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This month’s report to the Board of Education contains the following items

for your review:

A. Spring 2015 PARCC Results & School Report Card Data
B. AdvancED Review
C. A review of Data comparing “Benchmark Districts”

D. Progress of Joint Committee for Teacher Evaluation

PARCC and School Report Card Highlights

Recently the Illinois State Board of Education provided districts the results
of the Spring 2015 PARCC State Testing administration. This was the first
administration of the test for Illinois public schools. Please be reminded that
initially 24 states were active participants in preparing for PARCC testing.
Today only 5 states remain. The results of this administration are also included
in the school report card data that is available online at the Illinois Interactive

Report Card site (http://illinoisreportcard.com/). As you noticed last month, the

new report card format is all digital and some of the filtering and comparative

abilities available in 2014-15 no longer exist.

Here are a few items of note from the Assessment Summary Report for
PARCC for our district:

A. Overall in the District we had nearly 25% of our students who were non-
participants in the testing. We had 76.7% of our students testing in ELA overall
and 76.1% of our students participated in the Math test district-wide.

B. Those students who were non-participants were excused by their parents
and are given a ‘Code 10’ designation, which is different than those students who
were absent. These students do not count against any expected participation

levels for testing (currently 95%).
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C. We tested Algebra I and English 9 (primarily freshmen at the HS level).
This year we will test Geometry and English 10.

D. Our overall district proficiency levels were as follows: For ELA, 34.0%
of our students earned a score of 4 or 5, which is considered proficient. For
Math, 29.6% of our students who participated earned a score of 4 or 5.

E. As you follow through the College and Career Readiness Summary you
will see that when evaluating college enrollment for the Class of 2013, which is
the most recent class for which we have data, 72.5% of that class enrolled in a 2
or 4 year college program within 16 months of graduation. It is noteworthy, in
my opinion, that nearly 66% of those students eligible for Free and/or Reduced
Lunch from the Class of 2013 enrolled in postsecondary work.

F. 66.2% of the Class of 2013 who enrolled in a college program of some kind
did so at an in-state college.

G. 95% of our 2014-15 Freshman Class passed at least 5 course credits
without failing more than 0.5 course credits in the core subjects (208/219
students).

H. Our 2014-15 8% graders saw 84/202 students pass Algebra I (41.6%). 1
note this piece of data as you will recall a decade ago we only had one course of
28-30 Honors Math students out of 240 students pass Algebra I in 8 grade.

I. In reviewing the School Report Card data, I share the following
highlights:

GHS— Attendance Rate= 95.8%
Graduation Rate (Class of '14) = 95.3%
Dropout Rate = 0.8%
Average Class Size = 19.2

GMS — Attendance Rate = 96.4%
6th Gr Class Size = 16.6
7th Gr Class Size = 18.8
8th Gr Class Size = 18.0
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MIL — Attendance Rate = 96.9%
K Class Size = 23.0
5th Gr Class Size = 25.7

NS—  Attendance Rate = 96.9%
K Class Size = 22
5th Gr Class Size = 30.5

SW —  Attendance Rate = 96.3%
K Class Size = 20.3
5th Gr Class Size = 26.7

It should also be noted that all of our faculty are considered Highly Qualified
based upon the credentials expected by the federal and state laws. We are also
fortunate to have low mobility rates in comparison to much of the State of

Ilinois.

Benchmark District Data Comparison

Included with this packet is information from Forecast 5, which attempts to
provide you with some comparative reports with other districts across Illinois. I
am hopeful to be able to provide a quick, live demonstration at the meeting. Of
particular interest to me is for members of the Board of Education to provide
feedback to the list of possible “benchmark” comparing districts from Illinois.
(As much as many of us would love to compare to Iowa schools, we cannot

accurately compare ‘apples to apples’ through this software.)

For your review are the following:
1. A comparison by expense function in several Education Fund spending
areas with the list of 20+ unit districts found in the chart.

2. The next two pages are a comparison of special education expenses per
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pupil. This report shows all special education expenses in all funds where
special education costs are expended.

3. The next page 1s a transportation expense and reimbursement comparison
with the same benchmark group.

4. The next page is a report of changes in student population of eligible Free
and/or Reduced Meal program students using the Henry Stark Counties Special
Education District districts as a comparison group.

5. The last pages are the current thoughts we have generated from our office

as relevant unit districts for comparison purposes.

This provides us with timely information, as well as the possibility of some
districts with whom we can network to perhaps identify “best practices” in

certain operational areas.

AdvancED Information

Over the past several weeks I have been researching and also sharing
information with faculty, staff, administration and briefly with the Board of
Education, related to the work of AdvancED. On the afternoon of Tuesday,
December 1, 2015, Dr. Steve Epperson presented further information to the
Leadership Team CoLeaders, two Geneseo school board members, and several
representatives from area school districts.

I have included some information in this packet from the AdvancED website

(www.advanc-ed.org), and I direct you most specifically to the five standards for
quality that are outlined. These standards outline expectations for Purpose and
Direction, Governance and Leadership, Teaching and Assessing for Learning,
Resources and Support Systems, and Using Results for Continuous
Improvement. While there is an external review component (which I believe
would be helpful) to their system, the key component is the ability to be
systematic through a sustainable and systemic approach to improvement. This
does not pit schools against each other, but rather gives a structured approach to

create dialogue around the indicators contained within the standards.
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There are still some questions to resolve, but the consensus from the
CoLeaders was to at least explore further as there appears to be benefits to the
District. I have also included some of the CoLeader comments and questions.
Thank you to Mrs. Olson and Mr. Ford for taking time out of their busy

schedules to attend the presentation.

Joint Committee for Teacher Evaluation

I have asked Mrs. DePauw, GEA President to work with other teacher and
administrator members of the Joint Committee for Teacher Evaluation to share
with the Board of Education the progress made to date on a formal Performance
Evaluation Review Act (PERA) Teacher Evaluation Plan. As a reminder this
law goes into full effect for our district in August, 2016. We are working
towards a Plan that is comprised of 70% teacher professional practice and 30%
student growth to calculate a summative rating.

We anticipate that they will make a formal presentation to the Board of
Education at the January 14, 2016 meeting.



Assessment Summary Report

The Assessment Summary Report includes state test participation rates and academic performance results. The state tests include PARCC and
DLM-AA. To review the summary, please go to the e-Report Card in IWAS. The purpose of this summary is to confirm the accuracy of the data
that will be used for the 2015 School Report Card, new accountability system, and Federal reports. Please carefully review the summary by
November 29. Please make any necessary corrections through the Student Information System (SIS). If you need to need to update student
demographic data, please contact the Assessment Division at 866-317-6034.

To protect student identities, the percentage of any student group with fewer than ten students is not reported.

The State Test Participation Rate

Who is considered a participant?

