0.88% More dining options during breaks for students that have to stay on campus. Maybe another
dining option or add a fast food option

1 0.88% More diversity in ingredients and variety in recipes would be nice. I think quality has been
going up as of late. Would be nice to continue seeing this. Also better food on weekends
needs to start happening. I wish on campus restaurants were a thing. Would make it nice.
Moreover, prices for food need to be cut down. Food is way too expensive for what you are
getting.

1 0.88% more gluten free options!!!!!

1 0.88% More healthy options available

1 0.88% More hours would be nice. More ways/places to spend Flyer dollars. Going back to money
meal plan instead of swipes so you get more for your money.

1 0.88% more salad options and quality food

1 0.88% More selections for food

1 0.88% More variety of foods, especially healthy ones. The overall meal plan is losing a lot of value.
The previous meal plan was MUCH better because we had control over where we wanted to
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use our money.

1 0.88% More vegetarian options available, not just salad or cheese pizza.

1 0.88% Much of this semester, I did not utilize dining on campus. The options for meals at the
Brown dining center were not diverse, and not friendly to people with allergies.

1 0.88% My room mate and I eat off campus as much as possible as the food this year is worse then
any other year. The staff are wonderful and are always very friendly. The problem I have is
with the food. More times than I can count, my room mate and I's orders were wrong or
undercooked. I have had friends that have gotten sick from eating on campus. A few of them
took a covid test and quarantined because of it.

1 0.88% N/a

1 0.88% Need more community, can’t sit with friends. Need to get food much faster, workers are slow
and sometimes rude

1 0.88% Need more late night/ weekend options for programs such as the BAC TO BSN where we
are there late night and early Saturday mornings. We have very little food options in the
nursing building or around that are available to us as off campus students.

1 0.88% need more variety of meal of the day in brown. Need to allow more options for meal combos
because many of the courtyard and flyers den options you have to pay cash for.

1 0.88% Needs a little bit more of a variety of food.

1 0.88% Needs better food quality, usually has very little flavor.

1 0.88% None.

1 0.88% not applicable

1 0.88% only being able to use the app to get food was very frustrating and didn’t work the majority of
the time.

1 0.88% Overall fine, weekend hours make things much more difficult though to plan food to eat, that
I actually like, for example- the courtyard.

1 0.88% Overall, Dining definitely needs more options. We have very limited “American” choices,
more diversity needs to be seen in our food halls.

1 0.88% PLEASE add variety to the menus and give us more food for meal swipes

1 0.88% please get outside vendors other than Sodexo. Restaurant chains, BETTER food vendors,
anything along the lines of schools like Ball State University, Bradley University, or even
Illinois State U. PLEASE REPLACE SODEXO.

1 0.88% Please get rid of Sodexo their food tastes like cardboard and frequently makes me ill.

1 0.88% Please stop using Sodexo for food I have gotten food poisoning more than once from Lewis
dining.

1 0.88% Possibly add another dining hall near the center of campus.

1 0.88% Provide more proteinous foods

1 0.88% Quality of food is poor and number of locations and variety is bad.

1 0.88% Quality over quantity. Food is too expensive

1 0.88% Serving size and quality of food need to improve

1 0.88% Simple Comfort food would go a long way as opposed to unique entrees that sometimes
students get disappointed with.

1 0.88% Sodexo was not the best. When their contract was going to be up, the improved their food
quality, but it went down quickly again. They are not serving kids quality food.

1 0.88% Some need to give out more food.

1 0.88% Tables need to be cleaned off more often otherwise the food is satisfying.

1 0.88% Taste must be improved.

1 0.88% Terrible

1 0.88% Terrible quality this year especially. I could not even get napkins or ketchup most of the
time.

1 0.88% The amount of flyer dollars given is not enough with the swipes and the swipe systems was
unnecessary because the school is obviously unprepared for it. We should be able to have
leftover swipes/cash AT LEAST rolled over to the spring semester because having 63
swipes left was such a waste of my money that I could've had for later or given back to me.
Rip off

over the past 3 years. Moving to a meal swipe option was also a terrible change.

1 0.88% I have some real issues with the cleanliness of the facilities.

1 0.88% I just think that meal plan three should get you a little more to eat everyday, because a
“meal” at courtyard or den is not a meal, and you don’t have much flyer dollars to
compensate for the small portions.

1 0.88% I need more flyer dollars. I am forced to buy food an other supplies at other stores simply
because I can’t do it on campus. This needs to be changed.

