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BOARD OF EDUCATION AGENDA

DECEMBER 4, 2012

The Committee of the Whole Meeting of the Board of Education of Lincolnshire-Prairie View School
District 103 will be held on Tuesday, December 4, 2012 at 7:00 PM in the Learning Center of Daniel
Wright Junior High School, 1370 Riverwoods Road, Lincolnshire, Illinois.

A.

es]

Call to Order and Roll Call
Time: Estimated time for meeting: 1 Hour 30 Minutes

. Community Participation

. World Language Consultant

Time: 1 Hour

. Discussion Items

Time: 20 minutes
1. ISAT and MAP Results

2. Triple I Conference Review

. Board Comments

Time: 10 minutes

1. Topics for future Committee of the Whole discussions

. Community Participation

. Adjournment


http://www.d103.org/

Memo

LEADERS IN LEARNING

Lincolnshire — Praitie View School District 103
1370 RIVERWOQODS ROAD
LINCOLNSHIRE, IL 60069
847.295.4030
(Fax) 847.295.9196

To: Board of Education
From: Katie Reynolds
CC: Dr. Scott Warren
Date:  November 27, 2012
Re: ISAT Analysis

Attached please find the results of an analysis of ISAT scores for District 103 and
the ten other districts identified by the Citizens’ Advisory Committee for Finance
as comparable to our own district.

The first attachment, “Exhibit 1” includes the ISAT scores in reading, math, and
science for District 103 for the past five years, from the 2006-07 school year
through the 2011-12 school year. Scores provided reflect the percentage of
students who scored in the “meets or exceeds” categories, and then the
percentage of those who scored in the “exceeds” category.

The next attachment, “Exhibit 2” provides a comparison of 2012 ISAT scores for
District 103 and ten other, comparable districts. You will see the percentage of
students scoring in the “meets and exceeds” categories in reading, math and
science, as well as the percentage of students scoring in the “exceeds” category
for each district. You will also see how District 103 ranks, in comparison with the
other districts, at each grade level. This information provides yet further proof
that we provide our community with an excellent education for our students.

The next attachment, “Exhibit 3,” provides a year-by-year comparison of all
eleven districts of the percentage of students at each grade level scoring in the
“exceeds” category. The attachment, “Exhibit 47, demonstrates how the
percentage of students scoring in the “exceeds” category in each grade level has
changed over the course of five years.

Finally, I have also provided a comparison between District 103 and ten other
districts of various factors that may influence student success and performance.

KR:lks
Attachments: (4)
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ISAT ANALYSIS
COMPARATIVE - 2012

READING

Meets or Exceeds

103 [109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |(Western |(Northbrook)
Springs)
3rd 96 95 93 91 93 95 99 95 94 98 96 3
4th a8 97 93 96 92 95 98 95 95 97 g7 1
5th 98 93 96 96 96 97 97 97 95 97 96 1
Bth 96 96 97 94 96 93 99 a9 96 96 97 3
7th 98 96 97 93 93 96 95 a5 94 98 96 1
8th 100 96 99 97 97 . 198 100 97 97 97 96 1
Exceeds
103|109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
{Deerfield) {(Kild/C'side) [(Northbrook) f(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) {(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |(Western J(Northbrook)
Springs)
3rd 70 59 61 53 53 83 59 68 59 61 56 1
4th 65 61 61 56 58 63 52 67 54 57 53 2
5th 75 57 65 54 63 58 55 55 56 61 51 1
6th 65 48 61 30 54 57 60 53 55 63 55 1
7th 60 44 49 44 39 48 42 43 39 42 42 1
8th 33 19 26 20 20 21 31 17 21 41 20 2
EXHIBIT 2




ISAT ANALYSIS
COMPARATIVE - 2012

MATH

Meets or Exceeds

103 109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) [(Northbrook) l(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) [(Westemn [(Northbrook)
Springs)
3rd 98 97 98 98 96 98 100 97 97 99 100 3
4th 99 97 98 98 97 96 100 98 99 93 99 2
5th 99 a7 97 99 97 96 99 98 97 97 97 1
6th 98 97 96 96 96 95 99 98 94 97 97 2
7th 98 95 a8 98 95 96 96 95 96 99 97 2
8th 99 95 99 97 99 97 98 93 96 98 95 1
Exceeds
103 109 96 27 102 35 36 [e7 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) [(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) j(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |(Western {(Northbrook)
Springs)
3rd 88 72 74 72 68 83 77 79 71 76 80 1
4th 80 59 67 60 62 64 57 69 62 54 43 1
5th 82 41 52 38 47 45 42 44 43 54 32 1
&th 76 52 60 47 64 61 62 52 50 68 49 1
7th 75 58 73 64 60 63 81 54 57 72 56 1
8th 82 61 71 62 60 78 81 56 55 81 52 1
EXHIBIT 2




ISAT ANALYSIS
COMPARATIVE - 2012

SCIENCE

Meets or Exceeds

103 109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) [(Northbrook) [(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) (Winnetka) {(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |(Western J(Northbrook)
Springs)
4th 97 97 93 95 92 93 97 97 96 96 96 1
7th 89 94 97 94 95 94 o6 93 84 97 96 1
Exceeds
103 108 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) [(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) [(Lake Forest) [(Libertyville) [(Western |(Northbrook)
Springs)
4th 64 39 38 27 38 39 31 46 42 37 39 1
7th 65 41 57 36 37 39 47 45 49 50 53 1
EXHIBIT 2




5 YEAR ISAT DATA

ANALYSIS BY GRADE
EXCEEDS CATEGORY
READING = : . SOOI SR, SRS NSO SR SO RS SR S
T TiGrade3 i T ‘ e e S e T
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 (Western 128
103}(Deerfield) J(Kild/C'side) {(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) [(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) JSprings) J(Northbrook) |Rank
2012 70 59 81 53 53 63 59 68 59 61 56 1
2011 62.9 51 55.9 38 47.3 49.4 42.5 63.6 51.3 52.2 52.2 1
2010 64 54.7 55.6 45.7 51.3 - 528 44.9 59.5 58.2 61.3 51.4 1
2009 59.8 53.3 55.8 37.6 47.6 456 48.2 57.7 56.4 62.1 43.9 2
2008 46.2 51.1 514 45 40.3 46.4 414 46.3 50.2 50.3 54.7 8
Grade 4 |
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 {(Western |28
103|(Deerfield) J(Kild/C'side) J(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |{Springs) J(Northbrook) |Rank
2012 55 61 61 56 58 63 52 87 54 57 53 2
20M 73.4 64.1 65.4 55 67.8 62.9 56.8 554 65.4 66.5 62.9 1
2010 74 57.86 59.3 46.3 62 57.8 59.3 56.7 57.5 61.4 55.2 1
2009 66.7 54,2 61.4 52.5 56.2 62.4 52.2 52 54.9 62.4 50.9 1
2008 543 57 56.8 53.8 53.3 57.8 62.7 62.9 52.5 60.8 57.7 8
T iGrade 5 i
101
109 96 27 102 38 67 70 {(Western |28
103}{Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |{Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) |Springs) J(Northbrook) JRank
2012 75 57 65 54 63 58 55 55 56 61 51 1
2011 69.6 54.2 59 43.7 59.4 43.8 54.8 51.5 50.2 64.5 50.3 1
| 2010 62.8 59.8 66.8 51.5 56.3 62.7 55.3 48.5 52.8 64.1 62.6 3
2009 59.7 57.6 59.3 50 54.1 63.5 64.6 58.7 47.9 53.9 48.7 3
2008 68.7 55.2 63 58.9 46.5 60.4 61.8 48.1 55.2 61.8 58.4 1
EXHIBIT 4



