
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION
LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204

Reber Center
100 South Brainard Avenue

La Grange, Illinois 60525
Monday, April 18, 2022 - 7:30 PM

A G E N D A

PLEASE NOTE CLOSED SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 6:45 PM and
OPEN SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 7:30PM

Pursuant to Board Policy 8:30, individuals attending LTHS District #204 Board of Education meetings are 
expected to conduct themselves with respect and civility. Individuals shall not use vulgar or obscene language, 
or impede, delay, disrupt, or interfere with a Board meeting. In the event individuals do not adhere to the policy, 
they will receive one warning. If the behavior continues, they will be notified that they are in violation of 
trespassing and will be asked to leave school property.  If the behavior occurs again, they will be notified that 
they are in violation of trespassing and will be asked to leave the property.  Failure to comply immediately and 
cooperatively with a directive to leave will result in the involvement of law enforcement officials.
 

I. OPENING & ROLL CALL 
 
II. AGENDA APPROVAL/ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
III. CLOSED SESSION 
Recommended adjournment into Closed Session to discuss pending or probable litigation against, affecting 
or on behalf of the public body; collective negotiating matters or deliberations concerning salary schedules 
for one or more classes of employees; and the appointment, employment, compensation, discipline, 
performance, or dismissal of a specific employee or legal counsel for the public body.
 
IV. OPEN SESSION & PLEDGE 
 
V. COMMUNICATIONS - Public Comment
The Board welcomes and encourages public comment at regularly scheduled board meetings. If you have a suggestion, question, concern or comment, 
please submit the blue communication form online by 4:30 p.m. the day of the Board meeting and it will be read into the record during the 
"Communications" portion of the meeting. Or you may submit the form in person before the meeting begins and you will be called upon to address the 
Board during public comment. Please limit comments to no more than three (3) minutes. Online forms submitted after 4:30 p.m. will be forwarded to 
the next month's meeting.

While the Board appreciates your participation, please understand that we cannot actively engage in dialogue during public comment. We take all 
matters seriously and if there is a specific question or comment that requires follow up, the appropriate Board or Administration contact will provide a 
response to you within two weeks or less.
 
VI. STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE TO THE BOARD OF EDUCATION REPORT
(Aamina Qureshi) 
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VII. SUPERINTENDENT'S DISTRICT REPORT 

A. Miscellaneous
B. Monthly FOIA Report
 

VIII. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
A. Action

1. Summer Workshop Proposals (Second Reading) (S. Eggerding)
 

IX. NEW BUSINESS 
A. Action

1. FY23 Capital Outlay Requests - Grant Funded and District Furniture 
Recommendations (B. Stachacz)
2. 2022-2023 Additional Textbook and Instructional Material Requests (First Reading) 
(S. Eggerding)
 

B. Information
1. 2022-2023 Summer Reading List (S. Eggerding)
2. Grading Practices Update (S. Eggerding)
 

X. CONSENT AGENDA 
A. Payment of Bills and Financial Statements (B. Stachacz)

1. Lyons Township High School - Approval is requested for payment of bills within 
various funds
2. Lyons Township High School - The financial statement for the month ending March 
31, 2022
3. LaGrange Area Department of Special Education (LADSE) - Approval is requested 
for payment of bills within various funds
4. LaGrange Area Department of Special Education (LADSE) - The financial 
statement for month ending March 31, 2022
 

B. Human Resources (E. Piotrowski)
1. LTHS Certified and/or Classified Staff Employment Recommendations
2. Certified Staff Request for Leaves of Absence
3. LADSE Staff Employment Recommendations
4. Stipend Committee Recommendation
 

C. Minutes
1. Committee of the Whole Meeting - April 11, 2022 (Open and Closed Session)
2. Regular Action Meeting - March 21, 2022 (Open and Closed Session)
 