1 0.88% I rarely eat on campus, but the times I have the food tends to upset my stomach. This
exclusively happens with food from the Den

1 0.88% I suggest that an alternative app to Bite is used for ordering food or more attention is placed
on managing and updating the Bite app. There were many issues like hours not being
updated and orders not being ready on time, which interfered with my schedule on
numerous occassions.

1 0.88% I think the student center food is decent, maybe add more fruit and veggie options, though.
Only for those who are trying to diet. If possible, we could maybe put an Italian, Chinese,
Japanese (sushi), and noodle chain on campus. I think putting a sports pub/bar on campus
would capture a lot of positive resident attention. One complaint I will say is that the only
dining option open late at night is the flyer's den, which is tough for people who are trying to
avoid eating fried food all of the time. I wish there were more healthier options on campus
that stayed open later.

1 0.88% I thought it was difficult as a commuter to eat on campus. The bite app was extremely
difficult to use and I felt there was no space for you to eat on campus. I would rather order in
person, less complicated

1 0.88% I would be excited if Lewis offered improved food quality at a great value for the students.
Some of the dining food quality has decreased in quality over the years!

1 0.88% If there were more chain restaurants on campus (Chick-fil-a, Dunkin’, Taco Bell) I believe
dining would be a bit better. My main issue is the location, as I am primarily a business
student and need to walk across the entire campus to get food or Starbucks. There should
definitely be a Starbucks in the Borromeo campus, or some sort of free delivery system.

1 0.88% Keep heeding the suggestions from the students; adding more variety and hours of
operation would be helpful, especially for the C-store, University students are up long hours

1 0.88% Lack of variety (two different places both serving chicken wings on the same day for lunch).
Also, the wait time can get unnecessarily long.

1 0.88% Laverna and brown is super busy for dinner! Some of the students think the best solution is
to open dinner at 4:30 so there isn't such a big rush at 5:00. I love the improvements from
last year.

1 0.88% Lewis dining has been outstanding. I would only change the hours to make more sense,
such as the den and courtyard being open at popular times lunch and dinner are eaten at.

1 0.88% longer hours on weekends. LOVE THE ALL DAY BREAKFAST BAGELS AT CHARLIES.
SO MUCH.

1 0.88% Maybe at least try to lay out more food if a particular food item is almost gone so that
students won't have to wait patiently or impatiently for that matter.

1 0.88% More allergy friendly choices

1 0.88% -more consistency with each meal (flavor, seasoning, preparation)

1 0.88% More dining options during breaks for students that have to stay on campus. Maybe another
dining option or add a fast food option

1 0.88% More diversity in ingredients and variety in recipes would be nice. I think quality has been
going up as of late. Would be nice to continue seeing this. Also better food on weekends
needs to start happening. I wish on campus restaurants were a thing. Would make it nice.
Moreover, prices for food need to be cut down. Food is way too expensive for what you are
getting.

1 0.88% more gluten free options!!!!!

1 0.88% More healthy options available

1 0.88% More hours would be nice. More ways/places to spend Flyer dollars. Going back to money
meal plan instead of swipes so you get more for your money.

1 0.88% more salad options and quality food

1 0.88% More selections for food

1 0.88% More variety of foods, especially healthy ones. The overall meal plan is losing a lot of value.
The previous meal plan was MUCH better because we had control over where we wanted to
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use our money.

1 0.88% More vegetarian options available, not just salad or cheese pizza.

1 0.88% Much of this semester, I did not utilize dining on campus. The options for meals at the
Brown dining center were not diverse, and not friendly to people with allergies.

1 0.88% My room mate and I eat off campus as much as possible as the food this year is worse then
any other year. The staff are wonderful and are always very friendly. The problem I have is
with the food. More times than I can count, my room mate and I's orders were wrong or
undercooked. I have had friends that have gotten sick from eating on campus. A few of them
took a covid test and quarantined because of it.

1 0.88% N/a

1 0.88% Need more community, can’t sit with friends. Need to get food much faster, workers are slow
and sometimes rude

1 0.88% Need more late night/ weekend options for programs such as the BAC TO BSN where we
are there late night and early Saturday mornings. We have very little food options in the
nursing building or around that are available to us as off campus students.

1 0.88% need more variety of meal of the day in brown. Need to allow more options for meal combos
because many of the courtyard and flyers den options you have to pay cash for.

1 0.88% Needs a little bit more of a variety of food.

1 0.88% Needs better food quality, usually has very little flavor.

1 0.88% None.

1 0.88% not applicable

1 0.88% only being able to use the app to get food was very frustrating and didn’t work the majority of
the time.

1 0.88% Overall fine, weekend hours make things much more difficult though to plan food to eat, that
I actually like, for example- the courtyard.