5 YEAR ISAT DATA
ANALYSIS BY GRADE

EXCEEDS CATEGORY
READING e [
Grade 6 | :
101
108 96 27 102 36 87 70 {(Western |28
103 (Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |{Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) 35 (Glencoe) J(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) f(Libertyville) |Springs) j(Northbrook) JRank
2012 65 49 81 30 54 57 80 53 55 63 55 1
201 65.8 54.1 66.1 £8.4 49.3 50.6 83.3 48.2 51.1 69.4 52.7 3
2010 60.6 52.9 60.2 43.8 50 80.4 68.2 52 53.4 68.4 48.7 3
2008 63.2 49.5 55.8 56.1 50.8 55.1 66.4 57.1 49.3 67| 49.8 3
2008 53.3 54.1 57.8 37.9 45.7 47 62 59.1 52.4 59.8 52.1 6
iGrade 7
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 {(Western |28
103|(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) J(Aptakisic) 135 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) [(Libertyville) {Springs) |(Northbrook) JRank
2012 60 44 49 44 39 48 42 43 39 42 42 1
2011 67.8 42.5 55.5 37.7 50.2 56.2 48.9 46.2 40.8 54 41 1
2010 81.3 39.5 51.8 48.2 44.1 47.5 48.5 42.8 48.2 58.7 45.9( . 1
2008 85.6 50.4 47.2 25.8 40.9 43.2 53.6 50.8 48.4 50.3 50.5 1
2008 61.4 43.9 45.1 43.2 30.2 52.2 471 38.3 48.5 40.6 36.7 1
""""""" iGrade 8 i T .
101
109 96 27 102 36 87 70 {Western ]28
103](Deerfield) M(Kild/C'side) J{Northbrook) [(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville} |Springs) |(Northbrook) JRank
2012 33 19 26 20 20 21 31 17 21 41 20 2
2011 33.7 24.5 29 16.3 25.6 30.3 30.8 20.1 26.6 37.3 21.3 2
2010 34.6 29 31.9 15.8 37.2 28.9 32.2 28.5 228 38.2 245 3
2009 29.1 16.4 23.8 17.4 18 30.9 27.5 18.9 31 20.5 17.5 2
2008 36.3 26.8 23.3 18.7 17.1 27 29.6 18.25 19.5 23.1 20.5 1
EXHIBIT 4



5 YEAR ISAT DATA
ANALYSIS BY GRADE

EXCEEDS CATEGORY
LN s o T O O
............. Gsdea . G .
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 {Western |28
103]({Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |{Northbrock) |{Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) [{Winnetka} |(Lake Forest) f(Libertyville) |Springs) |(Northbrook) [Rank
2012 88 72 74 72 68 83 77 79 71 76 . 80 1
| 2011 87.6 72.1 77.1 80.5 66.8 79.6 70 81.3 74.3 75.7 77.2 1
| 2010 84.3 75 83.5 74.8 68.7 79.3 68.3 76.4 71.8 75.5 77.8 1
2009 81.6 73.1 70.9 70.1 74 73.8 71.2 72.4 67 82 70.9 2
2008 82.4 67.4 76.2 69 64.7 71.3 69.7 71.4 68.6 70.1 68.9 1
Grade 4
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 (Western |28
103|(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) j(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest) |(Libertyville) §Springs) |(Northbrook) [Rank
2012 80 59 67 60 62 684 57 69 62, 54 43 1
2011 74.2 60.1 73.2 54.3 64.3 61.5 55.8 52.8 63.1 60.4 50.5 1
2010 76.8 56.1 64.2 57 66.7 66.3 53.8 57 57.3 69.9 49.4 1
2009 67.8 57 64.1 59.7 65.5 61.2 51| 52 57.4 68.2 54.3 2
2008 71.7 48.2 63.2 57.6 80.9 61.9 53.1 57.4 58.1 66.9 47.6 1
e
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 (Western |28
103](Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake Forest} |(Libertyville) |Springs) |(Northbrook) JRank
2012 82 41 52 338 47 45 42 44 43 54 32 1
2011 77.2 45.8 45.2 50.8 56.3 42.8 45.5 47.3 41.9 50.3 36.5 1
| 2010 48.2 41.2 47 43.4 44.7 498.4 31.1 37.5 38.7 48.1 33.3 2
2009 58.2 37.7 40.2 46.8 43.2 48 31.6 49.1 37.2 55.3 28.1 1
2008 52.9 34.8 47.2 40.3 37.2 50 37.3 47.3 45.8 48.6 43,7 1
EXHIBIT 4



10

5 YEAR ISAT DATA
ANALYSIS BY GRADE
EXCEEDS CATEGORY
MATH &+ |
Grade B
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 (Western |28
103§(Deerfield) {(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) J{Winnetka) |(L ake Forest) |(Libertyville) [Sprinas) |(Northbrook) JRank
2012 76 52 60 47| 64 61 &2 52 50 68 49 1
2011 65.2 53 66.9 46 50 47.3 59.3 55.2 49.2 68.9 41.3 3
2010 72 51.2 58.6 48.8 53.8 59.7 60.5 57.6 44.5 58.2 41.3 1
2008 64.5 45.5 58.9 46.3 48.7 56.4 56.7 59.2 43.4 63.8 45.1 1
2008 57.7 39.3 49.2 34.6 48.4 33.6 48.9 58.4 36.4 47.2 42.4 2
iGrade 7 |
101
109 96 27 102 36 67 70 (Western |28
103|{Deerfield) [(Kild/C'side) J(Northbrook) J(Aptakisic) |35 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) l(Lake Forest) l(Libertyville) |Springs) |(Northbrook) JRank
2012 75 58 73 64 60 83 61 54 57 72 56, 1
2011 76.9 56.1 69.3 57.8 58.5 70.6 70.5 59.9 52.3 742 46.8 1
2010 72.9 53.9 67.9 62.9 51.3 70.9 70.7 57 51.1 73.3 52.4 2
2009 77.5 53.7 63.6 59.6 62.9 57.5 64.7 66 57.3 65.9 48.7 1
2008 69.1 50.1 59.9 69 58 69 64 54.3 61.3 63 48 1
T e s e R
101
109 96 27 102 36 &7 70 (Western |28
103](Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) 135 (Glencoe) |(Winnetka) {{Lake Forest) J{Libertyville) |Springs) |(Northbrook) |Rank
2012 82 61 71 62 60 78 81 56 55 81 52, 1
2011 75.7 60.6 70.4 86.7 55.2 73.2 75.5 54.4 60.6 86.5 51 2
2010 70.8 58.5 64.8 65.8 56.2 61.4 65.9 62.7 53.1 73.7 44.4 2
2009 71.8 54 66.8 66.5 60 71.6 69.6 55.2 61.4 62 50 1
2008 68.2 57.4 60.3 70 52.9 61.2 74.1 57.8 50.6 57.2 54.6 3
EXHIBIT 4



