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"Without a yardstick,
there is no measurement.
And without measurement,

there is no control.”

Pravin M. Shah
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Questions Arise

Is Glen Ellyn 41:

Effectively competing academically?
Financially sound and controlled?
Providing value for tax dollar?
Meeting expectations?
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To Answer Previous Questions

One Must Know:

What needs to be measured?

How should Glen Ellyn 41 be
compared?

With whom should Glen Ellyn 41 be
compared?

Where's the data?
What approach needs to be taken?
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What Needs to Be Addressed?

* Academics

* Finance
 Value

« Expectations
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What does Benchmarking Deliver?

* Prioritize opportunities for
improvement

* Locate your performance gaps

« Determine how well you compare to
others

« Experience best practices in action
* Promote internal process “ownership”

« Improve beyond the bounds of
traditional standards
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It's a Process
that Generates Results

1. Conduct Comparisons
& Measures

4. Implement ‘ . 2. Identify & Prioritize
Best Practices ‘ ' Improvement Opportunities

3. Tailor Best Practices
To Your District
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Agenda

Data Viability
Academic Performance
Fiscal Integrity

Value
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el

Data Viability

w
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CAUTION

All Is not what it seems!
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“"Meet and Exceed”
Doesn’'t Differentiate

w 2¥2

State top 25

. Hamplon Dist 29 .
Hollis Diat. 328
Jamaica Dist, 12....

1. Aosemor Dist. 78
1. Seimaville Dist. 10 :
1, Serset Risgs Dist, 28 [C).—....

1. Bannockbum DS 106 L)oo 1000
T/ R — |
1. Kanitworth Dist, 38 (C)...... e 1000
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ISBE Data/Information
Degradation

+ ISBE Raw Scores from
standardized Tests

- Raw scores "mapped” to ,‘
predefined scale scores
Scale
- Scale scores assigned to
four categories 3
Meet & + "Meet and Exceed" as basis
+ Report Card
Exceed g
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Scale Score “"Mapping” Vulnerable to Bias

Seems to be Modified
to “look good”

2011

Scabe Scare Ranges that Define Student Performian el

% on the 2011 1SAT Scales

Arademic Warning

s 17017
ISAT MATHEMATICS
‘“‘"""';"I'"”“"“ Babow Standards (0] Beets Stmndards (4]
Level Lewel 2

ISAT SCIENCE

Aunderni Wasming | o om | ow
Lty tevel 3

Source: ISBE Website 2011
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ISAT Measurements as
Supplied by ISBE

OVERALL DISTRICT 54 SCORE:
2006-2007
ISAT, IMAGE, 1AA
o

(Average)
DISTRICT | READING | MATH | SCIENCE | ALL TESTS |
2007 | 843 912 | 006 | 88.2
2006 | 818 | €88 | 905 | 86.1
ALL STUDENTS BY GRASE-LEVEL B
READING
GRADE | 3 T 4 I 5 | 3 1 7 | 8 ]
2007 | 787% | 83.9% 817% | B858% | 850% | 89.4% |
2006 | 785% | 81.7% 791% | 84.4% | 805% | 87.3% |
MATH
{_GRADE | 3 [ a4 [ 5 T "® T 71 1 8
{2007 | _912% | 926% 904% | 91.8% 90.4% | 90.9% |
[T 2006 | 901% | 891% | 873% | 90.7% 885% | 87.3% |
SCIENCE
GRADE 4 I i1
2007 | 90.8% 90.4%
2006 90.0% 91.0%
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“"Meet and Exceed” Criteria:
an Example

Reading Math Science

2006 ISAT District 54 819 88.8 90.5
Meet and Exceed %

18
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“"Meet and Exceed” Criteria
Gravely Misleading

N\

Reading | Math Science \
2006 ISAT District 54 819 88.8 905
Meet and Exceed %
2006 District 54 79 85 50
Scale Score Percentile \

/
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"Meet and Exceed” Criteria:
Not Effectively Responsive to Comparability

Considerable disparity inmeaning of "Exceed"”

19
5}
~
p

% Scores by Grade & Subject

Scores
v 3 2 50
10% -+ = || = - = - S — - = || =
0 1 1 16 1 1 a5 13 Percentile
add L= B B ‘ — ‘
. % % % % 3 3 Ly L > 2 2 L L
) 2 % R ) % )
S T e e T . %

Grade and Exam Subject

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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shape, gaps and distributions?

