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State’s “Meet and Exceed” Criteria
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Methodology

The source data used by Advantage Analytics is publicly available and includes results on
the lllinois Student Achievement Test (ISAT) and financial information provided to the state
by school districts. While the state provides comparisons on ISAT results, the way it does so
makes it difficult to know how students are really doing. The “cut scores” the state uses to
categorize Meets, Exceeds, and so forth vary by subject and change from grade-to-grade
and from year-to-year. Advantage Analytics “normalizes” the data by creating an index
score that overcomes distortions that are inherent in the way the state reports ISAT scores
to provide a true comparative picture of their performance.

« Normalize data for the purpose of achieving comparability.
« State Average =100 for all:
Grades
Subjects
Years
* This is the same process as was used in District 41’s 2011 study.
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Effect on District 41 (and State)
of new cut scores (Meet and Exceed)
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Benchmark districts selected by D41":

*  Arlington Heights 25 « Kildeer Countryside 96

« Avoca 37 « LaGrange 102

«  Barrington 2203 « La Grange 105 South

- Batavia 1013 * LaGrange Highlands 106
 Butler 53 * Libertyville 70

«  Carol Stream 932 * Lincolnshire-Prairieview 103
« Deerfield 109 « Lombard 442

« Downers Grove 58 «  Margquardt 152

e  Dunlap 3233 «  Naperville 2033

e  Elmhurst 2053 *  North Shore 112
 Evanston 65 * Northbrook/Glenview 30
« Geneva 3043 « Orland 135

*  Glen Ellyn 892  Park Ridge 64

« Glenview 34 * Queen Bee 162
 Hinsdale 181 * River Forest 90

* Indian Prairie 2043 *  Schaumburg 54

« Kenilworth 38 St Charles 3033

*  Western Springs 101
Wheaton 2003

Notes: 1. District's selection committee — 2011 Glen Ellyn 41 *  Wilmette 39
2. Elementary feeder districts to High School District 87
3. Unit Districts
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ACADEMICS - READING



3'd Reading - below benchmark average
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Top 10% of State

Fit Comparison for 3rd Reading
RiskMormal{101.1287,4.7503)
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4th Reading - below benchmark average

4t Grade Reading
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Top 12% of State

Fit Comparison for 4th Grage Reading
RiskMNormal{100.7080,4.4011)
105.82 +om

87.7%
F 87.7%

0.12 -

0.10 A

0.08 A

Propartion
=
=
[=2]

0.04 4
0.02 4
0.00
u = u = T [ ] Lt
= - o = = o ]
ISAT Index

Source: 2013 ISBE Media data base

- ADVANTAGEANALYTICS
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics, llc



5th Reading - at benchmark average
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5t Grade Reading
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Top 8% of State

Fit Comparison for 5th Grade Reading
RiskMNormal({100.6363,3.58330)
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6! Reading - at benchmark average
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6" Grade Reading
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Top 6% of State

Fit Comparison for 6th Grade Reading
RiskLogistic[100.0526,2.0028)
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7" reading - at benchmark average
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Top 5% of State

Fit Comparison for 7th Grade Reading
RiskLogistic{99.9376,2.1325)
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8t Reading - at benchmark average
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Top 12% of State

Fit Comparison for 8th Grade Mathematics
RiskLognorm{27.553,4.2847, RiskShift{72.000))
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ACADEMICS - MATHEMATICS



3'd Math — middle of benchmarks
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Propartion

Top 8% of State

Fit Comparison for 3rd Grade Mathematics
RiskLogistic[100.6883,3.0144)
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4th Math - at benchmark average
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4th Grade Mathematics
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Propartion

Top 6% In State

Fit Comparison for 4th Grade Mathematics
RiskGamma(54.435,0.63524,RiskShift(55.41035))
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5t Math - above benchmark average
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5th Grade Mathematics
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Top 3% of State

Fit Comparison for 5th Grade Mathematics
RiskGamma(56.843,0.65138,RiskShift(52.49503])
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6th Math —below benchmark average
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6th Grade Mathematics
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Top 6% of State

Fit Comparison for 6th Grade Mathematics
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7t Math - at benchmark average
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7th Grade Mathematics
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Top 5% of State

Fit Comparison for 7th Grade Mathematics
RiskMormal({99.6530,4.4371)
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8th Math — below benchmark average
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8th Grade Mathematics
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Top 8% of State

Fit Comparison for 8th Grade Mathematics
RizkLognorm{27.553,4.2847 RiskShift[72000])
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ACADEMICS - SCIENCE



4™ Science — at benchmark average
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Propartion

State’s Top 14%

Fit Comparison for 4th Grade Science
RiskMormal(101.2151,5.2938)
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7™ Science — at benchmark average
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Top 10% of State

Fit Comparison for 7th Grade Science
RiskWeibull{5.1516,22.535,RiskShift(30211))
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ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE BY SUBJECT



OVERALL READING - at benchmark average

A

ADVANTAGEANALYTICS

Reading

115

00T= @5eIany 3)B]S ‘ Xapu| 3dUBWLIOLI




Propartion

Top 7% of State

Fit Comparison for READING
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MATHEMATICS - at benchmark average
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Top 5% of State

