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Social Impact Analysis Summary

Residents of Champaign and Savoy are diverse and each individual family has unique needs and preferences 
for the future of the local high schools. The Social Impact Analysis of the Central High School Relocation 
Study examines some of the social dimensions of high school locations. Census data from 2000 and 
2010 was used to outline demographic characteristics of the district. “Walkingshed” maps displaying 
population and area amenities attempted to show geographical differences in social capital. Interviews with 
approximately 30 individuals were used to characterize stakeholder perceptions. 

Information from the Social Impact Analysis can help stakeholders weigh the merits and deficiencies 
of particular sites. National trends in school siting have changed several times in the past and ultimately 
no outside authority can mandate the best course of action for the Unit 4 community. As the discussion 
among the school board, parents, school staff, and the wider community continues, these pros and cons of 
proximity to population, connection to social networks, and stakeholder viewpoints should be discussed.

Executive Summary

Key Findings
• Population is currently most dense in the central part of the district, but growth is mostly occurring 

near the edges of the urbanized area. 

• Racial and ethnic groups are currently somewhat stratified, as are incomes, thus the locations of the 
high schools may benefit some residents more than others. A school located in the south or southwest 
part of the district might disproportionately impact lower income or minority families due to 
transportation burdens. 

• A school located in the core of the district would have direct access to more community resources and a 
larger resident social network. An edge school has the potential for access to significant social resources 
in the future but some sites have limiting land use constraints.

• The most common subjects of discussion among interviewees were facilities for athletics and other 
extracurricular activities, differences in location and accessibility, the need for significant building and 
facility improvements, and prioritizing educational programming.

• Other interview themes included equity, sustainability, history and tradition, planning for the future, the 
urgency of problems, and the decision-making process. 

• Each individual has her or his own priorities, many of which are in direct conflict with the priorities of 
other constituents. An analysis of the interviews does not produce a clear consensus of opinion, thus 
significant negotiations and compromises may be necessary in order to come up with a solution that is 
satisfactory for most people. 

• More public engagement would help the District quantify the strength of opinion about particular 
aspects of the future school. 

Central High School Relocation Study

Site Analyses
Current Location (eliminated from district options, but provides basis for comparison)
The current location of Central is near the densest areas of the district but is far from developing areas. The 
school is fairly close to areas with concentrated minority and low income populations, which is particularly 
beneficial because these populations may have less access to transportation. Central is in a neighborhood 
with many amenities for students, parents, and staff. In particular, it is near to many organizations and 
businesses in Downtown Champaign, parks, Illinois Terminal, and other schools.
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Alternative Core Location (Country Fair, Garwood, or Solon sites)
An alternative location within the core of the community would likely still be near to dense population 
areas but would probably be far from new housing developments. Depending on the location, access for 
minority and low income populations could be low or high. Other core sites have more businesses and 
organizations, parks, and schools nearby, but none are as dense as the resources in Downtown Champaign. 
Several core sites were eliminated from consideration because although they have good access to nearby 
amenities, land acquisition might require the use of eminent domain which could spark significant political 
controversy. 

Interview themes:
•	 Athletics and extracurriculars: At a core location, it is likely that many (although perhaps not all) 

of the extracurricular facilities could be onsite, enhancing participation in a location that is still 
fairly accessible to students and families. 

•	 Accessibility: Many students would still be able to walk or bike to an alternative core location.

•	 Building and facility improvements: With a new building, it could be designed to accommodate all 
desired functions, but it would likely not have the architectural charm of the old building.  

•	 Programming: The building could incorporate new programming needs, especially up-to-date 
vocational facilities. Both core locations are near to Centennial, thus it might be possible to share 
some programs. 

•	 Equity: An alternative core location may or may not be very accessible for minority or low income 
families. Discrepancies in facilities at the two high schools could be more equalized. 

•	 Sustainability: A new building could be very energy efficient. A location in the core of the 
community might still allow for high usage of active transportation modes. 