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc

SSSSSSSS
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Problems with "Meet & Exceed”
ISAT Standards

* Inconsistent

* Non comparable

* Misleading

* Quantitatively useless
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Opportunity for Improvement With
“"Meet and Exceed”

* Make amenable to comparability between
- Subjects,
- Grades,
- Years.

- Develop viability for comparing the same
subject for the same grade.

* Integrate with state data toward
focusing on needs of individual districts.
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HOW?
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© 2011 Advantage Analytics, LLC 12



Glen Ellyn 41
11/28/2011

—al®

Before knowing where we

want to go - we must have
knowledge of where we are! B

w
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Create Homogeneous Data
before Conversion to Information!

- Use scale scores (over 3 million tests)

* Derive Score Index for comparability of:
- Subjects
- Grades
- Years

- Seft state averages to 100
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Selection of
Benchmark Districts

Basis of Selection - Criteria
Academics

Size of district (pupils)
Demographics

Geographic proximity

Top ten districts in state

Feeder districts to Glenbard 87

oo s wN R
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Benchmark Districts Selected(1):
The Very Strong Competition!

Kildeer Countryside 96

* Arlington Heights 25 +  LaGrange 102
e Avoca 37 «  LaGrange 105 South
* Barrington 2203 +  La6range Highlands 106
e Batavia 1013 +  Libertyville 70
. e Lincolnshire-Prairieview 103
Butler 53 2 Lombard 442
+ Carol Stream 93 . Marquardt 152
+ Deerfield 109 + Naperville 2033
* Downers Grove 58 «  North Shore 112
+ Dunlap 3233 +  Northbrook/Glenview 30
e Elmhurst 2053 . l?rlﬁnlg;3564
« Evanston 65 +  Park Ridge
*  Geneva 3043 * Queen Bee 162
«  Glen Ellyn 892 *  River Forest 90
en - yn e Schaumburg 54
*+  Glenview 34 + St Charles 3033
* Hinsdale 181 +  Western Springs 101
e Indian Prairie 2043 *  Wheaton 2003
+  Kenilworth 38 © Wilmette 39

Notes: 1Districts selection committee - 2011 Glen Ellyn 41
2. Elementary feeder districts to High School District 87
3. Unit Districts
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Forward

el

Academic

Performance

ved
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3rd Reading
Below Benchmark Average

3rd Reading

115

=100

110

o5 ||I||IIII

ISATIndex , State District Average
8

8 ¢ ¢ b o e, b 650 %, G G4 8, B, Gy O, %
ol e o P % D 2 Ol 5,9 9k, %0, % %’s’ oSl 2 005, %@:’,&
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0%, % e, 2%, CRESENCRCS o, Y €, % % b7 e""’bo s s
s, B0 6 ¢ 7,;""9 Ve ep% % oy o BT DY R @\;:.gjo- s
oy Yo Rgs O & Uy
6, % _%)-%-
iz

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic

,
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3rd Reading

Top @ in State

Fit Comparison for 3rd R®ding
RiskBetaGeneral(37.421,28.788,57.048,133340)

105.09 +00
87.0% 13.0%
86.5% 13.5%
0.12
0.10
W ot
0.08 Minimum 8425
Maximum 113.89
Mean  100.00
StdDev 460
0.06 Values 736
‘ Minimum  57.05
0.04 Maximum  133.04
Mean  100.00
StdDev 460
0.02 \
0.00
2 0 s n )
*® e E1 b S

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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4th Reading
Middle of Elite Districts

115

ISAT Index , State District Average = 100
o o et
8 =l 5

)

4th Reading

MWWNIMIN\I\IIIHL.

o S 5 Y. %, 5, M % o, T % . T, % 0, 0%, G, b, TS @‘%
’é-a‘a‘.’i' SCRCNCMACYE) o 7%, 00 2 6596 %, O P B, P o 0.5
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S, BT g, Wl e SET 9 vy B
//)@.r? ,Q’ 2, qt%% G o o% 7 I 00’6
%, P
% £X %
%
%

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
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reserved

NA

Fit Comparison for 4th Re:
RiskNormal(100.0000,4.3071)

4th Reading
Top 7% in State

ading

106.13 +00

92.6%

92.3%

0.08

0.06

0.02

0.00

9 n
3 3

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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W ot