5 YEAR ISAT DATA ANALYSIS BY DISTRICT

EXCEEDS CATEGORY

READING
2012
103 (109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) }(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) [(Western  |(Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 70 59 61 53 53 63 59 68 59 61 56 1
Ath 65 61 81 56 58 63 52 67 54 57 53 2
5th 75 57 65 54 63 58 55 55 56 61 51 1
6th 65 49 61 30 54 57 60 53 55 63 55 1
7th 60 44 49 44 39 48 42 43 39 42 42 1
8th 33 19 26 20 20 21 31 17 21 41 20 2
READING
2011
103 108 98 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
{Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrock) |{Aptakisic) J(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) |[(Western {Narthbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 62.8 |51 55.8 38 47.3 49.4 42.5 63.6 51.3 52.2 52.2 1
4th 73.4 1641 65.4 55 67.8 62.9 56.8 55.4 65.4 66.5 62.9 1
5th 69.6 154.2 59 43.7 59.4 43.8 54.8 51.5 50.2 64.5 50.3 1
6th 65.8 [54.1 66.1 58.4 49.3 50.8 63.3 48.2 51.1 69.4 52.7 3
7th 67.8 [42.5 55.5 37.7 50.2 55.2 46.9 48.2 40.8 54 41 1
8th 33.7 (245 29 16.3 25.6 30.3 30.8 20.1 26.8 37.3 21.3 2
READING
2010
103 109 96 27 102 35 36 Is7 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side)} |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) |[{Western (Northbrook)
- |Forest) Springs)
3rd 64 54.7 55.6 45.7 51.3 52.6 44.9 59.5 58.2 61.3 51.4 1
4th 74 57.6 59.3 46.3 62 57.6 59.3 56.7 57.5 61.4 55.2 1
5th 62.8 [59.8 66.8 51.5 56.3 62.7 55.3 48.5 52.8 64.1 62.6 3
&th 60.6 |52.9 60.2 48.8 50 60.4 68.2 52 534 68.4 46.7 3
7th 61.3 ]39.5 51.6 46.2 44.1 47.5 438.5 42.8 48.2 56.7 45.9 1
8th 346 |29 31.9 15.8 37.2 28.9 32.2 26.5 226 39.2 24.5 3
EXHIBIT 3

11




5 YEAR ISAT DATA ANALYSIS BY DISTRICT

EXCEEDS CATEGORY

READING
2009

103 109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 23 Rank

{Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) [(Glencoe) {{Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville} [(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)

3rd 59.8 |53.3 55.8 376 478 45.6 492 57.7 56.4 62.1 43.9 2
4th 66.7 |54.2 61.4 52.5 56.2 62.4 52.2 52 54.9 62.4 50.9 1
5th 58.7 |57.86 59.3 50 54.1 63.5 64.6 58.7 47.9 53.9 48.7 3
6th 63.2 |49.5 558 56.1 50.8 55.1 66.4 57.1 49.3 67 49.8 3
7th 65.6 |50.4 47.2 25.8 40.9 43.2 53.6 50.8 48.4 50.3 50.5 1
8th 29.1 |16.4 23.6 174 18 30.8 27.5 18.9 3 20.5 17.5 2
READING
2008

103 109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank

{Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) {(Aptakisic) |{Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake {(Libertyville) {(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 48.2 |51.1 514 46 40.3 48.4 41.4 48.3 50.2 50.3 54.7 8
4th 54.3 |57 56.8 53.6 53.3 57.8 82.7 62.9 52.5 60.8 57.7 8
5th 86.7 |55.2 63 58.9 48.5 60.4 81.8 48.1 55.2 61.8 58.4 1
&th 53.3 |54.1 57.8 37.9 45.7 47 62 50.1 52.4 59.86 52.1 6
7th 61.4 ]43.9 451 43.2 30.2 52.2 47.1 38.3 48.5 40.8 36.7 1
8th 36.3 ]26.8 23.3 18.7 17.1 27 29.6 18.25 19.5 23.1 20.5 1
EXHIBIT 3

12




5 YEAR ISAT DATA ANALYSIS BY DISTRICT

EXCEEDS CATEGORY

13

MATH
2012
103|108 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |{Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) J(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) |(Western {Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 88 72 74 72 68 83 77 79 71 76 80 1
4th 80 - |59 67 60 62 64 57 69 62 54 43 1
5th 62 41 52 38 47 45 42 44 43 54 32 1
Bth 78 52 &0 47 64 61 62 52 50 68 49 1
7th 75 58 73 64 60 63 &1 54 57 72 56 1
8th 82 61 71 62 60 78 81 56 55 81 52 1
MATH
2011
103 (108 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rark
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) J(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) f(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 87.6 |72.1 771 80.5 66.8 79.6 70 81.3 74.3 75.7 77.2 1
4th 74.2 160.1 732 54.3 64.3 61.5 55.8 52.8 83.1 60.4 50.5 1
15th 77.2 |45.8 45.2 50.8 56.3 42.8 45.5 47.3 41.9 50.3 36.5 1
Bth 65.2 |53 66.9 45 50 47.3 59.3 55.2 49.2 68.9 41.3 3
7th 76.9 ]56.1 69.3 57.8 56.5 70.6 70.5 59.9 523 74.2 46.8 i
8th 75.7 |60.6 70.4 66.7 55.2 73.2 75.5 54.4 60.6 86.5 51 2
MATH
2010 _
103 1109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook) |(Aptakisic) |(Glencoe) [(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) |(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 84.3 |75 83.5 74.8 68.7 79.3 68.3 76.4 71.8 755 77.8 1
4th 76.8 {56.1 64.2 57 66.7 66.3 53.8 57 57.3 169.9 49.4 1
5th 48.2 |41.2 47 43.4 44.7 49.4 31.1 37.5 38.7 48.1 33.3 2
Bth 72 51.2 58.6 438.8 53.8 59.7 60.5 57.6 44.5 58.2 41.3 1
7th 72.9 153.9 67.9 62.9 51.3 70.9 70.7 57 51.1 73.3 52.4 2
8th 70.8 {585 54.8 65.8 56.2 61.4 65.9 62.7 53.1 73.7 44.4 2
EXHIBIT 3