Interview themes:
•	 Athletics and extracurriculars: Central’s location works fairly well for most families in terms of 

extracurricular activities that happen at the school, because access is good. On the other hand, many 
people feel that participation in sports and other extracurriculars would be enhanced in terms 
of both quality and quantity at a site where facilities were all in one place. Some students have 
difficulty getting rides to practice locations. 

•	 Accessibility and location: Because the school is in the dense heart of the community, the potential 
for students to walk or bicycle to school is high. 

•	 Building and facility improvements: The building has high quality architecture but due to 
space and design constraints, some desired improvements might not be possible or might be too 
expensive. Space is a major issue. 

•	 Programming: It might be difficult to add additional vocational programs at the existing building. 
Most existing academic programs could continue to function at the current site, but storage and 
pull-out spaces are limited. 

•	 Equity: The current location is convenient for many minority and low income families. Many people 
feel that resource distribution between the two high schools is inequitable, however, because of the 
lack of facilities directly on Central’s campus. 

•	 Sustainability: Making use of the current building would conserve the resources already invested 
there. Active transportation modes are more possible at Central than most other locations. 

•	 History and tradition: Many people have a lot of nostalgia for the current building.

•	 Planning for the future: Adaptation to future technologies might be constrained in the current 
building. 
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•	 History and tradition: New traditions would develop at a new building but some historical 
grounding would be lost. 

•	 Planning for the future: Up to date technologies could be installed and the design could be more 
adaptable to future needs.

Fringe Location (North, Northwest, or South fringe sites)
A site on the edge of the community could be located in a developing part of the district but might 
discourage development on other edges of the community. It would also be relatively far from the areas that 
are currently most densely populated. A new school on the south or southwest edge of the district might 
place an unfair transportation burden on some minority or low income families. Few amenities currently 
exist near the fringe options, although it is likely that more would develop in the future if a school is built. 
The southern fringe sites might increase access to University of Illinois resources, especially in terms of 
the Illinois Research Park, but residential development might be constrained due to University ownership 
of land. The northwest fringe site is geographically close to Parkland College, but currently access is poor 
because the site is isolated by the interstates. The northern fringe sites may be near to many businesses but 
are less accessible from the majority of the urban area due to I-74. 

Interview themes:
•	 Athletics and extracurriculars: A school with ample acreage on the periphery of the community 

would allow onsite facilities for nearly all extracurricular activities. One potential drawback, 
however, is that lack of bus access (particularly at odd hours of the day) might discourage 
participation by low income families. 

•	 Accessibility and location: The number of people who could currently walk or bicycle to any of the 
fringe sites is significantly lower than the status quo, although with future housing developments 
those numbers would likely increase. With land use constraints it is unlikely that a fringe site would 
ever reach the numbers that are possible at the current site. 

•	 Building and facility improvements: With a new building, it could be designed to accommodate all 
desired functions, but it would likely not have the architectural charm of the old building.  

•	 Programming: A new building could incorporate new programming needs, especially up-to-date 
vocational facilities.

•	 Equality: Fringe locations could potentially be difficult for minority or low income families to 
access. Both high schools could have equal facilities, however. 

•	 Sustainability: A new building could be very energy efficient. Use of active transportation modes 
would likely be lower at an edge site.

•	 History and tradition: New traditions would develop at a new building but some historical 
grounding would be lost. 

•	 Planning for the future: Up to date technologies could be installed and the design could be more 
adaptable to future needs. Extra land might be available for future needs. 

Holly Nelson, a 2004 Central alum and masters student in the Department of Urban and Regional 
Planning at the University of Illinois, is the author of the Central High School Relocation Study. Professors 
Daniel Schneider, Brian Deal, and Ken Salo reviewed the study and provided feedback. Additional data 
were provided by staff at the Champaign Unit 4 School District. Many thanks to the 32 individuals who 
participated in interviews and for those who provided comments on the maps.

For more information, visit http://centralrelocationstudy.wordpress.com
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