D. Resolution of Appointment to DuPage Area Occupational Education Systems (DAOES) 
Board of Directors for 2022-2023
 
E. Donations

1. Care Space Donations
 

F. Overnight Student Travel
1. Latin Department - Fine Arts Division, International Trip to Italy & Greece, March 
24-April 3, 2023 (S. Sweany)

4

63

67

106
110

137

138

141

144

184

187

188

189
2



2. French Exchange, International Travel - Paris and Normandy, France, March 22-31, 
2023 (L. Martinez)
 

XI. PUBLIC COMMENT
 
XII. CLOSED SESSION
Recommended adjournment into Closed Session to discuss pending or probable litigation against, affecting 
or on behalf of the public body; collective negotiating matters or deliberations concerning salary schedules 
for one or more classes of employees; and the appointment, employment, compensation, discipline, 
performance, or dismissal of a specific employee or legal counsel for the public body.
 
XIII. ADJOURNMENT 

BY ORDER OF
KARI DILLON

LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204
100 SOUTH BRAINARD AVENUE

LA GRANGE, IL 60525
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LYONS  TOWNSHIP  HIGH  SCHOOL 
                
DISTRICT 204 OFFICES   100 S. Brainard Ave., LaGrange, IL 60525-2101 
∙ Tel: (708) 579-6462  ∙ Fax: (708) 579-6454  ∙  Email: bstachacz@lths.net  ∙  Website: www.lths.net 

 
 
 
                           Brian Stachacz 
                                                                                                                                                                          Director of Business Services 

           

 
 

Memorandum 

To:         Dr. Brian Waterman, Board of Education 

From:    Brian Stachacz 

Date:     4/6/2022 

Re:        Capital Outlay Requests for FY23 

 
 

Information:  Attached you will find a list of capital outlay requests for the FY23 budget.  The list 
that is presented for Board approval has two separate sections.  The first section is a list (lines 2-6) of 
items that can be paid for with allotted grant money as noted on the spreadsheet.  The total cost for 
that section is estimated to be $56,024.  The second section (lines 9-29) is a list of items that should 
be purchased for the 2022-2023 school year, as they are replacement/additional items for classroom 
instruction, offices and for furniture that is no longer functional.  The total cost for that section is 
estimated to be $147,054. We would ask that these items be approved during the April Board of 
Education meeting so that furniture orders can be placed and the grant applications can be completed 
within the appropriate timelines.    

 
In addition to the requests presented here, there are additional requests that do not fall in to the 
categories listed above.  Those requests will be brought forward for review and potential approval 
after additional administrative review and recommendation, most likely during the May meetings. 
 
Recommendation:  The Board of Education approve the grant-funded and furniture capital outlay 
requests as presented.   
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Grant-Funded Capital and Furniture Requests for FY 23 Budget

Recommendations as of 4-5-2022

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

B D E F G H I

Department ItemDescription Quantity UnitPrice ExtendedPrice Priority Justification

Applied Tech Automotive Engineering & Fabrication:  Baileigh Mitering Band Saw BS-250 1 $5,339.00 $5,339.00 2 AEF would like to get another horizontal band saw as there is always an 

extensive line at the saw. It’s probably the number one thing that slows 

down student production in this class.

Applied Tech Mittler Bros. Machine & Tool: Ultimate Variable Speed Notcher w/ Upgrade Vise Double Sided. 1 $7,275.00 $7,275.00 2
Automotive Engineering & Fabrication: 

Currently we are using a manual notcher that has a high probability of 

dislocating a shoulder, braking a wrist or getting injured in general. It’s 

a very important part of the class and using it is extremely time 

consuming as Jordan typically ends up doing it for the students in fear 

of them hurting themselves. This new unit will allow students to do it 

with little to no effort all while keeping them 100% safe behind a 

protective impact resistant glass/shield. 

Education TV Services Apple editing suites for LTTV 8 $4,200.00 $33,600.00 1 Mac Studio Editing Computers and Monitors for the LTTV classes. 