5 YEAR ISAT DATA ANALYSIS BY DISTRICT

EXCEEDS CATEGORY

MATH
2009 _
103 109 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) [(Northbrook) HAptakisic) |(Glencoe)} [(Winnetka) J(Lake {Libertyville) |(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 81.6 [73.1 70.9 70.1 74 73.8 71.2 72.4 67 82 70.9 1
4th 67.8 |57 64.1 59.7 65.5 61.2 51 52 57.4 68.2 54.3 1
5th 58.2 |37.7 40.2 46.8 43.2 48 31.6 49.1 37.2 55.3 28.1 1
6th 64.5 |45.5 58.9 46.3 48.7 56.4 56.7 59.2 43.4 63.6 45.1 1
7th 775 |53.7 63.6 59.6 62.9 57.5 64.7 66 57.3 65.9 49.7 1
8th 71.8 |54 £6.8 66.5 80 71.6 69.6 55.2 61.4 62 50 1
MATH
2008 _
103 |09 96 27 102 35 36 67 70 101 28 Rank
(Deerfield) |(Kild/C'side) |(Northbrook} J(Aptakisic) [(Glencoe) |(Winnetka) |(Lake (Libertyville) J(Western (Northbrook)
Forest) Springs)
3rd 82.4 [67.4 76.2 69 64.7 71.3 69.7 71.4 68.6 70.1 68.9 2
4th 71.7 |48.2 63.2 57.6 60.9 61.9 53.1 57.4 58.1 66.9 47.6 2
5Sth 52.9 134.8 47.2 40.3 37.2 50 37.3 47.3 45.8 48.6 43.7 1
6th 57.7 139.3 49.2 34.6 464 33.6 48.9 58.4 36.4 47.2 42.4 1
7th 69.1 150.1 59.9 69 58 69 64 54.3 61.3 683 46 1
8th 68.2 {574 60.3 70 52.9 61.2 74.1 57.8 50.6 57.2 54.6 1
EXHIBIT 3

14
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- - Compare Districts -

Student Demograplucs & Charactensﬂcs RacefEthmctty

- District __Na;n_e " -_

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEW SD_103 62.8
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 62.8
'DEERFIELD SD 109 $0.2
'GLENCOE SD 35 91.8
'KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 66.2
LAKE FOREST SD 67 89.8
LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 . 834
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 83.6
'NORTHBROOCK SD 28 84.5
WINNETKA SD 3% 92.5
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 98.3

Whlte
)

Blac
(%)

0.6
1.4
0.5
0.2
1.3
0.%
1.1
0.7
0.5
01
0.1

k. HISpamc

ey

2.7
4.7
3.3
2.1
7.5
2.4
3.6
2.8
3.4
2.4
1

As1an

)

28.9
28.7
3.2
3.4
20.3
4.9
3.5
10.7
g
25
8.5

: Arnencan

0.1
0.1
0.2
0.1

0

0.2
0.6
0

0.1
0.2
0.1

Natwe

%)y

. About this_F_teQnrt_:

. Multi Racial

; C fﬁthnicityf-_

4.3
2

2.6
2.7
4.7
2.1
5.8
2.2
3.4
2.2
0.1

(%)

© 2012 Wi Intsrdctive Report Card Northerh Iiois niversty,vith suppert from the IWinfs State Board of Education.
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: i ; Compare Districts . :
e Student Demograpl'ncs & Chamctenstlcs Educatlonal Enwronment

R © LEP IEP’ Low
. DistrictName . (%) (%) 3.inc_om.e

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEWY

SD 103

APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 17 11.9 8.5
DEERFIELD 5D 109 1.1 13.4 0.6
GLENCOE G 35 0.6 14.7 3.3
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD

9.8
96

LAKE FOREST SD 67 0.4 12.2 1.5
LIBERTYVILLE SO 70 1.3 7 5.7
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 4.4 14.4 3.8
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 4.1 11.6 3.1
WINNETKA SD 36 1.4 13.30.3
WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 O 10.6 0.1

6 7.2 0.6

14.27.4

Parentat
lnvolvement
e

100

100
100
100

100

97.3
100
100
100
100
99.9

AttendanceMobﬂ ty

()@

96.6

96
96.3
95.4

g6

95.8
96.6
96.3
96.2
935.9
96.6

(3)@

9.4

8.1
2.1
2.6

5.4

3.5
4.2
2.1
2.3
5

1.4

ChromcChromc
Truants Truants

Ny

CcC o O O woO o

]
wn

o OO

()8

—

OOO[\JOOOOF}OO

.' - sbout th'ié Report

" Hs

‘Pro pout Graduatwn

~Rate
e

Rate
©)e

& 2012 Wingis Interactivié Report Card, Norther liinois University, with support from the Iiinols State Board of Edcation. | 1 om0
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- Compare Districts

Student Demographms & Characte ristics -

S sttnct
Lo e D1str1ct Name _ R
LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEW SD 403 1,633
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 2,053
DEERFIELD SD 109 3,124
GLENCOE 5D 35 1,287
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 3,134
LLAKE FOREST SD 67 2,03%
LIBERTYVILLE SB 70 2,534
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 1,193
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 1,691
WINNETKA SD 36 1,811
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 1,497

Grade 3
(N) - my
178 181
222 226
360 350
122 163
357 46
194 231
263 279
113 138
197 184
189 226
156 180

Enrotlments =

Ny

196
213
380
132
371
241
308
135
193
201
167

197
224
351
174
375
293
319
144
213
230
178

199

233
355
130
393
289
337
151
200
213
165

oy

.&bnut tl'ns Re srt

Grade 4 . Grade 5 Grade? Grade 8 Grade 11

Ny

© 2012 lings Interactive Report Caed; Northers Alingis Unfiersity, with Support from

Ill.mms State Board of Educatwn.

18




Compare Districts

Student Demographics & Characteristics - Class Slze o o

Avg Class* Avg. Class Avg Class Avg. Class Avg Class Avg. Class Avo Ciass Avg Class
o Size | |
Grade 7+

[ Di_s_-t_ric';;Name ; - Size

LINCOLNSHIRE-
PRAIRIEVIEW SD 103
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 19.8
'DEERFIELD SD 109 20.3
'GLENCOE SD 35 19.4
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE
CCSD 96

LAKE FOREST SD 67 16.5
'LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 18.2
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 18.7
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 17
WINNETKA SD 36 16.6
WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 18

16.4

17.3

Grade K

‘Size
Grade3--1 :

227

21.2
22.5
20.3

21.4

17

19.2
19.3
17.9
17.7
23.1

S1ze - '_
Grade 3

22.3

24.3
20
20.3

20

18.1
19.8
19.2
18.3
16.9
227

24.4

23.6
21.1
19

23.2

219
219
22.5
19.6
2.7
24

Slze
Grade. 5

St:_e_
-G'radé;(:a}- :

254

23.2
22
21

21

20.9
23.7
18.3
20.6
20.4
24.6

22.4

22.3
18.6
21.4

20.1

19.5
23.7
20.4
21.5
17.6
221

M-_

22

23.1
18.6
18.9

21.3

17.1
22.7
19.4
20.5
16.6
23.9

& 2012 inois Interaceive Report Card Northern linois Uriversity, with Support fram the' s State Board of Education
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; : - Compare Districts - R :
Ihstnct Teacher & A.dmlmstrator informat:on - Teacher Demograplncs

o _ Distr_ict_-Na_me- o R __wm)te §
LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEW SD 103 99.2
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 96
'DEERFIELD SD 109 98
'GLENCOE SD 35 98.1
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 95.1
'LAKE FOREST SD 67 98.9
'LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 96.2
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 - 97.8
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 96.2
WINNETKA SD 36 $5.7
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 96.9

Blac

k-

Hlspamc '

@

0.7

1.9
2.2

1.3

1.2
2.4

%)

0.8
2.6
1.1
0

1.3
1.1
2.5
1.1
0.6
1.9
1

Asian .