A participant is a student who:
e Completed the PARCC or DLM-AA and
e Was assigned a Performance Level

Who is considered a non-participant?
A non-participant is a student who:
e Did not complete the PARCC or DLM-AA,
e Did not receive a Performance Level, or
e Was assigned a Reason for No Valid Test Attempt as:
o Absent from Testing (code=10)
o Refusal (code=15) or
o Other (code=19)

How is Tested Enroliment calculated?
Tested Enrollment is calculated by adding the number of participants to the number of non-participants.

How is the State Test Participation Rate calculated?
The State Test Participation Rate is calculated by dividing the number of participants by the Tested Enrollment.

If there is no valid score or Reason for No Valid Test Attempt, the student record will be treated as Absent from Testing (code=10) and thus, a
non-participant.

If any student record has a Report Suppression Action (code= 01 or code=05), the student record is considered not tested.

At least 95% of students should be tested in ELA and mathematics at any student group with at least 10 students. If the state test participation
rate is less than 95%, a 95% confidence interval is applied and the student group can meet the 95% target through the confidence interval.



Academic Performance

Who is considered Proficient?

A proficient student is who:
e Received a Performance Level of 4 or 5 on PARCC, or
e Received a Performance Level at 3 or 4 on DLM-AA.

How is the Percentage of Students Proficient calculated?
The percentage of Students Proficient is the number of proficient students divided by the total number of students with a valid score.

How is Full Academic Year defined?
Students who enrolled on or before May 1, 2014, are considered part of a full academic year.

LEP Students with the “First Year in U.S.” indicator
These students are not required to participate in the ELA assessment but are required to participate in the mathematics assessment. For the
purpose of academic performance results:
e ELA results for these students are included in the “All Students” report but are excluded from the “For Full Academic Year Students Only
report.
e Mathematics results for these students are included in both the “All Students” report and the “For Full Academic Year Students Only”
report.

2

If you have any question regarding the calculations, please contact Dr. Shuwan Chiu at 217-782-3950 or via e-mail at schiu@isbe.net
<mailto:schiu@isbe.net>.

If you need guidance for how to correct SIS data, please call the SIS Helpdesk at 217-558-3600.



DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228 DISTRICT ID 28037228026

State Test Participation Rate

All Students
ELA MATH
# of % of # of % of
Tested Met 95% Tested
Students Enrollment Students Targeto Students Enrollment Students Met 85%
Tested Tested Tested Tested Target

All Students 1,074 1,401 76.7 No 996 1,308 76.1 No
Male 554 711 77.9 No 513 661 77.6 No
Female 520 690 75.4 No 483 647 747 No
White 1,000 1,303 76.7 No 925 1,214 76.2 No
Black 1 2 1 2
Hispanic 46 60 76.7 No 46 60 76.7 No
Asian 13 16 81.3 No 10 13 76.9 No
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian 1 4 1 2
Two or More Races 13 16 81.3 No 13 17 76.5 No
LEP
Migrant
IEP 108 145 74.5 No 104 140 74.3 No
Low Income 282 366 77.0 No 277 357 77.6 No
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All Students For Full Academic Year Students Only
ELA Math ELA Math
#of Stfd(;;ts % of ot Stfd(;ts % of #of Stfdzfnts 7 of #of Stfd(:nts 7% of
Students . . Students | Students . . Students | Students . ) Students | Students : ) Students
Proficient it il Proficient | Proficient with Vaid Proficient | Proficient with Valld Proficient | Proficient lth Villd Proficient
Scores Scores Scores Scores

All Students 365 1,074 34.0 295 996 296 336 989 34.0 271 913 29.7
Male 143 554 258 149 513 29.0 126 501 25.1 132 463 28.5
Female 222 520 427 146 483 302 210 488 430 139 450 309
White 341 1,000 34.1 277 925 29.9 316 921 34.3 256 850 30.1
Black 1 1 1 1
Hispanic 1 46 23.9 7 46 15.2 1 44 25.0 7 42 16.7
Asian 6 13 46.2 4 10 40.0 5 12 M7 4 9
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian 1 1 1 1
Two or More Races 7 13 53.8 7 13 53.8 4 10 40.0 4 10 40.0
LEP
Migrant
IEP 13 108 12.0 3 104 29 12 99 12.1 2 95 2.1
Low Income 61 282 216 49 277 17.7 55 249 221 44 242 18.2




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228 .
SCHOOL: Geneseo High School

State Test Participation Rate

SCHOOLID  280372280260001

All Students
ELA MATH
# of % of 0 # of % of
Students Errgslltriden { Students M%?Sefa Students E;;S”ﬁin { Students Met 95%
Tested Tested g Tested Tested Target
All Students 185 233 79.4 No 108 139 77.7 No
Male 88 114 172 No 48 63 76.2 No
Female 97 119 81.5 No 60 76 78.9 No
White 173 218 79.4 No 99 129 76.7 No
Black
Hispanic 9 10 90.0 Yes 9 9
Asian 3 3
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian 2
Two or More Races 1
LEP
Migrant
IEP 13 22 59.1 No 9 16 56.3 No
Low Income 41 53 77.4 No 35 43 81.4 No
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All Students : For Full Academic Year Students Only
ELA Math ELA Math
#of Stfd:fnts %l il Stfdgfnts %ot ol Stfdce):fnts il el Stfdzfnts o

SHGENS | ey | SlUdents. | Students | ey | Sldenls | Sluoenis | g | Slidenls | Suwents g ey | Sluders

Proficient Scores Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient
All Students 38 185 20.5 5 108 46 3f 173 214 5 99 5.1
Male ' 10 88 114 2 48 42 10 82 12.2 2 46 43
Female 28 97 28.9 3 60 5.0 27 91 29.7 3 53 54
White 36 173 20.8 4 99 4.0 35 161 2.7 4 | 91 4.4
Black
Hispanic 9 1. 9 9 1 8
Asian 2 3 2 3
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races
LEP
Migrant
IEP 3 13 2341 9 3 1 27.3 8
Low Income 5 41 12.2 2 35 5.7 5 38 13.2 2 31 6.5




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228
SCHOOL: Geneseo Middle School

State Test Participation Rate

SCHOOLID  280372280261002

All Students
ELA MATH
#of- % of . # of % of
Students ErTriSIIt;int Students M?;?Set/l’ Students Errr?)slltriint Students Met 85%
Tested Tested 9 Tested Tested Target
All Students 429 610 70.3 No 428 611 70.0 No
Male 229 314 72.9 No 228 315 72.4 No
Female 200 296 67.6 No 200 296 67.6 No
White 402 567 70.9 No 400 567 70.5 No
Black 1 1
Hispanic 18 27 66.7 No 19 28 67.9 No
Asian 2 5 2 5
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander .
American Indian 1 1
Two or More Races 7 9 7 9
LEP
Migrant
IEP 43 58 74.1 No 44 59 74.6 No
Low Income 108 159 67.9 No 109 160 68.1 No
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All Students