 
FCLS Model KFEG500ESS:  KitchenAid 30" Stainless Steel Electric Convection Range. 4 $1,163.00 $4,652.00 2

Appliances are in a 4-year rotation for replacement for safety and use.  

The ovens/stoves in room 127 are well past their replacement time.

WLTL Portable Video Streaming for Radio-TV Arts & WLTL 1 $5,158.00 $5,158.00 1 This package of equipment will allow students in our radio and 

television courses at both campuses the opportunity to broadcast live 

via streaming. Additionally, it will also allow for students to pre-record 

video programming as well. 

Total for All Grant-Funded Capital Requests $56,024.00

FCLS Child Development: 3 different types of shelving for preschool room 15. 1 $2,889.00 $2,889.00 2
The current storage in room 15 is warped, dirty beyond what is able to 

be remedied, and inefficient.  The shelving proposed is easier to clean, 

easier to move for big cleaning and a more organized and efficient 

solution for the small space inside the kitchen.   

 

(1) Wire shelving kit 24”x36”x74”H with (6) shelves and (16) blue Akro 

mins 

Model MSI AWS24360287B 

Price each:  $939.50 

 

(1) Wire shelving kit 24”x36”x74”H with (6) shelves and (16) yellow 

Akro mins 

Model MSI AWS24360287Y 

Price each:  $939.50 

 

(1) Wire shelving kit 18”x48”x74”H with (6) shelves and (24) red Akro 

mins 

Model MSI AWS184830260R 

Price each:  $1008.90 

Music Wenger music chair racks 2 $979.00 $1,959.00 1 We are losing room G102 at SC to another department and we need to 

move, store and have access to dozens of chairs as we consolidate that 

room and what is stored there into the other music rooms in the G 

wing.

Visual Arts 18 inch stools for pottery wheels 8 $41.00 $335.00 1
We have been slowly adding pottery wheels as our enrollment 

increases in ceramics.  We now need these stools for students while 

they work on the pottery wheels at NC.  We have been borrowing from 

the Metals class each day and it is not sustainable.
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Grant-Funded Capital and Furniture Requests for FY 23 Budget

Recommendations as of 4-5-2022

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

B D E F G H I

General Use North Campus Commons Furniture 1 $4,434.00 $4,434.00 1 3rd and final phase of 3 part purchase to create flexible learning spaces 

that are welcoming to students during the academic day as well as 

lunches and study halls.

General Use Flexible furniture (benches, tables, chairs, etc.) for Library Room B. 1 $28,017.00 $28,017.00 1 The furniture requested for Room B would allow us to regain the 

furniture placed into the room from other areas of the library in order 

to create enough space for classes.  

General Use Accessible student desks  8 $150.00 $1,200.00 1 Increasing number of students being served at North Campus 

General Use Student desks  26 $275.00 $7,150.00 1 To replace normal breakage.

General Use Flexible Seating - 1 math classroom 28 $200.00 $5,600.00 2
Flexible Seating for 1 math classroom.  Includes chairs.

This would allow modernization of classrooms, encourage 

collaboration, cooperation, and student talk within the classroom.

General Use Math Classroom Furniture - Flexible Seating and Whiteboard 1 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 2 Phasing in classroom upgrades in the math department.

General Use Intro to Health Care Room J207 - short lab tables and chairs 1 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 1 New science course/classroom request.

General Use Vivarium - Chemical Storage and Shelving 1 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 1
With the removal of our animals in the Vivarium, we are now using the 

room to properly store chemical supplies, and science products.  

General Use FCS - Fashion Lab Furniture 1 $12,000.00 $12,000.00 1 Our SC FCS Fashion class will need additional student storage, teacher 

storage, and the addition of large fabric cutting spaces in their new 

classroom. This will better help with the number of students and clubs 

that utilize that space.  

General Use Academy Center Furniture 1 $12,000.00 $12,000.00 1 We are interested in purchasing more flexible classroom desks in our 

three Academy classroom spaces. This furniture will reflect the non-

traditional educational experience that students in those classes 

participate in.