Natwe
Amer:can

(%}

' .&bo_ut &is Report

Mle

O
12.6
13.8
15.6
20
14.8
15
12.1
19.9
15.4
24.2
11.5

87.4
86.2
84.4
80

85.2
85

87.9
80.1
84.6
75.8
88.5

Fémaie

%)
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Total
Teacher Teacher
“FTE Expenence Salary
(Years)@ -

Dlstnct Name

LINCOLNSHIRE-
PRAIRIEVIEW SD 122
103
APTAKISIC-TRIPP
'CCSD 102
'DEERFIELD SD
109

(GLENCOE SD 35 105
KILDEER
'COUNTRYSIDE 227
CCSD 96

LAKE FOREST SD
&7
'LIBERTYVILLE
D70
'NORTHBROOK
ESD 27
NORTHBROOK
D 28
'WINNETKA SB
36

WESTERN

152

230

166

158

92

157

169

96

N

Dzs.tnct Teacher & ﬁdmm'istrator Informatlon Teacher Charactenstlcs :
. ““Teachers. - Teachers 3_'

15.5

14.1

13
14.6

12.8

13.3

11.8

15.4

137

13.1

11

Avg

' Av.__,

- Compare Districts

Teacher Ba:::ltll; 5
®° D(o,ﬁ";e
78,458 113
72,989 217
81,209 18.6
76,891 229
70,592 30.5
72,136 19.2
£3,356 19
85,364 9.8
77,627 19.2
74,887 10
59.150 347

Pup1l--
~with Teacher".
Master 3 Rat]o
e e
86.6 15.2
78.3 15.1
g1.4 5.1
774 14.1
69.5 15.2
30.8 13.6
81 17.3
90 14.5
80.8 12.1
90 12.3
65.3 17.2

21

: .-.qupil{- g
_' '_.'I'.e_at_:he_.r
Ratio-

© 2012 tinois Interactive Report Card, Northiern Iltinofs University, with support from the Wliofs State Board of Education. " | .

' -'.&bput this Repart. |

X ;feachei';s' WI Classes not.;
- Emergency  taught by -
- or Provisonal Hi Qualified

: Degree (Elementary) (nghSchool) Cr_eds Teachers
: sttt

@me e
¢ 0
0 0
0 0
o 0
0 0
¢ 0
o 0
0 0
© 0
0.6 .

3.1 0




: D:strwt Name :' B ::. g' Pup1l Admmlstrator Rahog Pup1l Certzﬁed Staff Ratlo@'

o - -Compare Districts -~ - R :
_ Distnct Teacher&ﬁdmmlstrator lnfonnatlon Adm:mstrator Informatlon ': S

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEW SD 103 155.4 10.8
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 146.6 10.6
DEERFIELD SO 109 141.4 10.9
GLENCOE 5D 35 160.9 9.7
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 174.1 11.2
LAKE FOREST SD 67 144.3 9.8
LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 194.9 12.9
NORTHBROOK ESD 27 114.1 9.3
NORTHBROOK SD 28 146.3 9.4
WINNETKA SD_36 139.3 8.7
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 166.3 12.3

.&.bﬁut this Report

Avg Admmstrator Salary

159,103
126,232
115,420
128,739
141,810
137,669
127,171
146,856
143,908
181,729
137,522

e

© 2012 linois Interactive Report Card, Northern lilinofs University, with support from the Iltinois State Board of Education.

22




Compare Districts .

D:stnct Fmanclal Informanon Expendlture Rates '

- DistrictName =~ . Ta__x-__‘i-’eg_r per Pupﬂ

($) e

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEW SD 103 2009 698,063
'APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 2009 540,479
'DEERFIELD SD 109 2009 627,594
'GLENCOE SD 35 2009 932,751
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 2009 500,928
LAKE FOREST SD 67 2009 1,414,184
'LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 2009 462,995
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27 2009 1,044,553
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 2009 977,894
WINNETKA SD 36 200% 1,142,113
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 ' 2009 433,833

Total
School
Tax Rate-
per $1 00

2.2
2.8
2.3
1.9
2.9
1

2.3
2

1.9

2.2

®e

F 1sca! Year.

2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11

o :_ln_struc_tiona_l_"
‘Expenditure - -
per Pupil -

e

8,629
8,952
8,548
9,243
7,848
8,029
5,767
12,325
11,332
11,035
5,831

- About this Report

. Operating
Expenditure
 per Pupil -

RN ¢-) L E

14,727
15,473
13,218
15,658
12,955
14,573
10,334
19,983
17,249
19,027
9,387

©.2012 ltinais Interactive/Report Card, Northern Wlino's Universiéy, with Support from the Iliriols State Board of Education. .
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- Compare Districts -

Dlstnct Fmancml lnfonnatwu Expendltufe ﬁ.mounts

: Generé_\l_ ¥

E "__Suppar_t- S

B : ; SRR . ' ~Other.

: 'Districi Nan'_le B Fi_s_cal'_\_’_ea_; g8 instruglcn -Admin_is_tr_at_ion"'_ o Servic_eé_ e '--_E):cpe'nditu'res_
LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEWY SD 103 2010 - 11 13,335,169 888,489 8,670,931 3,756,866
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 162 2010 - 16,232,811 1,227,288 10,560,452 3,194,241
DEERFIELD SD 109 2010 - 11 24,798,847 1,516,394 11,540,768 10,277,784
'GLENCOE SD 35 2010 - 1 11,820,921 749,305 7,698,346 5,168,874
KILDEER COUNTRYSIBE CCSD 96 2010 - 11 22,805,407 2,140,833 13,676,909 5,428,379
LAKE FOREST SD 67 2010 - 11 15,531,424 939,976 11,380,172 5,141,037
%LIBER‘W\HLLE SO 70 2010 -1 13,951,436 811,700 10,801,981 5,636,776
INORTHBROCK ESD 27 2010 - 11 13,092,900 820,897 7,374,588 3,127,248
NORTHBROOK SD 28 2010-1 17,330,621 850,094 9,127,117 3,140,534
WINNETKA SD 36 2010 - 11 17,589,889 1,146,980 10,907,080 10,189,568
?WESTERN SPRINGS SD {01 2010 - 11 8,229,847 548,452 4,255,518 2,063,479

