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State and federal laws require public school districts to release report cards to the public each year.
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Limited-English-proficient students are those students eligible for transitional bilingual programs.
Mobility rate is based on the number of times students enroll in or leave a school during the school year.
Chronic truants are students who are absent from school without valid cause for 18 or more of the last 180 
school days. 

Low-income students come from families receiving public aid; live in 
institutions for neglected or delinquent children; are supported in foster homes 
with public funds; or are eligible to receive free or reduced-price lunches. 
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* Parental contact includes parent-teacher conferences, parental visits to school, school visits to home, telephone conversations, and written correspondence. 
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TEACHER INFORMATION (Full-Time Equivalents)

96.2 1.0 0.9 1.9 0.0 14.5 85.5  293

85.0 9.8 4.0 1.0 0.1 23.4 76.6  125,702
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TEACHER  INFORMATION ( Continued )

11.4 32.0 68.0 1.3 0.0

13.8 51.3 48.6 1.7 1.8

0.0 0.0

SCHOOL DISTRICT FINANCES

Some teacher/administrator data are not collected at the school level.

Salaries and counts of staff are summed 
across a district based on the percentage of 
time that each individual is employed as a 
teacher or an administrator and may or may 
not reflect the actual paid salaries for the 
district. 

TEACHER/ADMINISTRATOR SALARIES (Full-Time Equivalents)
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REVENUE BY SOURCE 2002-03
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OTHER FINANCIAL INDICATORS

2001 Equalized Assessed 
Valuation
per Pupil

2002-03 Operating 
Expenditure

per Pupil

2002-03 Instructional Expenditure
per Pupil

  State

  District

** Due to the way Illinois school districts are configured, state averages for equalized assessed valuation per pupil and total school tax rate per $100 are not provided.
Equalized assessed valuation includes all computed property values upon which a district's local tax rate is calculated.
Total school tax rate is a district's total tax rate as it appears on local property tax bills.
Instructional expenditure per pupil includes the direct costs of teaching pupils or the interaction between teachers and pupils.
Operating expenditure per pupil  includes the gross operating cost of a school district excluding summer school, adult education, bond principal retired, and capital expenditures.  

** **

$344,670 2.62

2001 Total School Tax Rate
per $100

$5,758 

$5,022 
$10,052 
$8,482 

ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE

PERFORMANCE ON STATE ASSESSMENTS

Federal law requires that student achievement results for schools providing Title I services be reported to the general public.

The Illinois Standards Achievement Test (ISAT) is administered to students in grades 3, 4, 5, 7, and 8.  The Prairie State 
Achievement Examination (PSAE) is administered to students in grade 11.  The Illinois Measure of Annual Growth in English
(IMAGE) is administered to students in state-approved transitional bilingual programs.  The Illinois Alternate Assessment (IAA) 
is administered to students with disabilities whose Individualized Education Programs (IEPs) indicate that participation in the 
ISAT or PSAE would not be appropriate.   

Students with disabilities have an IEP (No Child Left Behind Act).  An IEP is a written plan for a child with a disability who is 
eligible  to receive special education services under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act.

Schools with grade 2 as the highest grade in the school use a state-adopted test in reading and mathematics to meet this  
requirement.

In order to protect students' identities, test data for groups of fewer than ten students are not reported.



LYON SCHOOL 
PLAN for SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT  

 
 
 The Lyon School staff will be working on Differentiation of Instruction with the 
use and interpretation of student data as the focus of their 2004-05 School Improvement 
Plan.  Historical information has provided some very consistent information about the 
academic achievement of our students.  Mathematics has been a strength of our 
curriculum and achievement has been consistently high in all areas.  Reading scores have 
been fairly consistent, especially with our professional development over the past several 
years.  We continue to find pockets of low achieving students in both of these areas.  
Writing scores while improving need continued work. 
 Since the realignment of grade levels at Lyon last school year we no longer have 
third grade in our building.  We have therefore lost the use of the ISAT data that was 
previously a vital part of our data analysis.  The result has been to look at different 
measures to determine areas for school growth and performance indicators. Since the 
district has been proactive over time in utilizing assessment data our School Improvement 
Review determined that we needed to use the existing body of data more effectively. 
Teachers could utilize this information for improvement of instruction for individual 
students and to target groups within grade levels.   

The School Improvement Plan emphasis on Differentiation of Instruction will 
have our staff learning how they can provide challenging experiences for students in all 
areas and abilities, with special emphasis continuing in Reading and Mathematics. Our 
area of special interest within this plan is to work toward meeting the particular needs of 
our ESL and special education students. These are the subgroups within our overall 
population they generally perform at the lower end of our assessments, both locally and 
at a state level. This aligns well with our work with a team Problem-Solving approach to 
meeting the individual needs of students within the school gathering and using data to 
develop a plan.    