General Use South Campus Hallway Furniture 1 $6,500.00 $6,500.00 1 We would like to continue to update our student seating in the main 

entrance and B-Wing open areas. Currently, we have numerous 

students who sit on the floor each morning and after school because 

we only have limited options. Over time, we would like to add seating 

options that are durable, flexible, and student-centered throughout the 

SC common space. 

General Use World Language Staff Office Furniture 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1
We have worked with DCs and our Building Team to identify how we 

can better utilize space to enhance teacher collaboration, climate, and 

training. We have identified an unused classroom space that will serve 

as the World Language Office since they have not had a space here at 

SC. The furniture will not include individual teacher desks, but a variety 

of flexible furniture that will allow teachers to work, eat, and 

collaborate in a variety of manners. 

General Use Library Furniture - Floor 1 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 1
We would like to continue to add new flexible furniture to the SC 

Library floor. This furniture is a continuation of the remodeling efforts 

over the past few years. We are interested in adding flexible 

bookshelves/stacks so that there is flexibility to utilize the extent of the 

space for larger classes, presentations, and district events.

General Use Library Furniture - Classroom A 1 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 1 The Special Education conference room is being moved to a new 

location. We would like to remodel Classroom A in a similar fashion as 

Classroom B. This multipurpose room will be used by teachers/classes, 

student groups, afterschool activities, and district/building level 

meeting space.

General Use Science Wing Lab Stools 12 $60.00 $720.00 1 To replace normal breakage

General Use Accessible student desks 8 $150.00 $1,200.00 1 Increasing number of students being served at South Campus/Co-

Teaching.
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Grant-Funded Capital and Furniture Requests for FY 23 Budget

Recommendations as of 4-5-2022

28

29

30

B D E F G H I

General Use Student desks 30 $275.00 $8,250.00 1 To replace normal breakage

General Use Corrosive Cabinet for Strong Bases 1 $800.00 $800.00 1 Currently strong bases are inappropriately stored in an unsecured 

location. This would allow corrosive storage to be appropriate and 

safe.

Total for All District-Funded Furniture Requests $147,054.00
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Text Adoption/Change by Designation

Division/Dept. Course Text ISBN

Age of 

Drop D
e

si
gn

at
io

n

Cost per 

Unit Enroll

Estimated 

Cost

LAD/English

English III Prep and Accel, Am Lit 

& Comp, English IV World 

Perspectives, English IV 

Multicultural Lit

Uncharted Territory

9780393884357

CS $65.00 240 $15,600.00

GS: Business Consumer Economics Economics Education for Consumer 4th 9780538448888 CS $0.00

GS: Business Business Law Law for Business and Personal use 9780538496902 CS $0.00

GS: Business Introduction to Business Business Management 13th 9781111571726 CS $0.00
GS: Business Web Page Development New Perspectives on HTML, CSS & Dynamic HTML 9781111526436 CS $0.00

Special Education US History America: History of our Nation 9780133230048 CS $0.00 $0.00

Special Education Practical Math Mathematics Concepts and Workbook 9780785437819/33 CS $0.00 $0.00

$15,600.00

Division/Dept. Course Text ISBN

Age of 

Drop D
e

si
gn

at
io

n

Cost per 

Unit Enroll

Estimated 

Cost

LAD/English

English III Prep and Accel, Am Lit 

& Comp, English IV World 

Perspectives, English IV 

Multicultural Lit

Uncharted Territory

9781324019022

CN

$50.00 700 $35,000.00

GS: Business PC Repair and Maintenance (A+)COMPTIA A+ Guide to Information Technology 11th9780357674604 3* CN $120.00 50 $6,000.00

Science Intro to Healthcare Careers Stethoscope and Lab Coat CN $52.93 182 $9,633.26

Student Services Alternative English III/IV There Are No Children Here 9780385265565 CN $10.79 25 $269.75