For Full Academic Year Students Only

ELA Math ELA Math
il Stfdz,fnts % of #of Stfdgfnts 7 of ot Stfd(e);ts 7 of ot Stfdzfnts ot

Studgpts with Vaild Stuqepts Studepts with Vaild Studepts Stuc{epts with Vaild Stuqepts Studgpts with Vaild Studepts

Proficient Srprae Proficient | Proficient B Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient
All Students 137 429 31.9 112 428 26.2 123 393 31.3 100 391 25.6
Male 54 229 23.6 60 228 26.3 45 203 222 50 201 24.9
Female 83 200 415 52 200 26.0 78 190 411 50 190 26.3
White 126 402 313 104 400 26.0 113 367 30.8 92 365 25.2
Black
Hispanic 6 18 33.3 4 19 21.1 6 18 333 4 18 22.2
Asian 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races 3 7 3 7 3 7 3 7
LEP
Migrant
IEP 2 43 47 0 44 0.0 2 39 51 0 39 0.0
Low Income 17 108 15.7 14 109 12.8 14 94 14.9 12 94 12.8




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228
SCHOOL:  Millikin Elem School . SRHDALIT  RBORTEEsnRcROns

_State Test Participation Rate

All Students
ELA MATH
# of % of 0 # of % of
Students Er:?oslltr?]dent Students M?;?‘Z{" Students EI;S“t;im Students Met 95%
Tested Tested g Tested Tested Target
All Students 180 214 84.1 No 179 214 83.6 No
Male 87 105 82.9 No 87 105 82.9 No
Female 93 109 85.3 No 92 109 84.4 No
White 165 196 84.2 No 165 196 84.2 No
Black 1 1 1 1
Hispanic 7 10 70.0 No 6 10 60.0 No
Asian 4 4 4 4
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races 3 3 3 3
LEP
Migrant
IEP 12 16 75.0 No 11 16 68.8 No
Low Income 39 48 81.3 No 39 48 81.3 No
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All Students For Full Academic Year Students Only
ELA Math ELA Math
# of o #of o # of o # of 0
I B e e I
Proficient S Proficient | Proficient Besras Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient | Proficient Scores Proficient
All Students 63 180 35.0 69 179 385 57 165 345 64 164 39.0
Male 24 87 27.6 33 87 379 20 78 25.6 30 78 38.5
Female 39 93 419 36 92 39.1 37 87 425 34 86 39.5
White 59 165 358 64 165 38.8 54 152 35.5 60 152 39.5
Black 1 1 1 1
Hispanic 3 7 2 6 3 6 2 5
Asian 4 1 4 4 1 4
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races 1 3 2 3 2 1 2
LEP
Migrant
IEP 0 12 0.0 0 11 0.0 0 11 00 0 10 00
Low Income 5 39 12.8 8 39 205 5 33 15.2 8 33 242




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228

SCHOOL: Northside Elem School SCHOOL ID 280372280262004
State Test Participation Rate
All Students
ELA MATH
# of % of 0 # of % of
Students Errgslltr%de al Students M?;rgsef) Students Errr%sllﬁint Students Met 95%
Tested Tested g Tested Tested Target
All Students 107 142 75.4 No 108 142 76.1 No
Male 56 71 78.9 No 56 71 78.9 No
Female 51 71 71.8 No 52 71 73.2 No
White 102 136 75.0 No 103 136 75.7 No
Black
Hispanic 3 4 3 4
Asian 2 2 2 2
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races
LEP
Migrant
IEP 15 17 88.2 Yes 15 17 88.2 Yes
Low Income 44 49 89.8 No 44 49 89.8 No
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All Students For Full Academic Year Students Only
ELA Math ELA : Math
ot Stfdc;;ts % of #of Stfdgfnts o of ot Stfdzgts 7 of et Stfdgfnts 7 of

Students | v | Students | Students | G | Students | Students | G vy, | Students | Students | Gy | Students

Proficient Bnis Proficient | Proficient S5/ Proficient | Proficient Gsars Proficient | Proficient B Proficient
All Students 45 107 421 38 108 352 43 102 422 37 103 359
Male 17 56 304 16 56 28.6 16 53 302 15 53 28.3
Female 28 51 54.9 22 52 423 27 49 55.1 22 50 440
White 43 102 422 38 103 369 41 97 423 37 98 378
Black
Hispanic 1 3 3 1 3 3
Asian 1 2 2 1 2 2
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian
Two or More Races
LEP
Migrant
IEP 5 15 33.3 2 15 13.3 5 15 333 2 15 13.3
Low Income 19 44 43.2 12 44 21.3 18 42 429 12 42 286




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228

SCHOOL:  Southwest Elem School SCHOOLID  280372280262005

State Test Participation Rate

All Students
ELA MATH
# of % of ) # of % of
Students E;E)S”tri%m Students M?;rgif’ Students Errrislltr?\dent Students Met 95%
Tested Tested 9 Tested Tested Target
All Students 173 202 85.6 No 173 202 85.6 No
Male 94 107 87.9 No 94 107 87.9 No
Female 79 95 83.2 No 79 95 83.2 No
White 158 186 84.9 No 158 186 84.9 No
Black
Hispanic 9 9 9 9
Asian 2 2 2 2
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander )
American Indian 1 1 1 1
Two or More Races 3 4 3 4
LEP
Migrant
IEP 25 32 78.1 No 25 32 78.1 No
Low Income 50 57 87.7 No 50 57 87.7 No
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All Students For Full Academic Year Students Only
ELA Math ELA Math
ot Stfdgfnts 7 Of #of Stfdzfnts 7 of fof Stfdgfnts 7 of #of Stfdzfnts % of
Students . . Students | Students : ) Students | Students . ) Students | Students : ) Students
Proficient | "1 Vald | prosicient | Proficient | Wi Vald | proficient | Proficient | W V814 | proficient | Proficient | "N V319 | proficient
Scores Scores Scores Scores

All Students 82 173 474 7 173 410 76 156 487 65 156 47
Male 38 94 40.4 38 94 404 35 85 412 35 85 412
Female 44 79 55.7 33 79 418 41 71 577 30 71 423
White 77 158 487 67 158 424 73 144 50.7 63 144 43.8
Black
Hispanic 1 9 9 1 8 8
Asian 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2
Native Hawaiian/
Pacific islander
American Indian 1 1 1 1
Two or More Races 3 3 2 3 1 1 1
LEP
Migrant
IEP 3 25 12,0 1 25 40 2 23 87 0 23 0.0
Low Income 15 50 300 13 50 26.0 13 42 31.0 10 42 238




College and Career Readiness Summary
College and Career Readiness Summary

The College and Career Readiness Summary includes High School Graduates Postsecondary Enroliment, Freshman on Track, and
Percentage of 8th Graders Passing Algebra I. To review the Summary, please go to the e-Report Card in IWAS. The purpose of this
summary is to confirm the accuracy of the data that will be used for the 2015 School Report Card and Federal reports. Please carefully
review the summary and make any necessary corrections through the Student Information System (SIS) by October 14, 2015.