Minimum ~ 81.87
Maximum 11429
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 431
Values 741

= Normal

Minimum -
Maximum  +o
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 431
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115

=100

ISAT Index , State District Average
8

us m’ll
95

5t Reading
Above Benchmark Average

5th Reading

2
" c‘b&!f%:!"é & //[I oip ‘2’*‘:&’% 7%, %, G "'j’/’ Q’*,{;és:&@s\”t. %%,
‘0»’4’)% J%'{f’q,"o,,;%% % "’v"’% "JT,"V!{‘%%L; 0, 1,9, 6,,,6(,;%/: :’ "?'0
e, "'",,-;f’c/ 9, :ﬁ{&‘%“ﬂf?ﬁ' %%”e‘,}é@,"% %%
e s, % %
ot Y % 5,
RS T, 2
2
4

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

95.2%
95.0%
0.12
0.10
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00 hassmesen=t"y )
n o in o n
8 ] F 8 8

5th Reading
Upper 5% in State

Fit Comparison for 5th Reading
RiskLogistic(100.0213,2.1132)

+00

W ot

Minimum  89.36
Maximum 11243
Mean 100.00

StdDev 371
Values 744
= Logistic

Minimum oo
Maximum oo
Mean 10002

Std Dev 3.83

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, LLC
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6™ Reading

About Benchmark Average

6th Reading

=100

-
=3

ISAT Index , State District Average
=
8

s ||I
) x> 2

e % ) 4
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v %
o

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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NA

6'h Reading

Fit Comparison for 6th Reading
RiskLogLogistic(-36.634,136.58,67.331)

91.9%
92.4%

0.10

0.06

0.00

w S w s w o P
@ g @ g g 2 =

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Top 8% in State

+00

W ot

Minimum 8.0
Maximum 112.09
Mean  100.00
StdDev 359
Values 740

= LogLogistic

Minimum  -36.63
Maximum  +o
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 3.68
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=100

I

ISAT Index , State District Average
g

110 ||||||
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7th Reading
Below Average

7th Reading

5%, Q& S u b G g tp 0 e, ,%,%,
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%

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

7th Reading

Top 15% in State

Fit Comparison for 7th Reading
RiskNormal(100.0000,3.7532)

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

103.56
84.7% 15.3%
82.9% 17.1%
0.14
0.12
Input
0.10 LR
Minimum  89.45
Maximum 112.23
Mean  100.00
0.08 StdDev 375
Values 738
0.06 — Normal
Minimum -0
Maximum +00
0.04 Mean 100.00
\ Std Dev 3.75
0.00
n ° ° n
8 & 2 2

105

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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8™ Reading
Mid Benchmarking

8th Reading

=100

110

95

ISAT Index , State District Average
g
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database

Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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8'h Reading
Top 9% within State

Fit Comparison for 8th Reading
RiskLogLogistic(-73.956,173.93,103.76)

90.15

2.95
735

-73.96
40

3.04

91.2%
92.2%
0.16
0.14
0.12 W o
Minimum  90.15
0.10 Maximum  109.51
Mean  100.00
Std Dev
0.08 Values
L OgLOgistiC
0.06 Minimum  -73.96
Maximum
Mean 100.00
0.04 Std Dev
0.02
0.00
n
3

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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3rd Mathematics
Middle of Benchmarks

3rd Mathematics
115 -
e
8
a
3
110
g
3
2z
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8
3 105
g
&
=
3
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95
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o o b e
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G B g% by, f’o,:eg%ﬁ&& Gy B BT 0% qy%é%é"‘o% AR E A %% le;’o{r(f s
e R Y, % o % O %,
“%, % %, ¥ %
Y. % %
@

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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3rd Mathematics
In State's top10%

Fit Comparison for 3rd Math
RiskWeibull(3.9499,20.170,RiskShift(81.710))

89.7%
90.0%
0.09
0.08
0.07
W ot
0.06 Minimum 8432

Maximum 114,54
Mean 100.00

0.05 Std Dev 5.12
\ Values 736
00 \\\ — \Veibull
0.03 \ Minimum 8171
' \ e
N\ N
I

Std Dev 5.8

0.01
0.00
3 9 2 i i o i
® ® e < S E g =

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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4th Mathematics