1 0.88% Overall, Dining definitely needs more options. We have very limited “American” choices,
more diversity needs to be seen in our food halls.

1 0.88% PLEASE add variety to the menus and give us more food for meal swipes

1 0.88% please get outside vendors other than Sodexo. Restaurant chains, BETTER food vendors,
anything along the lines of schools like Ball State University, Bradley University, or even
Illinois State U. PLEASE REPLACE SODEXO.

1 0.88% Please get rid of Sodexo their food tastes like cardboard and frequently makes me ill.

1 0.88% Please stop using Sodexo for food I have gotten food poisoning more than once from Lewis
dining.

1 0.88% Possibly add another dining hall near the center of campus.

1 0.88% Provide more proteinous foods

1 0.88% Quality of food is poor and number of locations and variety is bad.

1 0.88% Quality over quantity. Food is too expensive

1 0.88% Serving size and quality of food need to improve

1 0.88% Simple Comfort food would go a long way as opposed to unique entrees that sometimes
students get disappointed with.

1 0.88% Sodexo was not the best. When their contract was going to be up, the improved their food
quality, but it went down quickly again. They are not serving kids quality food.

1 0.88% Some need to give out more food.

1 0.88% Tables need to be cleaned off more often otherwise the food is satisfying.

1 0.88% Taste must be improved.

1 0.88% Terrible

1 0.88% Terrible quality this year especially. I could not even get napkins or ketchup most of the
time.

1 0.88% The amount of flyer dollars given is not enough with the swipes and the swipe systems was
unnecessary because the school is obviously unprepared for it. We should be able to have
leftover swipes/cash AT LEAST rolled over to the spring semester because having 63
swipes left was such a waste of my money that I could've had for later or given back to me.
Rip off
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1 0.88% the dining at lewis is the worst part about lewis. the food is gross and needs to be changed
drastically

1 0.88% The dining hall staff is sometimes very rude or not very open to questions or individual
preferences. There could be more generic options available.

1 0.88% The dining hours should be better, and I think we should have more options, like a Chipotle,
or Chick fil a

1 0.88% The dining services are very slow! You can never drop in and grab something quick. The
lines are typically too long. Also, the portion sizes are small and variety is not there.

1 0.88% The food is good. Not a lot of variety for vegans beside salad. Not a crazy amount of variety
in general. Courtyard is also overpriced

1 0.88% The food is great I just think items that can be purchased with Flyer Dollars are too
expensive.

1 0.88% The food is really bad here, I don't even want to pay for a meal plan. The food is either too
hard or cold half the time, and the other half it's not correct. Things never really get better
either, they try to fix things but it just isnt great, I'd rather make my own food then pay
$2,000 for food that makes me sick.

1 0.88% The food is terrible about 80% of the time. There is no variety. Please work on this, I
sometimes skip meals because the food is that bad

1 0.88% The food was so awful I would get sick every time I ate and had so many complaints. Also
not many options for people with allergies or for healthy eating in general. I got off of the
meal plan and haven’t been sick from food since (I eat all organic and gluten free and cook
for myself)

1 0.88% THE MEAL PLANS ARE WAY TO EXPENSIVE. I have been paying probably the same
amount for meal plan 2 for the past three years, yet the value for my bucks have gone down
significantly. I barely have any money to buy extra snacks outside of my meal swipes. The
meal swipes suck because you barely get any food anymore. I am tired of spending so
much money and not getting the value of the money. I could spend way less money if I did
grocery shopping on my own but I am forced to have a meal plan if I live on campus and I
live on campus because I am an athlete and I have to be here all day anyway. Lewis needs
to shape up, everyone is tired of it.

1 0.88% The price of meal plans are insanely over priced. The cost of the union is much more than
most restaurants in the area for much worse quality. The c store prices are almost ridiculous
at how inflated they are for a non profit university. The fact that meal swipes and cash do not
roll over is very bad and just appears that the university take as much money as they can.

1 0.88% The workers never have orders right and a lot of them don’t understand students because
they don’t speak english that well.

1 0.88% There are extremely limited healthy options and healthy options (fruit or salad) are often not
the most appetizing (old, underripe, mushy, brown).

1 0.88% There should be more food options, especially available for meal swipe options. There are
very few healthy meal swipe options on campus and it gets boring eating the same meals
every day. The student center also has gotten worse with the variety of food. During the
2019-2020 school year there was much more variety with the foods served at the student
center. Also when the student center is serving something other than chicken it's only
served during lunch and not dinner, but no one I know eats at the student center for lunch.
In regards to Covid, the delivery service was not good. The time slots to order and for food
delivery were very early for the meals. Students who are in isolation should not just be
limited to student center food.