Student Services Alternative English III/IV The Freedom Writer's Diary 9780385494229 CN $14.99 25 $374.75

Student Services Alternative English III/IV A Lesson Before Dying 9780375702709 CN $9.49 25 $237.25

$51,889.76

Consumables (purchased by students and not returned/sold back to the bookstore)

Class Sets (Purchased by the District and stored in the classroom)
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Text Adoption/Change by Designation

Division/Dept. Course Text ISBN Age of D
e

si
g

n
at Cost per Enroll Estimated 

GS: FCS Adult Living Strengthening Family and Self 9781590701249 DRP $0.00 $0.00

Special Education BASE I and BASE II Executive Functioning: A Blueprint for Success 9781630802226 DRP $0.00 $0.00

Special Education LIFE English and LIFE Reading Reading Mastery Choice DRP $0.00 $0.00
Special Education LIFE Mathematics Connecting Math Concepts Levels C, D, & Wkbk. DRP $0.00 $0.00

Dropped Books
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Vita Plena 

LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL 
 
CURRICULUM OFFICE  100 S. Brainard Ave., LaGrange, IL 60525-2101 
Tel: (708) 579-6470    E-mail: seggerding@lths.net     Website: www.lths.net 

 
 
        SCOTT D. EGGERDING 

                               Director of Curriculum and Instruction 
 

TO:  Brian Waterman 
   Board of Education 
 

FROM:  Scott D. Eggerding    

DATE:  April 12, 2022 
 

         RE:   Grading Practices Update   
 

  

Following the Grading Practices Update in February, Dr. Waterman asked that I follow up on 
three questions that the Board raised. Those questions are: 
• What are other high schools doing with changes to grading practices? 
• How do colleges view changes to grading practices? 
• How are we involving and supporting teachers with the implementation of grading practices? 

 
The attached presentation slides and articles are intended to provide the Board with more context for 
our changes to grading practices in relation to other Chicago area high schools, our associate middle 
schools, college admissions officers, and the structure we have in place to support teachers.   
 
What are other high schools doing with changes to grading practices? 
To answer this question, Katie Smith and I developed a survey which we sent to CADCA, the Chicago 
Area Directors of Curriculum and Assessment. This professional organization represents 70 school 
Districts. We received responses from 32. More information about who responded and what they had 
to say are in the presentation slides. We asked questions about where their schools are now and where 
they see themselves in 5 years. We also asked about the struggles they have faced and what kinds of 
questions they are hearing from their students, parents and community. The final slide in this section 
shares a thumbnail sketch of the grading practices at our associate schools.  
 
How do colleges view changes to grading practices? 
The topic of college admissions is well-researched. When it comes to admissions data, NACAC 
(National Association for College Admissions Counseling) conducts surveys every 2 years. Given the 
pandemic, they have not published a survey since 2019, but the impact of the pandemic can be 
extrapolated by the findings. Attached, you will find the section of their 2019 review of admissions 
that pertains to “Factors in Admissions Decisions.”  
 
Two other articles have been included on the perspective of standards-based grading and the 
conditions and impacts that it has on admissions. As a reminder, we do not have a standards-based 
grading system. Our assessments are aligned to course outcomes which are aligned to standards, but 
we do not measure student performance against a specific standard and we do not report grades based 
on standards. That being said, we have eliminated the components of our grade that are related to 
behavior, which is common with standards-based grading.  
 110
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Vita Plena 

One follow-up question that was asked at the February meeting had to do with the use of plus and 
minus distinctions with grades. I have not been able to find anything where a college or professional 
organization has written anything about disregarding + and – distinctions, although in speaking with 
Lianne Musser and my colleagues at other schools, as well as the admissions officers from University 
of Chicago, University of Illinois at Urbana Champaign and De Paul, plusses and minuses are not 
considered, which may explain why I cannot find anything mentioning them. I will continue to look, 
though. 
 