S " Compare Districts . e - about this Report'
District'_Ein@nc_'ia.l:lafomwﬁon..-:-Expenditure Amounts - . e R
: S S Muruc Flre
ol T T Flscai Educanon Operanons'[‘ransport Debt. Tort Retlrementf Prevenndn Ste & ;
| D1str_=c:t-Name e Se r\nce -Fund " Construchon Expendnure:
Mistitsies il Year _(5}._._: ..(5} (5) © . © Soc Sec. - & Safe ty )
LINCOLNSHIRE- 2010 -
'PRAIRIEVIEW 5D 11 20,194,204 1,547,862 1,528,612 2,103,250 0 927,499 0 349,928 26,651,455
103
ii;’;ﬁg‘; -TRIPP ﬁno " 24,021,8532,701,106 1,689,009 1,421,644 388,855 823,687 0 176,638 31,222,792

© 2012 s nteractive Repore Card, Norihern Uiinois University, with supgort from the Iino’s State Board of Education.
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2010 -

DEERFIELD SD 109 %, 35,170,5284,258,031
|GLENCOE SD 35 fﬁ”o " 18,451,462 1,710,531
KILDEER 2010 -

COUNTRYSIDE . 32,238,779 3,446,366
CCSD 96

LAKE FOREST SO 2010 - 25,420,858 2,949,503
67 11

LIBERTYWILLE SB 2010 - 21,625,061 2,434,548
70 11

;NDRTHBROOK ESD 2010 - 18,865,026 2,467,862
z 11

'NORTHBROOK SD 2010 - 25,165,622 2,205 121
28 11

2010 -

WINNETKASD 36 " 27,147,297 2,845,502
» )

WESTERN 2010 11,810,108 1,164,164

SPRINGS SB 61 11

1,395,108 3,395,980 O 778,835

651,206 1,782,048 191,431 586,784

3,141,403 2,596,578 322,069 1,288,351

1,103,853 1,901,796 O 648,522
2,074,704 2,171,951 0 727,259
512,594 O 0 617,726
675,060 O 0 997,782

461,902 4,044,438 101,666 1,027,154

237,230 1,413,262 0 383,870

88,068

2,063,984

1,047,982

968,075

1,868,370

1,952,225

1,404,781

4,205,158

%4

3,135,311 48,133,793

25,437,446

44,051,528

32,992,609

31,201,893

24,415,433

30,448,366

39,833,517

15,097,296

© 2012 Wlinois Interactive Repart Card, Northern l{liniais University, with support from the Nlinofs State Board of Education.
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" -Compare Districts -

n Dlstnct Fmancml Inform-ation Expendrture Percentages

“Suppert

" About this Report

26

o o o o Instruction: General ~ Other :
Djs_tlfict_'Narne_ Lo : __F iscal--_Yea_r . (0,)@ Admm1stratl_on . Services E_xpenditu_:es. o
PRV SRR DEEP RN (%€ )@ (%)@
;L]NCO%_NSHI RE-PRAIRIEVIEWY SD 103 2010 - 11 50 3.3 32.5 14.1
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSB 102 2010 - 11 52 3.9 33.8 10.2
'DEERFIELD SD 109 2010 -1 51.5 3.2 24 21.4
GLENCOE SD 35 2010 - 11 46.5 2.9 30.3 20.3
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 2010 - 114 51.8 4.9 31 12.3
'LAKE FOREST SD 67 2010 - 11 47.4 2.8 34.5 15.6
'LIBERTYMILLE SD 70 2010 - 11 44.7 2.6 34.6 18.1
‘NORTHBROOK ESD 27 2010 - #4 53.6 3.4 30.2 12.8
'NORTHBROOK SD 28 2010 - 11 56.9 2.8 30 10.3
WINNETKA SD 36 2010 - 11 44.2 2.9 27.4 25.6
WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 2010 - 11 54.5 3.6 28.2 13.7
' Compare Districts.. - . : - sbout this Report .
D:stnct Fmanclal Informatlon Expendnure Percentages SRR o
: S B B Mumc Flre ; . :
o F1scal EducatwnOperatlons'!‘ransport Debt -TO!’.tj Reurementf Preventloh - Sited
D:stnct Name Servrce _Fu.nd _ . Construchon
"~ Year: (,us) (%) (%) S Soc Sec. & Saf ety
L AR LY Y %y (%)
- : %) (%)
LINCOLNSHIRE- 2010 -
;#__PRJ&IRIEVIEW-SD 103 1" 75.8 5.8 5.7 7.9 0 3.5 0 1.3
AP TAKISIC-TRIPP CC30. 2010 - 5 8.7 5.4 4.6 1.2 2.6 0 0.6
102 11
'DEERFIELD SD 109 ?(.”O T 734 8.8 2.9 7.1 0 1.6

6.5



GLENCOE $D 35

KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE

Cesh 96

LAKE FOREST S0 67

LIBERTYVILLE SD 70

'NORTHBROOK €50 27

NORTHBROOK SD 28

WINNETKA SD 36

WESTERN SPRINGS SD
101

2010 -
1
2010 -
"
2010 -
"
2010 -
11
2010 -
11
2010 -
11
2010 -
11
2010 -
11

82.7

68.2

78.2

5.7

7.8

8.9

7.8

0.1

7.2

7.1

2.6

7.1

3.3

6.6

2.1

5.9

5.8

0.8

0.7

0.3

2.3

2.9

2.3

2.5

3.3

2.6

2.5

0.6

8.1

2.4

2.9

© 2012 Wiriofs Interactive Report Card, Northiern Iikinois University, with support fromthe Illinois State Board of Education
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* ‘Compare Districts .

ihstnct Financial Information - - Revenue Amounts.