High School Graduates Postsecondary Enroliment

This report is for the students who graduated with a regular high school diploma from a public high school in Illinois in SY 2012-13 and
enrolled in a U.S. college within 12 or 16 months. The datasets used are the National Student Clearinghouse (NSC) for higher education
enrollment and ISBE’s SIS for high school graduation.

Freshman on Track

This metric is the percentage of the first-time 9th grade students who have earned at least 5 course credits without failing more than .5
course credits in their core subjects. The first-time 9th graders are students enrolled at any Illinois public school on or before
9/30/2014 and on or after 5/1/2015 who were not previously enrolled in Grade 9. Please note that course credits from summer session
are NOT included in this calculation. A student is assigned to the last district enrolled for the school year. The source for this metric is
from the SIS student enrollment and student course assignment data.

To calculate the Freshman on Track rate, please use the formula listed below:
((The number of students within the district that pass courses totaling 5 or more course credits without failing more than .5 course
credits in core courses) /(The total number of freshmen students meeting the qualifications outlined in the cohort definition)) * 100

Core Subjects include Reading, Math, Science, and Social Science.

Percentage of 8th Graders Passing Algebra | :
This metric is the percentage of the students who have passed Algebra | by 8th grade. Please note that courses taken during any

summer session are NOT included in this calculation. A student enrolled.at any Illinois public school on or before 9/30/2014 and on or
after 5/1/2015 is assigned to the last district enrolled for the school year. The source for this metric is from the SIS student enrollment
and student course assignment data. Students who took any of the following courses are considered passing Algebra I.

State Course ID State Course Title

02056A000 Algebra ll

02072A000 Geometry




02103A000 Trigonometry

02105A000 Trigonometry/Math Analysis
02106A000 Trigonometry/Algebra
02107A000 Trigonometry/Analytic Geometry
02108A000 Math Analysis/Analytic Geometry
02109A000 Elementary Functions
02110A000 Pre-Calculus

02302A000 High School Math 2
02303A000 High School Math 3

Algebra | classes include:
State Course ID State Course Title

02052A000 Algebra |

02054A000 Algebra I/Part 2

02055A000 Transition Algebra

02301A000 High School Math 1
52038A000 Mathematics (grade 8) with Course Level as "Enriched" or "Honors"
52052A000 Algebra |
52061A000 ‘ Integrated Math / Multiyear Equivalent
52069A000 Algebra/ Other

The course letter grades listed below are considered passing:

Course Letter Grade Grade Description
A+ Student received course term credit.
A Student received course term credit.
A- Student received course term credit.

B+ Student received course term credit.




Student received course term credit.

B- Student received course term credit.
C+ Student received course term credit.
c Student received course term credit.
“ Student received course term credit.
D+ Student received course term credit.
D Student received course term credit.
D- Student received course term credit.
S Satisfactory or Pass. Student received course term credit.

Above Average

Students performance exceeds standards. (Grades K-8 only)

Average Students performance meets expectations. (Grades K-8 only)
P Student was promoted at end of term. (Grades K-8 only))
Exceptional (Exceeds Expectations) Student demonstrates the skill or understands
the concepts at a level exceeding expectations for the reporting
period.
Meets Standard (Developing Appropriately) Student usually demonstrates the skill or

understands the concepts and meets expectations for the reporting
period.

Note: Since Freshman on Track and Percentage of 8th Graders Passing Algebra | depend on the accuracy of the course credits
(Freshman on Track only), course grade results, and academic terms, please carefully review those data from the SIS Student
Course Assignment. If your school district has not submitted the Student Course Assignment Data, please do so as soon as

possible.

If you have any question regarding the calculations, please contact Dr. Shuwan Chiu at 217-782-3950 or e-mail Shuwan to
schiu@isbe.net <mailto:schiu@isbe.net>. If you need guidance for how to correct SIS data, please call 217-528-3600 and ask

for SIS Helpdesk.




Geneseo CUSD 228 _
SCHOOLID  280372280260001

DISTRICT:
. SCHOOL: Geneseo High School
2013 College Postsecondary Enroliment
(for students who graduated by 08/30/2013 and
enrolled in a US college within 16 months)
Post Secondary : Neive |
Action Total Male | Female | White Black |Hispanic| Asian H%v::gfn Ar;:‘edr;::n TI\\;IVO or IEP LEP l Low
? Pacific : ore ncome
Islander
Fnroll in College| ¢ 73 75 143 0 3 1 0 1 0 6 0 29
within 16 Mos ,
Total 204 110 94 196 0 4 2 0 5 0 15 0 44
Percentage 725 664 . | 798 73.0 40.0 @.9\
vl




Native
Hawaiian

American

College Type | Total | Male |Female | White | Black |Hispanic| Asian : : Twoor | |gp LEP Low
P Other | Indian | ‘yiore Vivesine
: Pacific
Islander .
Count

4-Year College 55 22 33 54 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 9

2-Year College 68 40 28 64 0 3 0 0 1 0 4 0 19
4-Year and
; 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
2-Year College 2.0 " 14
Percentage

4-Year College | . 30.1 44.0 37.8 31.0
2-Year College 45.9 54.8 37.3 448 65.5
4-Year and 16.9 15.1 187 175 3.4

-|2-Year College




Native
College Type | Total Male | Female | White | Black |Hispanic| Asian He(l)v;/:;ran/ Arrnzrigs "| Two or IEP LEP Low
: ; 1 : More Income
Pacific
Islander
Count
In State 93 48 45 91 0 . 0 0 0 0 4 0 22
Out of State 42 17 25 39 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 5
Both 3 1 2 3. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Percentage
In State 67.4 72.7 62.5 68.4 815
Out of State 30.4 25.8 34.7 29.3 18.5
Both 22 1.5 2.8 23 0.0
Number of the First-Time 9th Grade
Students Who Have Earned at least 5 208
Course Credits without Failing more than
0.5 Course Credits in Core Subjects
Number of the First-Time 9th Grade 219
Students
Percent of the First-Time 9th Grade 5.0

Students on Track




DISTRICT: Geneseo CUSD 228
SCHOOL: Geneseo Middle School

rcentage of 8th Grader

S if.'.t’!&”&?bﬁﬁ:l.

Number of Students Who Have Passed

Passed Algebra |

Algebra | by 8th Grade &
Number of 8th Grade Students 202
Percentage of 8th Grade Students Who have 416

SCHOOL ID

280372280261002



PreviousYearSummary http://webprod.isbe.net/erc/PrevYr/print_PrevYrSummary.aspx..