1 0.88% There should be more food variety, such as how the dining hall does in one part of its
section.

1 0.88% To have more options with food choices.

1 0.88% Too expensive for the quality.

1 0.88% very disgusting food, some workers are are very nice some aren’t. mainly just food is really
gross, dining times used to be much more accessible in the past years.

1 0.88% Very good offers, I liked it

1 0.88% Very terrible and quality has been declining. Was major reason to live off campus + it was
cheaper and better quality

1 0.88% We need more food options on campus because Sodexo has made me just want to eat off
campus and make my own food due to the bad quality and lack of variety.

1 0.88% Would like to see a change in the food choices, we need more of a variety.

114 Respondents
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any other year. The staff are wonderful and are always very friendly. The problem I have is
with the food. More times than I can count, my room mate and I's orders were wrong or
undercooked. I have had friends that have gotten sick from eating on campus. A few of them
took a covid test and quarantined because of it.

1 0.88% N/a

1 0.88% Need more community, can’t sit with friends. Need to get food much faster, workers are slow
and sometimes rude

1 0.88% Need more late night/ weekend options for programs such as the BAC TO BSN where we
are there late night and early Saturday mornings. We have very little food options in the
nursing building or around that are available to us as off campus students.

1 0.88% need more variety of meal of the day in brown. Need to allow more options for meal combos
because many of the courtyard and flyers den options you have to pay cash for.

1 0.88% Needs a little bit more of a variety of food.

1 0.88% Needs better food quality, usually has very little flavor.

1 0.88% None.

1 0.88% not applicable

1 0.88% only being able to use the app to get food was very frustrating and didn’t work the majority of
the time.

1 0.88% Overall fine, weekend hours make things much more difficult though to plan food to eat, that
I actually like, for example- the courtyard.

1 0.88% Overall, Dining definitely needs more options. We have very limited “American” choices,
more diversity needs to be seen in our food halls.

1 0.88% PLEASE add variety to the menus and give us more food for meal swipes

1 0.88% please get outside vendors other than Sodexo. Restaurant chains, BETTER food vendors,
anything along the lines of schools like Ball State University, Bradley University, or even
Illinois State U. PLEASE REPLACE SODEXO.

1 0.88% Please get rid of Sodexo their food tastes like cardboard and frequently makes me ill.

1 0.88% Please stop using Sodexo for food I have gotten food poisoning more than once from Lewis
dining.

1 0.88% Possibly add another dining hall near the center of campus.

1 0.88% Provide more proteinous foods

1 0.88% Quality of food is poor and number of locations and variety is bad.

1 0.88% Quality over quantity. Food is too expensive

1 0.88% Serving size and quality of food need to improve

1 0.88% Simple Comfort food would go a long way as opposed to unique entrees that sometimes
students get disappointed with.

1 0.88% Sodexo was not the best. When their contract was going to be up, the improved their food
quality, but it went down quickly again. They are not serving kids quality food.

1 0.88% Some need to give out more food.

1 0.88% Tables need to be cleaned off more often otherwise the food is satisfying.

1 0.88% Taste must be improved.

1 0.88% Terrible

1 0.88% Terrible quality this year especially. I could not even get napkins or ketchup most of the
time.

1 0.88% The amount of flyer dollars given is not enough with the swipes and the swipe systems was
unnecessary because the school is obviously unprepared for it. We should be able to have
leftover swipes/cash AT LEAST rolled over to the spring semester because having 63
swipes left was such a waste of my money that I could've had for later or given back to me.
Rip off
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1 0.88% the dining at lewis is the worst part about lewis. the food is gross and needs to be changed
drastically

1 0.88% The dining hall staff is sometimes very rude or not very open to questions or individual
preferences. There could be more generic options available.

1 0.88% The dining hours should be better, and I think we should have more options, like a Chipotle,
or Chick fil a

1 0.88% The dining services are very slow! You can never drop in and grab something quick. The
lines are typically too long. Also, the portion sizes are small and variety is not there.

1 0.88% The food is good. Not a lot of variety for vegans beside salad. Not a crazy amount of variety
in general. Courtyard is also overpriced

1 0.88% The food is great I just think items that can be purchased with Flyer Dollars are too
expensive.

1 0.88% The food is really bad here, I don't even want to pay for a meal plan. The food is either too
hard or cold half the time, and the other half it's not correct. Things never really get better
either, they try to fix things but it just isnt great, I'd rather make my own food then pay
$2,000 for food that makes me sick.