D_istri.c_t'Name R F1scal Year
LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEWY SD 103 2010 - 11
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102 2010 - 11
'DEERFIELD SD 109 2010 - 11
GLENCOE SD 35 2010 - 11
KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96 2010 - 11
'LAKE FOREST SD 67 2010 - 11
LIBERTYVILLE SD 70 2010 - 11
NORTHBROOK ESD 27 2010 - 11
NORTHBROOK SD 78 2010 - 11
WINNETKA SD 36 2010 - 11
'WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101 2010 - 14

.ﬂ.haut th:s Report -

Local Property Other Local _General State Other State Federat ;

| Taxes

$)©

24,300,054
27,997,380
45,154,464
22,842,338
42,520,831
28,799,263
26,433,003
22,312,384
29,641,563
36,598,366
13,332,637

_ Fu_ndmg_
(9O

2,372,175
1,445,243
1,158,905
754,885
2,293,241
2,520,750
2,256,518
34,167
919,816
1,279,427
569,937

o Aid
(5'»)Eg o

363,881
438,898
690,784
289,646
1,036,212
466,872
1,001,726
267,941
374,339
402,054
513,644

Fundmg

{$He
1,440,225
1,675,058
1,476,743
813,980
3,725,703
892,791
2,283,465
655,853
676,174
1,046,906
944,112

Fundmg :

S
286,504
1,082,643
603,565
274,476
1,075,069
486,715
1,276,922
387,321
389,572
401,941
137,697

©:2012 Winois Interactive Report Card, Northern liinois University, with'support from the Iilinofs State Board of Education. . ©




. Compare Districts ..
Dtstnct Fmancml luformanon ‘Revenue- Percentages

o . District N_B_J_TIQ.- SR Fxscal Year
2010- 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010-11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11
2010 - 11

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIEVIEWY SD 103
APTAKISIC-TRIPP CCSD 102
'DEERFIELD SD 109

/GLENCOE SD 35

KILDEER COUNTRYSIDE CCSD 96
LAKE FOREST SO 67
'LIBERTYVILLE SD 70
'NORTHBROOK ESD 27
'NORTHBROOK SD 28
WINNETKA SD 36

WESTERN SPRINGS SD 101

Local Property Other Local

. Taxes

84.5
85.6
92

91.5
33.9
36.8
79.5
94.3
92.6
92.1
86

RO

_Fundmg

B.2
4.4
2.4
3

4.5
7.6
6.8
0.1
2.9
3.2
3.7

(%)

.&bout 'dns Regart

General State Other State Federal

1.3
1.5
14
1.2

1.4

1.1
1.2

3.3

)
-]

& ) :

_ Funchng

5.1

3.3
7.4
2.7
6.9
2.8
2.1
2.6
6.1

%)

Fund'mg
%)

3.3
1.2
1.1
2.1
1.5
3.8
1.6
1.2

0.9

© 2012 litirots Interdctive Report Card, Northernillinois University, with support from the ltinois State Board of Educdtion. |~
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LOADCRS IN LEARMIMNG

LINCOLNSHIRE - PRAIRIE VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 103
1370 RIVERWOQDS ROAD
LINCOLNSHIRE, IL 60069
847.295.4030
(Fax) 847.295.9196

Memo

To: Board of Education
From: Katie Reynolds

CC: Dr. Scott Warren
Date:  December 3, 2012

Re: Fall 2012 MAP Scores

Attached please find the scores from the Measures of Academic Progress (MAP)
tests taken by students in September, 2012. The first page shows a comparison
between how District 103 students performed on the test when compared to
students nationally. As. expected, District 103 students continue to perform
above the national norms.

Individual progress reports were mailed home to parents in October, 2012, A
sample of this report is included for your information. This report shows
parents how a student is performing nationally, and also gives specific
information with respect to goal areas in math and reading. One real benefit of
the report is that is shows all of the students’ scores from third grade through
eighth grade. This makes is easy for both parents and teachers to measure
growth through the years.

Finally, you will also see a report that shows student growth from Fall 2011 to
Fall 2012 in both mathematics and reading. In every grade level, you will note
that student scores have improved from between five to twelve points. The
growth reports begin with third grade, since students first take the MAP tests in
second grade. The yellow columns indicate the mean of growth that our
students have shown from Fall 2011 to Fall 2012, while the red line shows the
mean growth targets. The targeted growth is devised on a national level and is
supplied by NWEA as a measure against which we can compare local growth.
You will note that with the exception of sixth grade mathematics, the mean of
growth in each grade level for both mathematics and reading exceeded the mean
of growth targets. This report also provides the number of students at each
grade level who met their growth target, as well as the percentage of students at
that grade level who met their growth target.

I will be happy to answer any of your questions at the next Board meeting.

30




LEADERS IN LEARNING

LINCOLNSHIRE-PRAIRIE VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 103

FALL 2012

MEASURES OF ACADEMIC PROGRESS RESULTS

RIT (Raasch Unit) is a unit of measure that uses individual item
difficulty values to estimate student achievement. RIT scores
create an equal interval scale and are used to monitor students’
progress across time.

District 103 students consistently score above national norms.

Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4
Grade 5
Grade 6
Grade 7
Grade 8

Grade 2
Grade 3
Grade 4
Grade 5
Grade 6
Grade 7
Grade 8

Math Mean RIT - District Math National Norm

F’11 F’12
193.1 192.0
206.3 206.7
2194 219.1
227.1 2314
236.2 234.5
2429 2457
250.8 2504
Reading Mean RIT - District
F’11 F ‘12
1904 188.4
202.9 202.9
211.7 2123
219.6 2214
2239 2252
2290 230.3
234.3 234.3
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178.2
192.1
203.8
2129
219.6
225.6
2302

Reading National Norm

1759
189.9
199.8
207.1
212.3
2163
2193




NWEA

Lincoinsnire-Frairie view sSchool District #103
Student Progress Report for

Northwest Evaluation Association Daniel Wrig ht JHS
Partrering to balp all kids I . .
ekt Growth is measured from Fall to Spring Student ID: 012003
Mathematics Reading _
Dist. Norm Student Dist.  Norm Student
Season/ Student Avg  Group | Student Typical %ile Season/ Student Avg  Group | Student Typlcal Ylle
Year Grade Score Range RIT Avg. Growth Growth Range Year Grade Score Range RIT Avy. Growth Growth Range
Fi1 8 273-276-270 261 230 99- 99 -99 F11 8§ 244- 248 .252 234 219 95- 87 .99
841 7 264- 267 -270 249 230 8 5 97-98-99 811 7 240-244-248 234 220 -4 2 . |93-95-98
F10 7 258- 259 -252 244 226 96- 98 -98 F10 7 244-248 -252 228 216 98- 99 -99
510 [ 262- 266 -268 243 226 21 6 99-99-99 S10 3] 234- 237 -240 228 216 2 3 87-92-95
FO9 6  241-244 .247 233 220 92- 94 -06 F09 6  232-235-238 224 212 91-94 -98
809 §  249.262-255 234 221 9 8 97- 98 -09 S09 §  236-239.242 223 212 0 4 95- 97 .98
F08 §  240-243-246 228 213 97- 98 -99 F08 5 236-239-242 218 207 98- 99 -09
S08 4 248- 251 -254 225 212 19 9 99-99 .99 508 4 230- 233 -236 218 207 12 8§ 94- 47 -98
FO7 4 229- 232 -235 214 204 97-98 .99 FO7 4 218- 221 -224 212 200 90- 93 -95
307 3 228- 231 -234 213 203 23 " 97-98 .99 507 3 227-230 -233 209 189 17 7 97-9§ -99
Fo6 3 205-208 -211 203 182 85-90-93 Fog 3 210-213 216 201 190 91-94 -98
Mathematics Goals Performance - Fall 2011 Reading Goals Performance - Fall 2011
Number Sense High Word Analysis Vocabulary High
Measuremeant High Reading Strat / Cornprehension High
Algebra High Literature High
Geometry High Literary Works High
Data Analysis & Probability High

Lexile® Range: 1364-1514

Explanatory Notes:

Season/Year R
The season (F=fall, S=spring, W=winter, U=summer) and the year the test was
adminisiered,

Student Score Range
The middls number Is the RIT score your child recefved. The numbers on either side
of the RIT score define the scors range. If refested, your child would score within
this range most of the tima.