Report Card Data Coliection Form (ISBE 86-43) Summary ( 2014) for Geneseo High

School
Student Attendance and Absence Days
Gender ” Race / Ethnicity - tFtu dents l;‘:'lee / .
All i paciid A | Tvoor [LEP Migrang,  with =
Male | Female | White |Black|Hispanic| Asian [ 0" ‘;“"“ Alaskan| More IEPs Price
_ Nat. | Reces Lunch
Attendance [134340[72540[61800|123561] 0 |6315|674 0 718 13073} O 0 11542 | 23324
Absence | 5819 | 2876|2943 | 5313 | 0 | 318 | 23 0 22 11431 0 0 915 1642
Atiendance| o o | 665|955 959 95296.7 97.0{95.6 927 | 934
rate (%) ) . :
Chronic Truancy Parental Involvement Mobility Rate
Chronic truants|0 Percent Involvement|100.0% Transfers in |16
Chronic truancy rate|0.0% Instruction Days Transfers out|25
) ' o Days in school yéér 174 S Mobility rate|5.1%
High School Graduate Demographics _
| |Gemder| = Race/Ethmicity @ | |  |Students| Free/
Aan|l | | | | | H n/Pa ;ﬁ A Two |L EP|Migrant| with |Reduced
Male |Female | White | Black | Hispanic | Asian aw?sl Il:n derm e In driI:n M‘:)rre IEPs LllllCh
Races
2010 23811311107 (228| 0 | 7 1 0 1 1 0 0 30 46
Freshmen
20 2251123102214 0| 7 1 0 1 2 0 0 25 42
Graduates
e T (L R S - S I S S S — :
Out/Died 181 8 (1018101} O 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 6
;rlfa“Sfe’S 6|7 |9f1alo] o | o0 0 0210 0 ) 8
Graduation| o5 3104 6lo62[05.5|  |100.0{100.0 100.0{66.7 893 | 875
Rate (%)
'High-Schodl'Dropo"u" 3 Class Size and Teacher Quziiii:y -
' * Number of student dropouts|7 S - 2nd | 5th
- D'ropbut'rate 0.8% 1| Total number of core classes/sections| 30 31
""""" - V ‘ # of core classes taught by HQ ”30 31 ’
teachers
# of core classes not taught by HQ 0 0
teachers
Total enrollment in these f:ore 580 591
classes/sections
High school average class size 192
1of2 Percent of core classes not taught by} 0.0%
; HQ teachers =




PreviousYearSummary http://webprod.isbe.net/erc/PrevYr/print_PrevYrSummary.aspx.

Report Card Data Collection Form (ISBE 86-43) Summary ( 2014) for Geneseo

Middle School
Student Attendance and Absence Days
Gender Race / Ethnicity 7 Studenté Free /
duced]
Al | Am | Two || EPMigrant] with | oo
g Male | Female | White |Black [Hispanic| Asian |'*"ehan/Pacificindian/} or o ;VEIPS Price
) Nat. |Races Lunch
IAttendance{1005441512104933492919{338|5116{1196] 0O 5121464| 0 0 8655 | 23545
Absence | 3730 |1937]1793 |3413 | 11 | 215 | 23 0 10 {58] O 0 547 1162
Auendance oc 1 1964 965 | 96.5 96.996.0{08.1 98.1[38.9 941 | 953
rate (%) .
Chronic Truancy Parental Involvement _ Mobility Rate
Chronic truants|0 Percent Involvement |96.6% Transfers in|8
Chronic 'Elr“ua'ncy rate|0.0% | |Instruction Days Transfers out|9
Days in school year|174 Mobility rate|2.8%
,,,,,, - | Amount of Time Devoted to Core S‘ui)AjécrtSh '
Elementary Class Size and Teacher Quality e S S i N
S . | {Per Math |Science | Enslish Social
K(1]2|13|4|5 [ 7 8 week: a g Sci.
_ Classes A1t atlun]oln 13 Grade3 |
Enrollment| | | | | | [103]179(197]197|216]216|[Grade 6 | 225 | 225 | 600 | 225
ClassSize | | [ | | || 166 | 188 | 180 |[Grades | 240 | 240 | 240 | 240
Values from first regular school day in May || | 1 Social
5 y Y Per Day: | Math |Science | English Socfal
Total number of core classes/sections in 143 S P Sc}.
school Grade 3 '
Number of core classes taught by highly-qualified Grade & | . 45 45 | 120 | 45
(HQ) teachers I ——— e ce——
Grade 8 48 48 48 48
Taught by HQ: 143 Not taught by HQ: 0 i e
% of core classes not taught by HQ 0.0%
teachers

Back

lofl 11/27/15,2:29 PM



PreviousYearSummary

lof 1

http://webprod.isbe.net/erc/PrevYr/print_PrevYrSummary.aspx

Report Card Data Collection Form (ISBE 86-43) Summary (2014) for Millikin Elem

School
Student Attendance and Absence Days
Gender Race / Ethnicity _ Ctudenis f;ee / i
All tasiapaciic ™ [Two o LEPMigrant|  with el
Male | Female | White |Black [Hispanic| Asian Islander  |Alaskan| More IEPs Price
. Nat, | Races | Lunch
Attendance|70345[358473449864554408(3180(1016, 0 1187 O 0 4137 | 14723
Absence [2219(1221-998 |2043| 18 | 99 | 28 0 311 0 0 139 674
Attendance 051 967 | 97.2| 96.9 [95.997.0/97.3 97.5 967 | 956
rate (%)
Chronic Trilanéy » | |Parental Involvement Mobility Rate
Chronic truants |0 Percent Involvement|100.0% Transfers in|17
~ Chronic truancy rate|0.0% | |Instruction Days Transfers out|10
- ' Days in school year|174 Mobility rate|6.5%

e —— S—— ____ |Amount of Time Devoted to Core Subjects
Elementary Class Size and Teacher Quality R i = T e
S ikl e | {Per Math | Science | Enslish Social
K|1]2]3]47]5 [6]7]8]|week: - B Sci.
Classes 313(3]13]3]/3 Grade3 | 250 | 175 | 750 | 175
Enrollment| 69 | 68 | 63 | 73 | 70 | 77 Grade 6 N
Class Size |23.0[22.7|21.0(243(233(257| | | |[Grade 8
Values from first regular school day in May || —— e
5 y y Per Day: | Math | Science | English Socgal
Total number of core classes/sections 18 - 7 1l ] Sci.
in school Grade 3 50 35 150 35
Number of core classes taught by highly-qualified |{Gpgee | | | |
(HQ) teachers s
Grade 8
Taught by HQ: 18 Not taught by HQ: 0 e
% of core classes not taught by HQ 0.0%
teachers
Back

11/27/15,2:30 P1



PreviousYearSummary \ http://webprod.isbe.net/erc/PrevYr/print_PrevYrSummary.aspx.