How are we involving and supporting teachers with the implementation of grading practices? 
Lastly, you will see two slides explaining where we have come since 2017 and showing our Grading 
Implementation Team structure. The Implementation Team includes administrators and a teacher from 
every Division. This group put together the changes to the grading practices for second semester this 
year and has been instrumental in putting together our grading implementation plan prior to the 
pandemic. We have reconstituted this team in November and have been meeting bi-weekly since. 
 
Based on feedback from that group, we have also re-convened our Grading Communication 
Committee which will help to share information about how we arrived at the practices we are 
employing and sharing some of the information that we have learned from other schools, such as the 
results from the CADCA survey. We expect to re-convene other committees as we move into next 
year, since we are making no changes to our grading practices for the fall. Our short-term goal is to 
improve what we already have in place. 
 
The presentation ends with our vision and purpose for grading. Hopefully you can see how our vision 
and purpose align with the survey results, admissions articles and the implementation of our grading 
practices up to this point. We know we can provide additional training and supports and we will have 
the opportunity to better refine our courses and assessments through a curriculum review process that 
will begin next year. The more we can reiterate our purpose and vision for grades and share how those 
grades will be received by colleges, the more we can ensure equitable, accurate, bias-resistant and 
motivational grades that measure what students have learned. Thank you for the opportunity to provide 
detailed and researched answers to your questions.  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
This item is informational.  
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Answers to 
Questions 
About 
Grading

Tonight’s 
Questions
What are other high schools 
doing with changes to 
grading practices?

How do colleges view 
changes to grading practices?

How are we involving and 
supporting teachers with 
the implementation of 
grading practices?   2
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1. What are other high 
schools doing with changes 
to grading practices?

4

CADCA Survey

CADCA is a group of suburban school 
district Assistant Superintendents and 
Directors that represents 70 school 
districts including 300 high schools 
which serve approximately 400,000 
students
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High Schools Responding to 
Survey

Evanston * York * Morton   
Hinsdale Central & South 

Addison Trail * Willowbrook 
Maine West, South, East 
Glenbard N, S, E and W    

Lake Park * Fenton * Grant 
Oak Lawn * Warren Twp. 

Hampshire * Jacobs 
Dundee-Crown * LTHS 

Libertyville * Vernon Hills 
Antioch * Lakes * Waukegan 

Joliet Central and West        
Niles West and East        

Downers Grove North & South 
Metea Valley * Neuqua Valley 

Waubonsie Valley * Lake Forest 
Lincoln-Way Central, East, West 

Homewood Flossmoor    
Richmond Burton * West Chicago 

Highland Park * Deerfield       
Oak Park River Forest * Leyden

    Note–Some of these high schools are 
part of a unit District, which affects how 
some of the following data points are 

reported.
5

91%
Have a common grading scale

54%
Use some kind of whole grade

A-F, 0-5, 1-4, 50%-100% 40%-100%

46% use 0%-100%

6
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Do High Schools Use 
Standards-Based Grading?

7

How Consistent Are Your High 
School Grading Practices?

8
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Assessments

9

FORMATIVES

14% Count as 0% of grade

29% Count as 10% of grade

21% Count as 20% of grade

29% Count as no more than 30%

SUMMATIVES

29% Count as 100% of the grade 

Remainder range from 60% to 
95% or do not have a set 

percentage for summatives

46% Have eliminated finals

23% Count as another summative

31% Count up to 20% of grade

EXAMS

   Some schools are standards based, 
so they do not count points or 

percentages. Others allow a 
department to determine weights. 
Another replaced final exams with 

mastery exams (no harm finals).

OTHER

Grading in LT Associate Schools

District 101

K-5 standards based. 

6-8 award grades with 
allowances for retakes and 
using 20% formatives and 
80% summatives

District 102

K-8 use proficiency scales 
of 1-4. No grades are 
given. Only summatives 
count.

District 105

Formatives are weighted 
less than summatives. 
Summatives are primary. 
Grades are awarded.  

10

District 106

Grades are based on an 
accumulation of points. 
Tests and projects are 
worth more points, but 
everything “counts” 
towards letter grades.

