


Purpose

• Summary of ISBE report card with focus on academic results

• Strategic Plan history and rationale

• How do we develop “Measures that Matter”?



•6:00 - 6:45 Review of state report cards
•6:45 - 7:00 Revisit Prior Strategic Planning work
•7:00 - 7:45 Small Group activity

• Student Success
• Academic Proficiency
• Student Growth
• Culture Index
• Secondary Outcomes

• Effective and Engaged Staff

• Community Engagement

• Efficiency, Excellence, and Accountability
•7:45 - 8:00 Discuss Timeline



U-46 2019 School Report Card 

Laura Hill, Director of Assessment and Accountability

Lisa Jackson, Coordinator of Assessment and Accountability 

Brian Lindholm, Coordinator of Strategic Initiatives

Matt Raimondi, Coordinator of Assessment and Accountability



Illinois Interactive 
Report Card



Source:
Public Illinois Report 
Card Data file 2019
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Source: Illinois State 
Board of Education 



Who Counts? Who Counts?

Students who have been enrolled in the “Home 
School for at least half of the school year”



NEW CWD



Designations



SD U-46 Designations 2019



IAR Proficiency
Elementary and Middle Schools



IAR Proficiency – Math
Percent of Students Meeting and Exceeding

Source:  U-46 Data Warehouse, 2019



26.7

62.2

8.7

25.8

17.2 16.5

27.4

43.8

40.1

11

31.8

67.7

11.9

31.5

20.4
17.4

32.1

47.1

41.6

13.2

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

All Asian Black Female Hispanic Low
Income

Male Non Low
Income

White With
Disabilities

2019 Percent Meets and Exceeds on IAR
Mathematics

District

State



Source:
Public Illinois Report 
Card Data file 2019



IAR Proficiency– English Language Arts
Percent of Students Meeting and Exceeding

Source:  U-46 Data Warehouse, 2019
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Source:
Public Illinois Report 
Card Data file 2019



IAR Growth
Elementary and Middle Schools



Student Growth Percentiles (SGP)

 Every student with at least 2 years of PARCC/IAR data 
received a Student Growth Percentile for Reading and Math

 SGP’s are calculated comparing the growth to other 
students in Illinois who had similar historical scores

 Calculation includes multiple years of data
 Student range is 1-99 

 For school accountability, student SGP’s are averaged
Averages are generally between 40-60



Student Growth Percentile Example

Student A’s scores
• Grade 3 Math 700
• Grade 4 Math 710, SGP 38
• Grade 5 Math 740, SGP 72

Student B’s scores
• Grade 3 Math 650
• Grade 4 Math 710, SGP 80
• Grade 5 Math 740, SGP 90

Student C’s scores
• Grade 3 Math 700
• Grade 4 Math 750, SGP 80
• Grade 5 Math 740, SGP 25



Source:
Public Illinois 
Report Card data 
file 2019

U-46 Average
50



Source:
Public Illinois 
Report Card data 
file 2019

U-46 Average
51
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SAT Proficiency



SAT Percent of Students Meeting College Board* 
Readiness Standards

*The benchmarks displayed are based on College Board’s benchmarks, not ISBE benchmarks.  College Board developed their 
benchmarks based on a 75% likelihood of obtaining a C or better in a credit bearing course in college.

ISBE benchmarks were developed by teachers to align with the Illinois Learning Standards. Source:  U-46 Data Warehouse, 2019



ISBE benchmarks for the SAT 
were created using federal 
guidelines that demonstrate 
what percent of students have 
shown proficiency according to 
the Illinois Learning Standards
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SAT Math Demographics





SAT ERBW Demographics





Chronic Absenteeism



Chronic Absenteeism

• Students who have missed 10% or 
more of school days

• Absences include excused or 
unexcused

• Only absences that are excluded are 
medically homebound or 
hospitalized 

• Students are considered absent if 
they miss 50% or more of the 
school day

• Defined in Illinois statute
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Graduation Rate &
Freshmen on Track



9th grade On-Track

• “On-Track” students have earned at least 5 full year course credits and 
have earned no more than 1 semester “F” in a core course

• Core courses include English, math, science or social studies 
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Climate Survey and English Learner Progress to 
Proficiency available at school level



Advanced Placement Results



Source:  U-46 Data Warehouse, 2019
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• AP Scholar: Granted to 
students who receive scores of 
3 or higher on three or more 
AP Exams 

• AP Scholar with Honor: 
Granted to students who 
receive an average score of at 
least 3.25 on all AP Exams 
taken, and scores of 3 or 
higher on four or more of 
these exams 

• AP Scholar with Distinction: 
Granted to students who 
receive an average score of at 
least 3.5 on all AP Exams 
taken, and scores of 3 or 
higher on five or more of these 
exams

• National AP Scholar: Granted 
to students in the United 
States who receive an average 
score of at least 4 on all AP 
Exams taken, and scores of 4 
or higher on eight or more of 
these exams

Source:  College Board
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U-46 Graduates



At least 53.2% 
of the 
graduating 
class of 2010 
earned a post-
secondary 
degree or are 
still enrolled.

63.8% of the 
graduating class 
of 2011 enrolled 
in a post-
secondary 
institution the 
first year after 
graduating from 
U-46.



Similar results are 
seen for other 
graduating classes 
such as the class of 
2012 with 53.5%



Most U-46 graduates 
continue to enroll in post-
secondary institutions.  The 
most recent data show that 
at least 65.5% of the class 
of 2018 enrolled directly 
into a college or university 
the year after graduating 
from U-46.



•6:00 - 6:45 Review of state report cards

•6:45 - 7:00 Revisit Prior Strategic Planning work

•7:00 - 7:45 Small Group activity
• Student Success

• Academic Proficiency

• Student Growth

• Culture Index

• Secondary Outcomes

• Effective and Engaged Staff

• Community Engagement

• Efficiency, Excellence, and Accountability

•7:45 - 8:00 Discuss Timeline



Strategic Plan History 
and Rationale
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Small Group Activity
How do we develop 
“Measures that Matter”?