Report Card Data Collectmn Form (ISBE 86-43) Summary (2014) for Northside
Elem School

Student Attendance and Absence Days

Gender ] Race / Ethnicity ‘ St“de"tsl]qf;?c é 4
A“ o Hawaiian/Pacific] Inﬁil;l/ Tc‘;'o LEPMigrant With i
Male | Female | White |Black [Hispanic| Asian 12" 2an/Pacifigidin /) o7 IEPs Price
. Nat. |Races Lunch
Attendance5056624929025637148723| 10 |1240{300 0 0 [295{ 0 0 7825 15025
Absence [1623]| 915 | 708 |1495| 4 | 57 | 15 0 0 (540 0 378 625
Auendance o0 619651973 | 97.0 [71.495.6[952 84.5 954 | 960
_rate (%) - :
Chronic Truancy ' Parental Involvement Mobility Rate
Chronic truants |0 Percent Involvement | 100.0% Transfers in|8
Chronic truancﬂymi-dte 0.0% ||Instruction Days ' Transfers out |12
Days in school year|174 V Mébility rate|6.7%

Amount ot‘ Tlme Devoted to Core Subjects

Elementary Class Size and Teacher Quality

S e Y ||Per Social
K|1]2]3]4]5[678||week: Math | Science | English Sci.
Classes |2 2|2 |2|2]|2]||||/||//Grade3 | 250 | 175 | 750 | 175
Enrollment| 44 | 50 | 43 | 51 | 49 | 61 ||||||||Grade6 | I
Class Size {22.0[25.0{215[25.5(245(30.5| | | ||Grade8 |
Values from first regular school day in May || | __ _ | . |- . | Social
: . Y Per Day: | Math | Science | English Socsal
Total number of core classes/sections 12 » I I Sc;. ;
in school Grade 3 50 35 150 35
Number of core classes taught by highly-qualified ||{Grade 6 - I
H t h = - o o ——
(HQ) teachers Grade 8
Taught by HQ: 12 Not taught by HQ O - ol
% of core classes not taucht by I—IQ 0.0%
teachers
Back

lofl ' 11/27/15,2:30 P
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lof 1

http://webprod.isbe.net/erc/PrevYr/print_PrevYrSummary.aspx.

Report Card Data Collection Form (ISBE 86-43) Summary ( 2014) for Southwest

Elem School
Student Attendance and Absence Days
Gender Race / Ethnicity Stoden F;ee / q
All Hawaiian/PaciﬁcInl:ir:r.ll Tx’o II'EPMigrant With . ¢ l'lce
Male | Female | White [BlackiHispanic Asian | 0-n = 0 0o More IEPs Price
. Nat. |Races Lunch
Attendance67429345603286962402] 0 (3528|687 0 161|651} O 0 9331 16712
Absence [2624(1349]1275(2239]0 | 317 |10 0 131451 0 0 623 952
Attendance o0 51 9551963 965| [918[8.4 92.593 5 937 | 946
rate (%) _
Chronic Truancy Parental Involvement Mobility Rate
Chronic truants|0 | Percent Involvement | 100.0% Transfers in|13
Chronic tlr'uancywrz'x‘té 00% ||Instruction Days Transfers out|10
- . Daysinschool yeéf 174 m[\'/'[obility‘rafe 5,7%
e Amount of Time Devoted to Core Subjects |
Elementary Class Size and Teacher Quality T T T
e — - 1iPer Math |Sci Enslish Social
K|1|2]|3/|4]|5 /678 lweek: ath | deence ) BRgUst |- g,
Classes 3131313133 Grade3 | 300 | 150 | 750 | 150
el el T Ta T e T30 T e B s
Class Size |20.3(207|21.0(237|220(267] | | |[Grade s | |
Values from first regular school day in May || | '” Socia
E s 4 Per Day: | Math |Science | English Socgal
Total number of core classes/sections 18 b 7 7_ Scl>..
in school Grade 3 60 30 150 30
Number of core classes taught by highly-qualified ||Grade 6 | - L
(HQ) teachers e
_ Grade 8
Taught by HQ: 18 Not taught by HQ: 0 Pr—————
% of core classes not taught by HQ 0.0%
teachers
Back

11/27/15,2:30 P



Standards
for Quality

®
(]
Ll
U
C
©
>
T
<

LLl
O
&
)
P
S
<E
2




AdvancED®

Standards for Quality

STANDARDS FOR QUALITY SCHOOL SYSTEMS

Commitment to continuous improvement is a dynamic effort, consistently
requiring attention and revision. We expect this commitment from the educational
institutions we serve, and we expect it from ourselves. To that end, we are proud
and excited to unveil the new AdvancED Standards for Quality School Systems.

The new AdvancED Standards for Quality School Systems not only provide the
foundation for the AdvancED Accreditation Process, but also represent the
continued evolution of accreditation as a powerful tool for driving effective
practices in support of student learning.

ANATOMY OF A STANDARD

The AdvancED Standards for Quality School Systems include the standard, indicator,
and related performance level.

The Standards are research-based, comprehensive quality statements that
describe conditions that are necessary for educational institutions and systems

to achieve quality student performance and organizational effectiveness. These
Standards support an education process that is truly visionary; characterizing how
organizations should operate to promote a culture of continuous learning that is
fluid - engaging leaders, staff and students.

The indicators and related performance levels give thorough descriptions of
exemplary practices and processes, together providing a comprehensive picture of
each standard.

The five Standards and accompanying indicators and performance levels focus
on practices within the system and systematic methods of driving excellence

in student performance and organizational effectiveness. These Standards are
not isolated, but systemic and intentionally aligned to address major themes
across all Standards. Major embedded themes include: continuous improvement,
stakeholder involvement, alignment, student engagement, collaboration, equity,
and personalization.

© AdvancED® 2012 1. Standards for Quality School Systems



AdvancED Standards for Quality School Systems

Standard 1: Purpose and Direction

The system maintains and communicates at all levels of the organization a purpose and
direction for continuous improvement that commit to high expectations for learning as
well as shared values and beliefs about teaching and learning.

Standard 2: Governance and Leadership
The system operates under governance and leadership that promote and support
student performance and system effectiveness.

Standard 3: Teaching and Assessing for Learning
The system’s curriculum, instructional design, and assessment practices guide and
ensure teacher effectiveness and student learning across all grades and courses.

Standard 4: Resources and Support Systems
The system has resources and provides services in all schools that support its purpose
and direction to ensure success for all students.

Standard 5: Using Results for Continuous Improvement

The system implements a comprehensive assessment system that generates a range
of data about student learning and system effectiveness and uses the results to guide
continuous improvement.

© AdvancED® 2012 2 Standards for Quality School Systems



What are the benefits for students
attending an accredited school?

Next to a parent, a teacher is one of the most
influential figures in a student’s life. So as
parents, you want to know that teachers are
working all the time to improve the learning
opportunities for your child. An accredited
school pays attention to providing teachers
the resources and tools to succeed in the
classroom. An accredited school is committed
to offering students a rigorous, diverse and
sound curriculum instructed by qualified
teachers. Students also are eligible for special

programs, grants and scholarships.

| Bstt e R T

AdvancED is the world leader in providing

improvement and accreditation services to

education providers of all types in their pursuit of
excellence in serving students. AdvancED serves as
a trusted partner to more than 32,000 schools and

school systems — enrolling more than 20 million
students — across the United States and 70

countries.