1 0.88% The food is terrible about 80% of the time. There is no variety. Please work on this, I
sometimes skip meals because the food is that bad

1 0.88% The food was so awful I would get sick every time I ate and had so many complaints. Also
not many options for people with allergies or for healthy eating in general. I got off of the
meal plan and haven’t been sick from food since (I eat all organic and gluten free and cook
for myself)

1 0.88% THE MEAL PLANS ARE WAY TO EXPENSIVE. I have been paying probably the same
amount for meal plan 2 for the past three years, yet the value for my bucks have gone down
significantly. I barely have any money to buy extra snacks outside of my meal swipes. The
meal swipes suck because you barely get any food anymore. I am tired of spending so
much money and not getting the value of the money. I could spend way less money if I did
grocery shopping on my own but I am forced to have a meal plan if I live on campus and I
live on campus because I am an athlete and I have to be here all day anyway. Lewis needs
to shape up, everyone is tired of it.

1 0.88% The price of meal plans are insanely over priced. The cost of the union is much more than
most restaurants in the area for much worse quality. The c store prices are almost ridiculous
at how inflated they are for a non profit university. The fact that meal swipes and cash do not
roll over is very bad and just appears that the university take as much money as they can.

1 0.88% The workers never have orders right and a lot of them don’t understand students because
they don’t speak english that well.

1 0.88% There are extremely limited healthy options and healthy options (fruit or salad) are often not
the most appetizing (old, underripe, mushy, brown).

1 0.88% There should be more food options, especially available for meal swipe options. There are
very few healthy meal swipe options on campus and it gets boring eating the same meals
every day. The student center also has gotten worse with the variety of food. During the
2019-2020 school year there was much more variety with the foods served at the student
center. Also when the student center is serving something other than chicken it's only
served during lunch and not dinner, but no one I know eats at the student center for lunch.
In regards to Covid, the delivery service was not good. The time slots to order and for food
delivery were very early for the meals. Students who are in isolation should not just be
limited to student center food.

1 0.88% There should be more food variety, such as how the dining hall does in one part of its
section.

1 0.88% To have more options with food choices.

1 0.88% Too expensive for the quality.

1 0.88% very disgusting food, some workers are are very nice some aren’t. mainly just food is really
gross, dining times used to be much more accessible in the past years.

1 0.88% Very good offers, I liked it

1 0.88% Very terrible and quality has been declining. Was major reason to live off campus + it was
cheaper and better quality

1 0.88% We need more food options on campus because Sodexo has made me just want to eat off
campus and make my own food due to the bad quality and lack of variety.

1 0.88% Would like to see a change in the food choices, we need more of a variety.
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Q123. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' recreation offerings. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will
be personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent

84 100.00%

Count Percent

1 1.19% 1) The indoor and outdoor track are literally falling apart in places and the paint is wearing
thin. They need to be resurfaced... There is pavement showing in some places on the
outdoor track and they hurt so much when you're running and land in one of those spots.
Almost every other sport has gotten new equipment or locker rooms or flooring, except
track. 2) fix the sauna in the Pool room.

1 1.19% A lot of facilities feel like they are exclusively for the athletes even though they do not seem
to use them much

1 1.19% Athletes take up too much of the facilities which is unfair considering they recieve a lot of
gear, housing preferences, and scholarships. Each year they require more Powerhouse
time, take up the Field House time when they already have the Neil carey and the athletes
gym. Make the facilities bigger and have them share, not take priority over people who pay
more to be there and receive less.

1 1.19% CERTAIN ATHLETES (AKA: VOLLEYBALL AND BASKETBALL PLAYERS) HAVE BEEN
TAKING WEIGHTS FROM OUR ATHLETE WEIGHT ROOM. We could really benefit from
getting some new weights, especially dumbbells because a lot are missing and we cannot
do proper weight lifting when so much equipment is lost and missing.

1 1.19% Facilites are out of date. We need a bigger group exercise studio, spin class studio, lunch
room with a kitchen for staff who work in the building or healthy eating classes.

1 1.19% Free weight equipment should include better weights and bars and platform areas in the
powerhouse.

1 1.19% Have better communication between clubs for times in facilities.

1 1.19% I am a student-athlete so I would just say that the power house should be the gym for
athletes exclusively. I think if all the racks from the rec are moved to the power house it
would look way better for the student athletes to do weights there, similar to a D1
weightroom, because of the space.

1 1.19% I believe the recreation facilities on campus are great and I don't think much needs to
change. There is always an opportunity for students to do something involving working out
or playing pick up basketball.

1 1.19% I don't participate in the recreation activities

1 1.19% I don’t like going to the rec center when it’s too busy, and intramural volleyball was not
offered this semester.

1 1.19% I have only used the recreational facilities a few times and they are kept pretty clean and are
very nice.