District 107

Grades are based on an 
accumulation of points. 
Tests and projects are 
worth more points, but 
everything “counts” 
towards letter grades. 116



2. How do colleges view 
changes to grading practices?

2019 NACAC 
State of College Admissions
(pre-pandemic)

12

Biggest Shift
For the past three admission 
cycles (2016, 2017, and 2018), 
the percentage of colleges 
rating grades in all courses as 
considerably important has 
matched or surpassed grades 
in college prep courses.

Major Factors
75 percent of colleges rated 
grades in all high school courses 
as considerably important.

73 percent rated grades in 
college prep courses as 
considerably important. 

Strength of curriculum was rated 
considerably important by more 
than 60 percent of colleges. 

Nearly half gave admission test 
scores (ACT/SAT) considerable 
weight.
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2019 NACAC 
State of College Admissions
(pre-pandemic)

13

Selectivity
Institutions that were more 
selective placed more 
emphasis on grades in college 
prep courses and strength of 
curriculum.

More selective colleges also 
rated more highly the 
essay/writing sample, 
counselor and teacher 
recommendations,  
extracurricular activities, and 
work.

First Generation 
Admittance
31 percent rated first-generation 
status as at least moderately 
important in first-time freshmen 
admission decisions.

About one-quarter of colleges 
considered high school attended, 
race/ethnicity, and state or 
county of residence as either 
moderately or considerably 
important.

How Selective Colleges and Universities 
Evaluate Proficiency-Based High School 
Transcripts: Insights for Students & Schools

14

Key Takeaways:

• Holistic review allows admission professionals to          
carefully consider each applicant in his or her          
individualized learning environment.

• Proficiency-based transcripts and school profiles             
should explain what learning standards mean within             
the context of the particular high school.

• The inclusion of habits of work and cross-curricular knowledge 
and skills on proficiency-based transcripts and school profiles are 
particularly useful to admission leaders.118



“All admissions leaders at the 
meeting overwhelmingly agree 

that students applying from 
proficiency-based educational 
systems will experience no 

disadvantage in the evaluation 
and admissions process.

15

Getting a Fair Shot?

16

● The separation of academic and personal behavior 
grades, a key component of most standards grading, 
was seen as beneficial to the admissions process.

● Transcripts from districts with standards-based grading 
would not be affected in any way. If students’ grades, 
in the form of GPAs, and other required indicators 
met minimum requirements, they would continue to 
be admitted as in traditional systems.

● Non-traditional grading on transcripts is not new in 
college admissions. Admissions personnel at the four 
universities we studied provided multiple examples of 
such cases and described strategies used to ensure 
equity of access. 119



Getting a Fair Shot?

17

“The worst thing we can do is admit them when they don’t    
have the skills to be successful. It’s on our shoulders when 
they’re ... dropping out and walking away with debt.” 

“We suspect grades are inflated and standardized tests are 
biased…I think most of us would be interested in knowing 
that you have removed the variables that inflate grades.” 
Thus, recognizing the importance of providing accurate 
grades that reflect both academic achievement and behavior 
(work ethic, attendance, perseverance), reported separately, 
becomes a critical responsibility of secondary school 
educators.

3.How are we involving and 
supporting teachers with the 
implementation of grading 
practices? 
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VISION: The grading system at 
Lyons Township High School is 
consistent throughout the 
school, equitable and fair to all 
students, and reflective of 
student performance. 

Purpose and Vision for Grading at LTHS

Purpose of Grading:
Accurate
● Easy to Understand
● Descriptive of a student’s level of academic 

performance.
Bias-resistant
● Grades reflect the attainment of content 

knowledge and not evidence that is influenced 
by teacher implicit bias.