How can | find out more about
AdvancED?

You can visit www.advanc-ed.org to learn more
about the work we do as well as locate accredited
schools and school systems in your community. If
your school isn’t accredited, encourage them to
learn more and contact us today.

Helping Parents
and the Community:
Create a World of
Opportunities

AdvancED for Every Learner

9115 Westside Parkway
Alpharetta, GA 30009

Toll Free: 888.41EDNOW (888.413.3669)
Global: +1 678.392.2285, ext. 5551
Fax: 770.346.9260

www.facebook.com/
AdvancEDorg

78 www.youtube.com/
AdvancEDorg

@ www.advanc-ed.org
\

@AdvancEDorg
@MarkElgart

We are an innovative nonprofit organization
dedicated to making sure education providers have
access to tools and processes that help them be the
best they can be. As a direct result of that support,
education providers in turn deliver an
ever-improving educational experience for their

learners.




For over 100 years, Why is accreditation important?

AdvancED’s three U.S.-based regional accreditation agencies — the North Central More than 100 years ago American universities
Association Commission on Accreditation and School Improvement (NCA CASI), the needed to know which institutions provided quality
Northwest Accreditation Commission (NWAC) and the Southern Association of programs for their graduates, so they began the
Colleges and Schools Council on Accreditation and School Improvement (SACS accreditation system. Today, to demonstrate
CASI) — have helped education providers of all types in their pursuit of education quality, accreditation is used by a wide
excellence in serving students. Today, we’re even more committed'to range of education providers, from traditional
O this purpose. We’re committed to creating a world of schools to distance learning providers to tutoring
ur opportunities for every learner. centers, serving all ages of students from toddlers
to adults. Accreditation provides institutions with
the tools and the know-how to ensure students are
college-and career-ready.

Mission...

Our mission is to lead and
empower the education community \
to ensure that all learners realize their \ How does a school earn accreditation?

If your child's preschool, school or local school
system is accredited, they have gone through a
rigorous evaluation process that involyes internal

full potential. We achieve this mission by

providing institutions with improvement tools and

resources through accreditation. We recognize that TR ! ; _ 8 and external review. The school has met a set ofi
; : A ¢ @ standards developed by AdvancED that offer
everyone has a role in the success of students including 1; & ‘ ] education providers of all types a framework for

school improvement. The school has agreed to
regular self-reviews and reviews by outside
evaluators to check their ongoing progress.

you and other members of the community. We take

pride in our role just like the pride you feel

when your child is thriving, learning and / .
// What we believe...
succeeding. We are passionate / We believe every student should have access What does it mean to be accredited?
advocates for all learners. 4 to high-quality instruction, learning materials and Do students have everything they need to optimize
// educational services that will help them thrive in and their learning? Are students prepared to succeed in
// out of school. college or their career? An AdvancED accredited
// institution has access to valuable resources and
/,/. We believe all institutions, whether public, nonpublic, tools that provide answers to these questions and
>4 charter, early learning or parochial—year-long, traditional or more. A school is equipped to better identify and
// online, should strive to improve continually the instruction, implement strategies for improvement giving you
/’ resources and services they provide to the students of their community. peace of mind that your child is attending a school
,/ that cares about quality.
Vi We believe educational providers are much more likely to improve or
/ maintain a high level of performance with the benefit of an objective third-party
£ evaluator such as AdvancED.
//



AdvancED Presentation Followup December 1, 2015

#
H
2

14 What was a question(s) you did not have
a chance to get answered or comment(s)
you would like to share now?

Answered: 8 Skipped: 0

Responses

How many districts have continued this process over an extend period of time? Are there local districts or a list of
districts we contact about their experience with AdvancEd? How is the review team selected?

Just looking for as many positives as possible from this experience to again get staff on board... How many IL schools
are doing this or have done it? lowa? Is there a list of accredited districts for public viewing? Thanks!

We would like to see how the indicators align with other things we do such as Danielson, learning walks, etc.

No question, but a general statement. We have been talking about feedback all year and this would give us an
opportunity to receive feedback as a district and also network with other school districts.

Is the information made public for the District's benefit?

We would like to see more examples of what the end product looks like? We'd like to hear from other districts who
have participated in this process.

None

none

171

Date

12/2/2015 7:58 AM
12/1/2015 6:53 PM

12/1/2015 4:56 PM

12/1/2015 4:51 PM

12/1/2015 4:50 PM

12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:46 PM



AdvancED Presentation Followup December 1, 2015

(02 What did you see an/or hear from the
presentation that raises questions or
objections? In other words, what may be a
reason(s) we would not want to move
forward.

Answered: 8 Skipped: 0

Responses

We would like to see the end product or a final report first before we move forward. Seeing the end product will help
staff buy in to this idea.

Rollout to elicit buy-in from as many staff as possible will be important.

How will this be funded? As we are losing funds is the cost worth the expense? Compare the overall cost to a teacher
salary--is this equivalent to an FTE when FTEs are in danger? Some teachers might think it adds paper work, but we
are thinking much of the load will be addressed by leadership teams. TLT thinks it might save time if we can focus our
efforts on something that isn't going to change right away.

Cost could be an issue. What does the follow up look like

I'm curious abou.! how this can be communicated to people outside of the district. | think this would be very beneficial
to the district if teachers looking for jobs in the area and families looking to move to the area would have access to this
information and be able to compare to other Districts.

How would this be shared with the public? How would teachers respond to this process? What kind of work would be
required from teachers?

Does the benefits out way the monetary cost.

We would like to hear more about it being systematic and how we can use it on going. We would like to see the 33 +
components and what are we getting out of it, will it be usable?

171

Date

12/2/2015 7:58 AM

12/1/2015 6:53 PM

12/1/2015 4:56 PM

12/1/2015 4:51 PM
12/1/2015 4:50 PM
12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:46 PM



AdvancED Presentation Followup December 1, 2015

01 What did you see and/or hear that you
believe would bring value to our district
through a partnership with AdvancEd?

Answered: 8 Skipped: 0

Responses

It's focused on process and not telling us what exactly we have to do. Having documents in place so if someone
leaves they have documents to reference.

It's always good to reflect and get feedback from outside sources in a nonthreatening process.

It would really guide professional development planning. It would give us specific direction, based on gathered
evidence, with multi-year goals.

It is process based versus people based. Having an outside source reduces bias and subjectivity.
The feedback is invaluable and goes hand in hand with our focus on feedback this year and as we move forward.

This could possibly replace ECRA as a student growth piece. The Stakeholder Feedback could be used instead of
| 5Essential Survey. Leadership teams could use the report to create leadership team goals.

| This could provide long term focus on continual improvement that goes beyond a single person or team.

We like the internal review reports. We like the district wide approach.