About Bench Mark Average

115

110

95

4th Mathematics

ISAT Index , State District Average = 100
i =
3 2
5
o
%
iy
29
I
O
1
=———
(e
—
=

o 0% %

& 1 . %% 846 ¢
P o 2, n i, . 000,30, %, T M U IO NI
2 2. e G, ho2
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%, 2y 5, i) Ly
%@:“% “, o s % N 7 g
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%

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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0.01

0.00

4th Mathematics
In State's top 6%

Fit Comparison for 4th Math
RiskInvGauss(204.14,416264.60,RiskShift(-104.14))

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc

N

=)

+00

W ot
Minimum  82.00
Maximum  114.25

Mean 100.00
Std Dev 452
Values 741

= InvGauss

Minimum ~ -104.14

Maximum  +oo
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 452

115 &

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, LL

C

23



Glen Ellyn 41
11/28/2011

5th Mathematics
Mid Benchmark

95

ISAT Index , State District Average = 100
i = e
38 = S
i
. ————|
|
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5th Mathematics
2

o E S
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database

Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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5th Mathematics
Top 6% in State

Fit Comparison for 5th Math
171,11461.475,RiskShift(36.829))

107.84 +00
94.2%
94.7%

0.10

0.09

0.08
W ot

0.07 Minimum  88.09
Maximum 114.32

0.06 Mean  100.00
StdDev 469

00 Values 744
= InvGauss

0.04
Minimum 3683
Maximum  +oo

0.03 Mean 100.00
StdDev 469

0.02

0.01

0.00

2 0
2 4

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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6™ Mathematics

On Par with Benchmark

=100

&

ISAT Index , State District Average
b
8

6th Mathematics
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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NA

6™ Mathematics

Top 6% in State

Fit Comparison for 6th Math
RiskWeibull(3.7586,16.717,RiskShift(84.872))
106,63

93.6%

93.2%

0.01

0.00

9
3

n
3

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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W ot

Minimum ~ 85.88
Maximum 114.87
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 437
Values 739

— Weibull

Minimum ~ 84.87
Maximum  +o
Mean 99.97
Std Dev 4.48
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7" Mathematics
About Benchmark Norm

7th Mathematics
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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7th Mathematics
Top 7% in State

Fit Comparison for 7th Math
RiskLogistic(99.8936,2.3571)
106.57 +oo

93.0%
94.4% 5.6%

W ot

Minimum ~ 87.70
Maximum 115.24
Mean 100.00
Std Dev 4.18

Values 738
= Logistic

Minimum oo
Maximum oo
Mean 99.89

Std Dev 4.28

w s s 0 s o S
@ @ g g e 2 8

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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8th Mathematics

8th Mathematics

115
110
£ 105
0 |
2

o

1SATIndex , State District Average =100
8

o
(]

o
T R e R %, O, G B B, &5 &5 &5 MR, G & O£, 0, G4
e S S i,
S A SRS R Senk G ) SR S0 S e e S5 8 0, O e e 6%,
G2 S (S T T8, o o 6.9 % %, 2 N SRS A Er P N
& e © S0 20 QoS 6 S, 8 OS50 20 e B B0 S0 %
‘!f/oz,%% %4'5;9 3%‘7\,@‘?&)&%@;&% g%@,’{g;[gﬁ BT wfoﬁ?@;},n‘,w
S S 25 Ry
%‘% 5 B [N
7

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved M

8'h Mathematics
Among State's best - top 4.5%

Fit Comparison for 8th Math
RiskLognorm(38.385,3.9780,RiskShift(61.614))
107.32 +00
95.5% 4.5%
95.9% 4.1% 1

W ot
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StdDev 398
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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4th Science

Below Benchmark Average

4th Science
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Fit Comparison for 4th Science
RiskWeibull(5.1993,26.493, RiskShift(75.588))
105,11 +a
84.1% 15.9%
82.7% 17.3%
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7th Science
Consistent with Benchmark

7th Science

115 -
e
a
T 110
°
g
H
ﬁ 105
&
a
i
g
<
£
E
g 9 I
90
2570 5 0 B0 o, o S5 e e B e, 0 0.0 0 0 P e %, %, T ¥ 0 ¥ Pl
2 g 900 %50 e 90, 0,00, % a0 e 6 % Oy Bo 0,00 %0, 5% 7007 (e Se o,
So % e, X @%fb‘;’ Tl Yy o,,ﬂ‘hego‘& s ER A '%:%_;'f 2
’/;% " o, 4 %, G o 35 % %,
), L4 o % » %
;

