
MANY CAMPUSES DECREASE ELECTRICAL USE

Many of the campuses that participated in the 2015–16 survey saw a decrease in 
electrical usage from 2014–15. While some of this decrease is due to the prevalence of 
changing to more energy-efficient light bulbs, it is critical to have a focus on continued 
electrical savings. 

Working with utility providers to understand and reduce peak load charges can benefit 
both the campus and the community. Consider investing in alternative fuel sources 
such as wind, solar, or geothermal. Encouraging students and staff to reduce usage is 
a proven methodology. Great strides are also being made in “Green Revolving Funds,” 
where the savings that are incurred from reducing electrical usage are then given back 
to fund additional energy projects.

“Cornell University utilizes data from over 1,200 
meters and over 1.3 million building control data 
points to optimize both the central plant and building 
energy systems.  The physical system data allows us 
to recognize opportunities for improvement and then 
verify performance in achieving desired outcomes.”

KELLEY YEOMANS | Cornell University

Replacing light fixtures 
with more efficient bulbs is 
critical—along with adding 
motion detectors, reducing 
phantom electrical charges, 
and encouraging behavior 
changes—to reduce usage 
and help decrease electrical 
costs on campus. 
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WATER USAGE RISES ON MOST CAMPUSES

Water usage among all campuses increased or remained the same between the 2014–15 
and 2015–16 survey, except for community colleges, which saw a decrease. Decreasing 
water usage is not only a benefit for drought areas, but can be a significant cost reduction 
for any school. Sewage and water costs, as well as the impact on communities, are all 
justified to reduce water consumption. 

Keeping faculty and students informed of water use can be critical. One campus noticed that
high water usage was likely due to an extensive horticulture training and research program. 
The chief financial officer discussed this high water usage with the faculty, who then offered 
various creative water-saving methods. When these methods were implemented the campus 
benefited from lower water usage, as well as teaching students about strong conservation 
practices. 

“The Key Facilities Metrics Survey allows us to not 
only see how we are performing year-to-year 
but also see how we are doing amongst our peer 
institutions. That helps us identify where we could 
see more savings through efficiency measures.”

KATIE GREER | Black Hills State University

Save money for your 
campus by installing 
water conservation 
devices such as 
xeriscaping landscape, 
rainwater harvesting, 
low-flow toilets, and
water miser faucets. 
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CAMPUSES PRODUCING MORE WASTE

Using the FTE student enrolled ratio 
for both recycled waste and garbage is 
powerful, as both students and staff can 
relate to it.

In 2015–16, community colleges created 
28 pounds of recycled waste and 71 
pounds of garbage annually, adding up 
to 99 pounds per FTE student enrolled. 
Compare that to the 2015–16 results 
where research universities produced 
124 pounds annually of recycling and 
253 pounds of garbage a year, per FTE 
student enrolled.

While community colleges decreased in 
the amount of garbage waste, all other 
school classifications saw an increase. 

“By actively having students and staff participate in 
Recyclemania, the campus recycles approximately 
26,000 pounds of  trash a year and saves about 32 
metric tons of  CO2.”

GENE GOOCH | McLennan Community College

Increase recycling on campus 
by adding more recycle 
stations, clearer signage, or 
implementing semi-annual 
shred days. Additionally, many 
institutions reduce garbage by 
composting organics.
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CARBON FOOTPRINT INCREASES FOR CAMPUSES

While most campuses saw a decrease in their carbon footprints annually in the 2014–15  
survey, this year’s survey saw an increase across all school classifications except for 
research universities.

Calculating your carbon footprint can seem daunting. While it is recommended that 
campuses conduct a more detailed study, not all can. Including basic metrics such as 
campus BTU and electrical in the Key Facilities Metrics Survey allows campuses to gauge 
their carbon footprint. This methodology includes only Scope 1 and 2 and is a preliminary 
gateway metric for an institution to understand its impact.

“We utilize the reporting metrics from both APPA 
and NACUBO as a means of  monitoring our 
performance and enhancing our strategy. We have 
incorporated these types of  measures in our balanced 
scorecard, and our management team fully embraces 
the value of  managing through facts and data.”

JAMES A. ANGELOSANTE | University of Washington

Utilize the Key 
Facilities Metrics 
Survey data to gauge 
your campus carbon 
footprint and advance 
and improve every 
year.
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