Fit Comparison for MATHEMATICS

RiskLoglLogistic(65.720,33.850,14442)
107.57 +oz

95.5% 4.5%
F 95.5% 4.5% 5

0.12 -

0.10 A

0.08 A

Propartion
=
=
[=2]

0.04 4
0.02 4
0.00
[ ] L = L = ut [} u
= = - o = = o ] o
ISAT Index

ADVANTAGEANALYTICS



SCIENCE - at benchmark average
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Top 13% of State

Fit Comparison for SCIENCE
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ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE BY GRADE
3RD 4TH 5TH gTH 7TH g gTH



3'd - at benchmark average
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Fit Comparison for 3rd Grade
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4th grade — about benchmark average
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4th Grade
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Top 10% of State

Fit Comparison for 4th Grade
RiskMormal(100.6377,4.55819)
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5t grade — above benchmark average
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Top 5% of State

Fit Comparison for 5th Grade
RiskLoglLogistic(56.860,43.000,18.036)
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6" grade — at benchmark average
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Top 9% of State

Fit Comparison for 6th Grade
RiskLoglLogistic(56.860,43.000,18.036)
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7™ grade - at benchmark average
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Top 6% of State

Fit Comparison for 7th Grade
RiskMNormal({100.2015,4.0490)
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8th grade — about benchmark average
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8th Grade
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Top 8% of State

Fit Comparison for 8th Grade
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ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE - OVERALL



Overall — about benchmark average

A

ADVANTAGEANALYTICS

Overall

115

00T= @5eIany 3)B]S ‘ Xapu| 3dUBWLIOLI




Propartion

Top 6% of State

Fit Comparison for District
RiskLoglLogistic(37.514,62.611,25.529)

106.72 o
04,595 5.5%%G
4+ 04,79 5.39%
0.14
0.12
0.10 4
0.08 4
0.06 4
0.04 4
0.02 4
0.00 =
[ ] L = L = ut [} u [ ]
= = - o = = o ] o
ISAT Index

ADVANTAGEANALYTICS



FINANCE



Property Tax as proportion of revenue

]

Property Tax Dominates Revenue Sources
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Revenue per student below benchmark average
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Expenses per student below benchmark average
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Budget surplus among benchmark districts
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Debt service among benchmark districts
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Performance ranking by school

N=: 2921 {2.20212,165i2.087:1,56951,392{1,387:2,202:2,165!2.087:1,695:1,392{1,38612,165:1,392i2,202}2,165:2,087}1,595:1,392:1,387:3,05613,056:2,885

ISAT Reading Mathematics Science Grade Subject
School Index | RANK | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th | 7th | 8th | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th | 7th | 8th | 4th | 7th | 3rd | 4th | 5th | 6th | 7th | 8th |ReadMath| Sci
Hadley Junior High School 1 10604! 350 | b lm9l BT f020 b 1490 94! 1280 145 ¢ 11320 91i 111i 394 351 436
iAbraham Lincoln Elem School ' 10584] 278 | 691 415] 188] "' 3815 282 179; i i 1602 4990 373! 1801 i 462
iBenjamin Franklin Elem School :11064: 69 @ 37:210; 58 & | i 75. 138 37, i G120
iChurchill Elem School 110428 556 | 463 625 638 | | 426 248 4200 | U U'BaMi U430 489: 485; . i 1725 487 692
{Forest Glen Elem School 109.12; 137 : 191} 119; 217: ~ © ¢ 01620 106; 72 i D211 1160 1241 1090 i 0 180i 107; 243
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District Rank Matrix
(2013 State Ranking of Normalized Data)

g 73 60 69

Ath 92 47 107 72
5th 55 25 33
6t 46 52 46
7th 37 39 86 44
gtn 50 59 58
ngaﬂ}ekz 52 35 92 39
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2012-2013 performance changes
(Arrows: large=ISAT Index, small=ISBE Meet & Exceed)
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Value profile of benchmark districts
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2013 Cost Benefit Profile
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State ranking cohort performance

Glen Ellyn 41
1
" Year 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
8th Graders 3 4 5 B 7 8
____________ Readingl 83 | 99 | 38 | 59 i 31 | so | 8th Note: The lower the
Mathematics 101 3l 41 A8 20 39 .
number, the higher the
ranking
7th Graders 3 4 5 b 7
Reading 125 1 36 53 37 7th
 Mathematics] | 77 36 | a3 | s2 | 39
oth Graders 3 4 5 ]
Reading ‘ i 128 i 55 | 63 16 6th
 Mathematics] = | i 76 | a1 i 8 | 52
5th Graders 3 4 5
Reading : : HEEC 55 5th
 Mathematics|] ¢ ! ! 75 i e | 25 |
Average Cohort Rank by Year
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013
Mean Rank 95 88 60 a7 47 45
Annual
Average Cohort Rank By Grade Improvement Rate
3 4 g B 7 8 Rate/Grade
Mean Rank 96 56 41 52 33 35 7.9%
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Overall cohort trend
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Based on districts with similar demographics
Glen Ellyn 41 exceeds expectations
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Summary — District 41

« Maintains top 40 position in state even with addition of Common
Core questions on ISAT tests.

* Areas needing the most attention:

— Science
— Sixth and eighth grades

* Value
— Good academic performance at lower than average cost

— EXceeds expectations based on other districts with similar student
makeup

— Strong finances