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved M

7th Science
Top 13%

Fit Comparison for 7th Science
RiskWeibull(5.4596,21.951,RiskShift(79.737))
104,63
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86.3% 13.7%
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
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Reading Overall

Reading - Overall
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Fit Comparison for Reading Overall
RiskLogistic(99.9416,1.9086)
105.05

92.3%
93.6%

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Reading Overall
State's top 8%

+00
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W ot
Minimum ~ 86.18
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StdDev 341
Values 755
= Logistic
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Mathematics Overall

Mathematics - Overall
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Mathematics Overall
Strong - State's top 5%

Fit Comparison for Mathematics Overall
RiskLogLogistic(43.259,56.571,25.648)

+00
95.5%
95.6%
0.14
0.12
Tnput
010 Q-
Minimum ~ 85.42
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0.08 StdDev  3.94
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Science Overall

Science - Overall

5 %, ‘?s

9 4
%, 0 Y o, e 0%, 1%, % %, < O VS AN o
%‘;" s’};’""%* S /:e%@;‘,:%%}@%&%% w'f%‘%:o"fe’*f’?e %, :f" % ° f%%/“?;%:%
'@.\? Do B30 %, O 4 G C o 8 D 5 o,qﬁvvé,,,plao, r%‘,q‘_s?s %
Y £ % )G"’@f’gf% 2% {;of’y”&%%/%z ﬁ‘)q-: a5 8y 9‘,{, % XN "sﬁ.%’eﬁ‘
e e 2, &9
%, %% =7 e, %
& % £
@

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic

,
© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved M

0.08

0.06

0.02

0.00

Sci

ience Overall
Top 13%

Fit Comparison for Science Overall
RiskWeibull(7.1082,29.446, RiskShift(72.389))

104.87 +oo
87.3% 12.7%
86.6% JERL
W ot
Minimum 8047
Maximum  112.00
Mean 99.98
Std Dev 4.53
Values 746
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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3rd Grade Overall
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3rd Grade Overall
Ranks in State's top 11%

Fit Comparison for 3rd Overall
RiskLogistic(100.0256,2.6735)

105.85
88.6% 11.4%
89.8% 10.2%
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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4th Grade Overall

4th - Overall
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4th Overall
Top 9%

Flt Comparison for 4th Overall
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
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5th Grade

5th - Overall
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NA

Fit Comparison for 5th Overall
RiskLogistic(99.9684,2.3180)

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

5th Grade - Strong
State's top 5%

107.05 +00
95.4% 4.6%
95.5% 4.5%
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6™ Grade - Overadll

6th - Overall
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6 Overall
State's Top 6%

Fit Comparison for 6th Overall
RiskNormal(99.9996,3.8366)
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7th Grade - Overall

7th - Overall
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7t Overall
Top 10%

Fit Comparison for 7th Overall
RiskNormal(99.9974,3.8049)
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8th Grade - Overall
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8™ Overall
Strong State's top 5%

Fit Comparison for 8th Overall
RiskInvGauss(42.446,6969.831,RiskShift(57.560))
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Aggregate 2011

Aggregate - Overall
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In Aggregate
Glen Ellyn 41 top 6%

Fit Comparison for Aggregate
RiskInvGauss(97.056,69937.061,RiskShift(3.1070))
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Movement from 2010 to 2011

(ISBE creates misdirection)

Reading | Math | Science
Third ‘.‘Q tg
Fourth j—il j—‘ﬁ l o
Fifth 1 e P
Sixth T
Seventh l@ l@ l‘@
Eighth | T - B —

Source: ISBE FTP site media database 2010, 2011; 2011 Glen Ellyn report card
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics. lic

© 2011 Advantage Andlytics, llc-All rights reserved

6rade and Subject Trends 2006 to 2011

(average rate of change & time Line)

Reading Math Science
Third $-0.08% ——_ | ¥ 0.03%| -
Fourth |4 0.02%| AN | ¢ 0.07%| | B 0.12%
Fifth 4 o01% /|4 0.08%
Sixth $ -0.03%| | F-0.01%| ./
Seventh | g oo\ | & -0.02% -~ 8 00a%]
Eighth |3 002 | # o003 -
Source: ISBE FTP site media database 2010, 2011
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics. lic
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School Trends 2006 to 2011

Overall
Avg.ISAT | Annual [Time Line
Year 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Index | % Change | Trend

School school Averages| 107.7 | 108.4 | 107.6 | 107.6| 107.8| 107.5 | 107.8@ -0.01%| /.