1 1.19% i like our recreation facilities. i equipment is fairly new and it gets the job done, i don’t see a
point of staying long when trying to workout. the only thing i don’t love is the field house
flooring; the track is fine but the courts in the middle could use a little updating. the arena is
also very small for even a d2 school.

1 1.19% I liked all the opportunities Lewis provided

1 1.19% I love group exercise and the ability for students to workout in their own space separate from
athletics. Having student dedicated space allows a student to feel comfortable to workout at
their level and not be overrun by athletes or feel less confident in their abilities. Group
exercise is one of my favorite ways to exercise and meet people who share similar fitness
goals as me.

1 1.19% I love our group fitness classes, but the studio does need to be much bigger and more elite.
I would love to see a spin studio (not just utilizing a classroom). Having the Powerhouse
added a few years back was beneficial but with it being separate and in the back alley of the
university, it’s not ideal. Overall the recreation center needs an entire redo - it’s very
outdated.

1 1.19% I love the Lewis forest trails!

1 1.19% I take some of the Zumba and kick boxing classes offered. Samantha Stevenson is THE
BEST! She always has the best music, she’s very positive and such a great motivator. She
makes the classes easy for all fitness types!

1 1.19% I thin the recreation center is doing a great job of keeping students informed about events.

1 1.19% I think more attention should go towards those who play sports on campus. Maybe having a
fans section or pep rally for the sports events. Even though I know it won't be anything like a
football game, we can still add hype and drive more people to go to the games.
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Q123. Please feel free to provide any comments or suggestions related to Lewis' recreation offerings. All comments will be shared with Lewis' administration, but none will
be personally attributable to any individual.

Count Percent

84 100.00%

Count Percent
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thin. They need to be resurfaced... There is pavement showing in some places on the
outdoor track and they hurt so much when you're running and land in one of those spots.
Almost every other sport has gotten new equipment or locker rooms or flooring, except
track. 2) fix the sauna in the Pool room.

1 1.19% A lot of facilities feel like they are exclusively for the athletes even though they do not seem
to use them much

1 1.19% Athletes take up too much of the facilities which is unfair considering they recieve a lot of
gear, housing preferences, and scholarships. Each year they require more Powerhouse
time, take up the Field House time when they already have the Neil carey and the athletes
gym. Make the facilities bigger and have them share, not take priority over people who pay
more to be there and receive less.

1 1.19% CERTAIN ATHLETES (AKA: VOLLEYBALL AND BASKETBALL PLAYERS) HAVE BEEN
TAKING WEIGHTS FROM OUR ATHLETE WEIGHT ROOM. We could really benefit from
getting some new weights, especially dumbbells because a lot are missing and we cannot
do proper weight lifting when so much equipment is lost and missing.

1 1.19% Facilites are out of date. We need a bigger group exercise studio, spin class studio, lunch
room with a kitchen for staff who work in the building or healthy eating classes.

1 1.19% Free weight equipment should include better weights and bars and platform areas in the
powerhouse.

1 1.19% Have better communication between clubs for times in facilities.

1 1.19% I am a student-athlete so I would just say that the power house should be the gym for
athletes exclusively. I think if all the racks from the rec are moved to the power house it
would look way better for the student athletes to do weights there, similar to a D1
weightroom, because of the space.

1 1.19% I believe the recreation facilities on campus are great and I don't think much needs to
change. There is always an opportunity for students to do something involving working out
or playing pick up basketball.

1 1.19% I don't participate in the recreation activities

1 1.19% I don’t like going to the rec center when it’s too busy, and intramural volleyball was not
offered this semester.

1 1.19% I have only used the recreational facilities a few times and they are kept pretty clean and are
very nice.

1 1.19% i like our recreation facilities. i equipment is fairly new and it gets the job done, i don’t see a
point of staying long when trying to workout. the only thing i don’t love is the field house
flooring; the track is fine but the courts in the middle could use a little updating. the arena is
also very small for even a d2 school.

1 1.19% I liked all the opportunities Lewis provided

1 1.19% I love group exercise and the ability for students to workout in their own space separate from
athletics. Having student dedicated space allows a student to feel comfortable to workout at
their level and not be overrun by athletes or feel less confident in their abilities. Group
exercise is one of my favorite ways to exercise and meet people who share similar fitness
goals as me.

1 1.19% I love our group fitness classes, but the studio does need to be much bigger and more elite.
I would love to see a spin studio (not just utilizing a classroom). Having the Powerhouse
added a few years back was beneficial but with it being separate and in the back alley of the
university, it’s not ideal. Overall the recreation center needs an entire redo - it’s very
outdated.