1/1

Date

12/2/2015 7:58 AM

12/1/2015 6:53 PM

12/1/2015 4:56 PM

12/1/2015 4:51 PM
12/1/2015 4:50 PM

12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:49 PM

12/1/2015 4:46 PM



Benchmark Comparison - Expenses
GENESEO CUSD 228

Source: 5 Year Budgst and AFR
Function or Object Year District
1100 Regular Programs - 2014 : - @ -I P B GE?‘JE?EO CusD 228
1200 Special Education/Remedial Programs 2014 - @ - - .|- - - gl Others
1400 CTE Programs . 2014 I'
1500 Interscholastic Programs 2014 -#-
2150 Support Services - Pupils 2014 ‘ ..4._
2200 Support Services - Instructional Staff 2014 -- b e
2300 Support Services - General Administration 2014 ' U »q-—--
2400 Support Services - School Administration 2014 -*— -
2500 Support Services - Business 2014 @
2600 Support Services - Central 2014 *— .

S0 $1,000 52;000 52,000 54,000 55,000 56,000

Actual S per Student



Area Sp'ending Comparison

Specific Area: Special Ed
"Total Operating Expense" Includes Items from Funds 10,20, 40, 50, 70 & 80

Source: 5 Year Budget and AFR

Fund/Function/Object
District Year : [ 2014

Chatiiston CUSD 1 2014 R RS
Sycamore CUSD 427 2014 R e T e, 92,000
Wishofet:Seyinour GUSDS 2074 T TIPS 1 970
Olympla CUSD 16 s e T e e i ] 51,841
WINNEBAGO CUSD 323 2014 R R T s e

Sandwich CUSD 430 14 R e T T 1,805

Freoport SD 145 v R TR s
WoodstockCusD200 20t N O .65
Dixon USD 170 o R R ¢1.6%
Highiand CUSD 5 o T $1.474

Coal City CUSD 1 o R 51,434
PLANO CUSD 85 o R 155

Sterling CUSD 5 2014 _]51 318
Waterloo CUSD 5 2014 R SR ST 51,314
MORTON CUSD 709 2014 e R e 51,282
Galesburg CUSD 205 2014 R TR 51,078
Il Valley Central USD 321 2014 R T 27 |
Dunlap CUSD 323 2014 BT e |
Taylorville CUSD 3 2014 _]sma ]
Rochester CUSD 3A 2014 T 5931 A
GENESEO CUSD 228 2014 YR s l Average is $1,489

$0 $500 $1,000 $1,500 $2,000
Actual $ per Student



Area Spending Comparison

Specific Area: Special Ed
"Total Operating Expense” Includes Items from Funds 10,20, 40, 50, 70 & 80
Source: 5 Year Budget and AFR

Fund/Function/Object
District Year . 2014

Charloston CUSD 1 w0 R S B ST B
SyamorecUSD 427 20w | W 17 0+%
MahometSeymour CUSDS 2014 [ S 7 |
Olympia GUSD 15 v R R I 17.10%

WiNNEBAGO CUSD 23 201 [  15.55%
sancwchcuspa  oou [ W 17 05

Freeport SD 145 2014 R R T T S SRR 14.07%

Woodstock CUSD 200 2014 R T SR 15.07%

Dixon USD 170 2014 P TR e
Highland CUSD 5 2014 e e A e T D 17.54%
Coal City CUSD 1 2014 TN 1% |

PLANO CUSD 88 2014 R T 13.45%

Sterling CUSD 5 2014 s R P 14,13

Waterloo CUSD 5 2014 R e T 15.61%
MORTON CUSD 709 2014 TR 11 1% |

Galesburg CUSD 205 2014 ETE I 1300

Il Valley Central USD 321 2014 T R T 14.67%

Dunlap CUSD 323 2014 R TR 1061

Taylorville CUSD 3 2014 e R 12.20% |

Rochester CUSD 3A 2014 TR e et |

GENESEO CUSD 228 2014 e e | Average = 15.26%

0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00%
Percent of Operating Expense



Transportation Expenditures and Relmbursemant - All County
Transportation Type: Regular
it )

Note: “Yoa y he expenses

Distict  Year

PLANO CUSD 88 2015

Freeport SD 145 2015

Dunlap CUSD 323 2015 )

Sandwich CUSD430 2015

Waterloo CUSD 5 2015

Rochester CUSD3A 2015

Coal City CUSD 1 2015

GENESEO CUSD 228 2015

Sycamore CUSD 427 2015

MORTON CUSD 709 2015

Sterling CUSD 5 2015

Dixon USD 170 2015

Woodstock CUSD 200 2015

Galesburg CUSD 205 2015

WINNEBAGO CUSD 323 2015

Taylorvile CUSD3 2015

Mahomet-Seymour CUSD3 2015

Il Valley Central USD 321 2015 B
CharlestonCUSD1 2015

Olympia CUSD 16 2015 - o

Highland CUSD5 S 2015 | Average is $4.40 B

SOEM; $0.50 $1.00 $1.50 $2.00 $2.50 53:00 $3.50 $4.00 $4.50 $5.00 $5.50 $6.00 $6.50
| Expenditures Per Mile



All - Annawan CUSD 226, BRADFORD CUSD 1, Cambridge CUSD 227 and 5 more

Low Income Enrollment
Source: ISBE Fall Housing Enrollment Data

Annawan BRADFORD Cambridge
CUSD226 = CUSD 1 cusp227 |
2500
2000~
g 46.15%
£ 42.08%
S 1500~ :
£ 43.79%
w
S
= 29.74% 30.00%34.29% 30.18%
1000 <7 70%
27.55% 26.48%
23.62%

GALVA CUSD

44.19%
39.27%

224

52.26%
2.51%

GENESEO

~CusD228

7

Kewanee
CUSD 229

77.26%

7417%

69.25%

Stark County
~CUSD 100

45.21%

40.56%
36.
38.95%

Wethersfield
_ CUSD 230

45.38%

-80.0%

- 70.0%

- 60.0%

- 50.0%

-40.0%

- 30.0%

Low Income as % of Total Enrollment

Measure Names

[ Low Income as % of Total Enrollment
[ Total Enroliment



Benchmark School District Options

Geneseo CUSD 228

December 2015

District

Bloomington SD #87

Charleston CUSD #1

Dixon USD #170

Dunlap CUSD #323

Freeport SD #145

Galesburg CUSD #205

Geneseo CUSD #228

Highland CUSD #5

Il Valley Central USD
#321

Macomb CUSD #185

Mahomet-Seymour
CUSD #3

McLean County USD
#5 '

Morton CUSD #709

Olympia CUSD #16




Benchmark School District Options Geneseo CUSD 228 December 2015

Plano CUSD #88

Rochester CUSD #3A

Sandwich CUSD #430

Sterling CUSD #5

Sycamore CUSD #427

Taylorville CUSD #3

Waterloo CUSD #5

Winnebago CUSD
#323

Woodstock CUSD
#200