Hadley Junior High School 678 107.2:107.2:107.0: 106.7:107.1: 106.6 i) 107.014F -0.02% .
Abraham Lincoln Elem School iK12345 107.8:108.3:107.8: 106.4: 106.1: 105.7 O 107.0 @ -0.10% =
Benjamin Franklin Elem School {K12345 |108.5i109.5110.1:111.1{111.1{111.0i@ 110.2i4F 0.10% —
Churchill Elem School PKK12345|105.9:107.9:104.2; 104.0: 104.3 104.3 i) 105.1 G -0.10%;
Forest Glen Elem School PKK12345[109.2:109.0{109.1}109.7}110.5{ 109.8 i@ 109.5 {} 0.04%

Source: ISBE FTP site media database 2010, 2011
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics. lic

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, lic-All rights reserved

* Chicago Tribune
— Six counties only
— Uses % Meet and Exceed criteria
— Schools only (not Districts)
* Sun-Times
— Statewide
Reading and Math scores only
Not all grades included
Schools only (not Districts)
* Chicago Magazine
— Chicago area only
— Uses % Meets and Exceeds criteria
— Schools only (not Districts)

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

Why Variation with Published Reports?
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Fiscal Integrity

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

Property Tax! Major Source of Revenue

Vertical Boring By Revenue Source
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database

Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Instructional Costs!
Lead Expenditures

Vertical Boring By Expenditure
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Notes: (1) Data from fiscal year 2010 report
Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Revenue Per Pupil'

Revenue Per Student
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Notes: (1) Data from fiscal year 2010 report
Source: ISBE 2011 Media database

Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Glen Ellyn's Expenditures! :Controlled

Expentitures Per Student
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Notes: (1) Data from fiscal year 2010 report
Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Glen Ellyn Generates a Surplus

(modest positive cash flow of $250/pupil)

Revenue - Expenditures/ Student - (surplus & deficit)
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Notes: (1) Data from fiscal year 2010 report
Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Glen Ellyn's Debt Service! Among Lowest

Debt Service
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Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Cost / Benefit by District
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Glen Ellyn's Value Among Best
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Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc

Expenditures / Pupil
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NA

(based on demographic model)

Fit Comparison for Exceeding Expectations
RiskLogistic(0.21174,1.0416)
2.61

89.8% 10.2%

90.9% 9.1%

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Glen Ellyn 41 Dramatically
Exceeding Assessment Expectations

+00

W o

Minmum 4,93
Maximum 494
Mean 0.188
Std Dev 183
Values 694 /705
Filtered 11

= Logistic

Minimum -~
Maximum +oo
Mean 0212
Std Dev 1.89
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Effectively Handling Limited
English Proficiency oweL
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Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,llc
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Feeder Districts to Glenbard 87
Face Structural Challenges

Feeder Districtsto | %Low | % LEP % Educational
District 87 Income | (ELL) | Mobility | Attainment
8.2

Glen Ellyn 41 15.9 11.4 14.2
Carol Stream 93 25.0 15.1 10.2 13.2
Glen Ellyn 89 16.0 5.6 11.6 141
Lombard 44 27.9 9.0 6.7 13.6
Marquardt 15 64.9 24.6 16.0 12.5
Queen Bee 16 41.3 32.5 19.1 13.1

Source: ISBE 2011 Media database, Bureau of Census District data base
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Glen Ellyn's Performance

Glen Eltyn 41 Consistant Pattern
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ISAT Index (State a
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Source: ISBE 2006 - 2011 Media databases
Tabulated by: Advantage Analytics,lic
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Summary

 Courage to undertake objective data driven analysis
* Glen Ellyn 41 ranks 42" in state

« Consistent academic performance

» Exceed expectations (based on demographic composition)
 Revenue and Expenditures lead benchmark averages
* Positive yet modest surplus

 Longer in Glen Ellyn system the better students do
» Extraordinary value per tax dollar
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Summary

 Sixth and seventh grades room for
improvement

« Science requires emphasis
 Generate stronger surplus

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved M

el

ONWARD!

v

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, llc-All rights reserved

© 2011 Advantage Analytics, LLC

49