1 1.19% I love the Lewis forest trails!

1 1.19% I take some of the Zumba and kick boxing classes offered. Samantha Stevenson is THE
BEST! She always has the best music, she’s very positive and such a great motivator. She
makes the classes easy for all fitness types!

1 1.19% I thin the recreation center is doing a great job of keeping students informed about events.

1 1.19% I think more attention should go towards those who play sports on campus. Maybe having a
fans section or pep rally for the sports events. Even though I know it won't be anything like a
football game, we can still add hype and drive more people to go to the games.

1 1.19% I think that the power house could definitely use an expansion and upgrade

1 1.19% I was really looking forward to taking advantage of the recreation offerings at Lewis. Again,
as a commuter I had no idea how to go about using them. A lot of the amenities feel very
closed off to commuters and made specifically for athletes. Lewis has many commuters that
would love to take advantage of these spaces but it is not a comfortable environment. I
would love to swim laps, but I do not know when or where to go. Also, I have been at Lewis
2 years and I do not know where the nature trail is at. I think more of a public gym style, for
students to come and go, with later hours would suit Lewis well.

1 1.19% I wish their were more hours in the morning to get access to Powerhouse

1 1.19% I wish there would be more variety of weights in the recreation and fitness center.

1 1.19% I would like to see this offering become more friendly to commuters.

1 1.19% I would love to see a larger/updated powerhouse on campus.

1 1.19% I'd like to see more unique experiences like maybe obstacle course races on weekends,
bow and arrow co tests, etc. I would like raffles giving away cool prizes like a TV or a pair of
headphones.

1 1.19% I’m very satisfied with Lewis rec, keep it up.

1 1.19% Idc

1 1.19% If we had indoor Yoga or workout classes in the recreation center, I would definitely join.
Most do not prefer to workout outdoors.

1 1.19% Intermural staff is awesome!

1 1.19% it good

1 1.19% It would be more convenient to have one location for machines and free weights rather than
2 far locations

1 1.19% It would be nice to have a bigger facility for the free weights. Also a track that is lifted so that
you are separated from everyone on the court would be nice. Each building could also use
an extra stair master. Also, there are rumors of a sauna on campus but I have never found it
and heard it doesn’t work. That would be a nice amenity to have.

1 1.19% It’s good for the most part.

1 1.19% Lewis has great recreational offerings. They just need to market them better. No one knows
theres a mini golf course next to Sheil Hall or a disc golf course behind the forest preserve.

1 1.19% love utilizing group exercise classes throughout the week! Powerhouse too!

1 1.19% Make an outdoor hockey rink (concrete)

1 1.19% Maybe label all the weight lifting equipment and all the cardiovascular equipment as well.

1 1.19% More spin or zumba classes: virtual if needed

3 3.57% n/a

4 4.76% N/A

2 2.38% NA

1 1.19% Need a bigger gym overall. Not enough equipment or space

1 1.19% Needs a bigger and more complete recreation center

1 1.19% Needs more clarity with recreational clubs and how one can join and when meetings are. It's
often hard to find this information or students have to contact each group individually to find
the information.

1 1.19% no applicable this year

1 1.19% No comment.

1 1.19% No complaints

1 1.19% No need for suggestions because it's great as it is.

2 2.38% None

1 1.19% None.

1 1.19% none. keep up the good work.

1 1.19% not applicable

1 1.19% Not really recreation but would really love to have a actual NCAA men's wrestling team
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1 1.19% I think that the power house could definitely use an expansion and upgrade

1 1.19% I was really looking forward to taking advantage of the recreation offerings at Lewis. Again,
as a commuter I had no idea how to go about using them. A lot of the amenities feel very
closed off to commuters and made specifically for athletes. Lewis has many commuters that
would love to take advantage of these spaces but it is not a comfortable environment. I
would love to swim laps, but I do not know when or where to go. Also, I have been at Lewis
2 years and I do not know where the nature trail is at. I think more of a public gym style, for
students to come and go, with later hours would suit Lewis well.

1 1.19% I wish their were more hours in the morning to get access to Powerhouse

1 1.19% I wish there would be more variety of weights in the recreation and fitness center.

1 1.19% I would like to see this offering become more friendly to commuters.

1 1.19% I would love to see a larger/updated powerhouse on campus.

1 1.19% I'd like to see more unique experiences like maybe obstacle course races on weekends,
bow and arrow co tests, etc. I would like raffles giving away cool prizes like a TV or a pair of
headphones.

1 1.19% I’m very satisfied with Lewis rec, keep it up.

1 1.19% Idc

1 1.19% If we had indoor Yoga or workout classes in the recreation center, I would definitely join.
Most do not prefer to workout outdoors.