District Average RIT
The average score for all students in the school district in the grade who were tested
at the same time as your child,

Norm Group Avg,
The average score observed for students in the most recent NWEA RIT Scale Norms
study, who were In the same grade and tested in the same portion of the Instructionat
year (e.g., fall or spring).

Student Growth
Presents the growth in RITs your child made from the previous fall to the spring of
the year In which growth is reported,

Typlcal Growth
The average growih of students in the most recent NWEA RIT Scale Norms study
who were in the same grads and began the growth comparison period at a similar
achiavement level,

Student %lle Range
The number in the middle Is your child's percentile rank - the percentage of students
in the most recent NWEA RIT Scale Norms study that had a RIT score tess than or
equal to your child's score. The numbers on'either side of the percentile rank define
the percentile range. If retested, your child’s percentile rank would ba within this
range mast of the time.

Goal Performance
Each goal area Included in the test is listed along with a descriptive adjective of your
child's score, The possible descriptors are Low (<21 percentile), LoAvg {21-40
percen%”e}, Avg (41-60 percenlile), HiAvg (61-80 percentile), and High (>80
percentile}).

Lexile® Ran_tlzje .
The difficulty range of fext that can be understood by the student 75% of the time.
Legile;)@ Is g trademark of MetaMetrics, Inc., and Is reglstered in the Uniled Stafes
and abroad.
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Perhaps an even more impressive statistic is the percentage of students who score at the 90"
percentile or above on the MAP reading test. The chart below reflects the statistics for the
fall 2012 administration of the MAP reading and mathematics tests.

Percentage of Students Scoring at 90th
Percentile or Above on MAP Reading

50% TTAE%
45%
40%
35%
8 30%
25% -
20%
15%
10%
5% -
0%

ki Fall 2012

Percenta,

[ ]
o -

Two Three Four Five Six Seven Eig

Grade Level

Percentage of Students Scoring at 90th
Percentile or Above on MAP Math
60%
51%
50% 4 46%—46%
41%
g 10% 34%
8
5 30% —
}f 5 Fall 2012
20%
10% -
0% 7 T : 1 L] T
Two Three Four Five
Grade Level
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MAP TEST RESULTS
FALL 2012
PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS SCORING AT THE 90TH PERCENTILE

Grade #of | Students @] Grade § # of Students Students @ | Grade | # of Students | Students @
Students |  90% or Tested 90% or Higher Tested 90% or Higher
Tested Hioher
2 155 41% 2 165 45% 2 160 51%
3 170 46% 3 178 46% 3 174 51%
4 183 46% 4 180 47% 4 86 48%
5 183 51% 3 196 41% 5 189 53%
6 204 34% I6 194 43% Io 196 44%
7 198 45% 7 198 38% 1 199 53%
8 204 43% 3 199 46% B 203 46%

Grade # of Students @ # of Students Students @ | Grade | # of Students { Students @
Students | 90% or Tested 90% or Higher Tested 90% or Higher
Tested Higher
2 155 33% 2 165 37% 2 159 43%
3 169 30% 3 178 36% 3 174 40%
4 182 36% 4 180 36% 4 185 37%
5 183 46% 5 196 36% 5 189 46%
6 205 36% 6 196 28% 16 196 44%
7 197 39% 7 200 31% 7 198 449%
3 205 42% 3 198 40% 8 203 43%

34




Student Growth District Summary - Fall 2011 to Fall 2012
District: Lincolnshire-Prairie View School District #103

*( Small Group Summary Display is OFF)

Tk Count  Percent
Mathematlcs a5 Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Growth Mean** Meeting Meetlng
et | Mean Std [Mean  Std Std Sampling Growth GrowthPercentof Growth  Growth
Grade (Fall 2012) Count| RIT Dev| RIT Dev [Mean Dev FError |Projection Index Projection Projection Projection
Grade 3 156 1931 10.5 206.3 14.2 132 7.6 0.6 11.4 1.8 115.8 101 65.2
Grade 4 169 2069 127 2200 123 131 81 0.6 1.0 2.1 118.9 111 65.7
Grade 5 163 219.7 127 2309 135 112 7.7 0.8 9.8 1.4 114.6 94 57.7
Grade 6 188 2271 15.0 233.8 14.0 67 73 05 8.0 -1.3 83.6 84 44.7
Grade 7 181 236.4 14.0 246.0 15.9 96 741 0.5 6.0 3.8 160.7 125 69.4
Grade 8 186 243.2 15.8 250.5 18.9 73 69 05 6.0 1.3 124.0 113 81.7

i Mathematics '
B [1 Mean of
12 H AN Growth
L 0 M - " = Mean of
‘E Growth
o sH - Projection
]
— ! E i .J
I: 6
e 4 L - - - - |
2 | | I I || | I | |
0
3 4 5 6 7 8
Grade
* Summary data for groups with less than 10 students are ** All projections based on the most recent NWEA RIT Scale Norms study.

suppressed because they are not statistically reliable.
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Student Growth District Summary - Fall 2011 to Fall 2012
District: Lincolnshire-Prairie View School District #103

* Small Group Summary Display is OFF)

[T Count Percent
Re._admg - Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Growth Mean** Meeting Meeting
RSl | Mean Std |[Mean  Std Std Sampling Growth Growth Percent of Growth  Growth
Grade (Fall 2012} Count| RIT Dev| RIT Dev |[Mean Dev Error |Projection Index Projection Projection Projection
Grade 3 154 1903 12.3 2023 11.3 120 8.3 07 1.4 0.6 105.5 82 53.2
Grade 4 169 203.2 131 2127 13.3 95 84 06 7.8 1.7 122.3 100 59.2
Grade 5 165 212.2 111 221.0 11.7 88 79 06 57 341 154.1 118 71.5
Grade 6 189 219.8 125 2251 11.7 53 74 05 4.0 1.2 131.0 117 61.9
Grade 7 183 224.2 121 2301 10.9 59 65 0.5 3.4 25 172.6 120 65.6
Grade 8 188 229.2 11.0 2349 11.3 57 68 05 3.1 29 184.5 132 70.2

1 Reading
1 Mean of
10 H Growth
= « Mean of
‘E 8 Growth
o Projection
o
O &M
- 4
2 - — S I — — -
0
3 4 5 6 7 8
Grade

* Summary data for groups with tess than 10 students are ** All projections based on the most recent NWEA RIT Scale Norms study.

suppressed because they are not statistically reliable,
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