1 1.19% Intermural staff is awesome!

1 1.19% it good

1 1.19% It would be more convenient to have one location for machines and free weights rather than
2 far locations

1 1.19% It would be nice to have a bigger facility for the free weights. Also a track that is lifted so that
you are separated from everyone on the court would be nice. Each building could also use
an extra stair master. Also, there are rumors of a sauna on campus but I have never found it
and heard it doesn’t work. That would be a nice amenity to have.

1 1.19% It’s good for the most part.

1 1.19% Lewis has great recreational offerings. They just need to market them better. No one knows
theres a mini golf course next to Sheil Hall or a disc golf course behind the forest preserve.

1 1.19% love utilizing group exercise classes throughout the week! Powerhouse too!

1 1.19% Make an outdoor hockey rink (concrete)

1 1.19% Maybe label all the weight lifting equipment and all the cardiovascular equipment as well.

1 1.19% More spin or zumba classes: virtual if needed

3 3.57% n/a

4 4.76% N/A

2 2.38% NA

1 1.19% Need a bigger gym overall. Not enough equipment or space

1 1.19% Needs a bigger and more complete recreation center

1 1.19% Needs more clarity with recreational clubs and how one can join and when meetings are. It's
often hard to find this information or students have to contact each group individually to find
the information.

1 1.19% no applicable this year

1 1.19% No comment.

1 1.19% No complaints

1 1.19% No need for suggestions because it's great as it is.

2 2.38% None

1 1.19% None.

1 1.19% none. keep up the good work.

1 1.19% not applicable

1 1.19% Not really recreation but would really love to have a actual NCAA men's wrestling team
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1 1.19% Outdated locker rooms and space- so sad the workout room looks and smells like the
1990’s

1 1.19% Please continue to fund the arts (theatre, art, music, etc)! We need equal representation to
the athletes. We are pursuing arts as a degree for our future and need full support from the
administration. The theatre and arts classes need to be more advertised throughout
campus.

1 1.19% Please open the recreation and fitness centers earlier in the morning.

1 1.19% PLEASE put a bubble over the turf field. it would be so nice and i believe it would bring a
huge attraction to the school athletically speaking

1 1.19% Pre-Covid group exercises were great. Zumba was great and brought a good crowd
promoting interactions with new students.

1 1.19% Recreation is fine, I dont typically use it but try putting money into other things that really
need it like the theatre department here! You have like 2 gyms on campus and one theatre
program that desperately needs more teachers and money.

1 1.19% Renovate varsity athlete weight room, too small and not enough equipment for athletes.
Make true locker rooms by football field

1 1.19% Swim locker rooms should have drains, group exercise later at night. I always have
class/practice during the times they are but i would love to go to them. Better room for
athletic training. It can feel cramped pretty easily. New timing system for swimming. Why are
we using a super outdated board, software, and pads? Also, a nutrition station would be
great for athletes leaving the rec and going straight to class. We can’t always go to Brown,
Courtyard or Charlie’s. Sometimes it wpould be nice to just be able to walk out of practice,
grab a HEALTHY snack, protein shake, or REAL fruit smoothie.

1 1.19% The gym needs to be updated badly. To small and way to cramped.

1 1.19% The gyms are too small and do not have enough equipment

1 1.19% The hours need to be available to students who are up late and would prefer to workout at
odd hours as opposed to having a restricted set of hours of operation forcing a lot of
students to be in a small space during the pandemic.

1 1.19% The student recreation center needs a facelift. The fieldhouse is extremely old and the
hoop/curtain system is older than dirt.

1 1.19% There has been barely any activities offered by Lewis recreation. Those which have been
offered aren't advertised well. More activities with flexible hours to accommodate for all
schedules would be nice.

1 1.19% They are currently fine.

1 1.19% They are okay, but the hours have been horrible since the pandemic.

1 1.19% Update the Powerhouse it looks like it la gonna fall apart

1 1.19% Upgrade the facilities. Put in outdoor basketaball court instead of having super old hoops in
a parking lot

1 1.19% We could use more space or more facilities since the powerhouse is almost always full.

1 1.19% We love the group fitness classes!!! The music is current and they always know the new
dances!!!

1 1.19% We need more areas to have activities/hang out space. There's currently no reason for
students to stay on campus

1 1.19% Would love more space for non-athlete students. It’s unfortunate that from essentially 2-7
the athletes get the entire recreation center. Moreover, I wish the powerhouse was within
the rec center. Something like that athlete weight room that ALL students have access to.

1 1.19% Would love to see a new indoor track facility built. The current track is small and difficult to
host meets
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