Motivational
● Supports a growth mindset
● Provides opportunities for redemption
● Is transparent so students know where they 

stand and how they can affect change
● Connect meaning of practice to rewards of 

learning.
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Factors in Admission  
Decisions03

There is no definite plan or specific 
combination of factors that will 
guarantee a student admission 
to their preferred institution. 
Colleges and universities review 
many aspects of prospective 
student applications in order 
to determine which students 
will be admitted. In addition to 
considering the merits of each 
applicant, most universities also 
consider the composition of the 
entering class as a whole in order 
to ensure that a diverse group of 
students with a variety of academic 
and extracurricular interests will 
enrich the campus experience. 
Institutional characteristics, such 
as enrollment size and acceptance 
rate, also impact the importance of 
admission factors.

Factors in Admission 
Decisions: First-Time 
Freshmen, Fall 2018 (see 
Table 7)

•	 Academic performance in 
high school has been the most 
important consideration in 

freshman admission decisions for 
decades. Seventy-five percent of 
colleges rated grades in all high 
school courses as considerably 
important, and 73 percent rated 
grades in college prep courses as 
considerably important. Strength of 
curriculum was rated considerably 
important by more than 60 percent 
of colleges and nearly half gave 
admission test scores (ACT/SAT) 
considerable weight. 

•	 A second set of factors were most 
often considered to be moderately 
important. These factors tend 
to provide insight regarding the 
personal qualities and interests 
of students, as well as offer more 
detail on academic performance. 
They include essays or writing 
samples; teacher and counselor 
recommendations; student’s 
demonstrated interest; class rank; 
and extracurricular activities. 

•	 A final group of admission 
decision factors were given 
moderate or considerable 

importance, on average by a small 
percentage of institutions, likely 
because most of the factors are 
relevant only to a small subset of 
colleges. They included subject 
test scores (AP, IB), portfolios, 
SAT II scores, interviews, state 
graduation exams scores, and 
work experience.

Factors in Admission 
Decisions for First-Time 
Freshmen: Change Over 
Time (see Table 8)
The relative importance of many 
admission decision factors have 
remained remarkably stable over 
the long term. Notable exceptions 
include the declining importance of 
class rank and interviews. 

While academic performance 
has remained the most important 
consideration for colleges, in 
recent years, specific changes 
in the top factors have become 
evident. For many years, grades 
in college prep courses had 
been rated as the top factor in 
admission decisions, followed 
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by strength of curriculum, 
admission test scores, and grades 
in all courses (overall GPA). 
However, for the past three 
admission cycles (2016, 2017, 
and 2018), the percentage of 
colleges rating grades in all courses 
as considerably important has 
matched or surpassed grades in 
college prep courses. 

Class rank has become much less 
important over the past decade. 
For each admission cycle from Fall 
2016 to Fall 2018, only 9 percent 
of colleges rated class rank as 
considerably important, compared 
to 23 percent in 2007.

Factors in Admission 
by Institutional 
Characteristics for First-
Time Freshmen, Fall 2018 
The top four admission decision 
factors for first-time freshmen 
are consistent across all types of 
institutions. However, institutional 
characteristics determined the 
relative level of importance assigned 
to some admission factors.

Institutional Control

•	 Private colleges placed relatively 
more importance on the essay/
writing sample, the interview, 

counselor and teacher 
recommendations, demonstrated 
interest, extracurricular activities, 
and work.

•	 Public colleges valued admission 
test scores more highly than 
private institutions.

Enrollment Size

•	 Smaller colleges gave 
comparatively more weight 
to the interview, teacher and 
counselor recommendations, and 
demonstrated interest.

•	 Larger colleges tended to place 
more value on admission test scores.

Factor N
Considerable 
Importance

Moderate 
Importance

Limited 
Importance

No 
Importance

Grades in All Courses 220 74.5 15.0 5.5 5.0
Grades in College Prep Courses 220 73.2 16.8 5.9 4.1
Strength of Curriculum 219 62.1 21.9 8.7 7.3
Admission Test Scores (SAT, ACT) 221 45.7 37.1 12.2 5.0
Essay or Writing Sample 220 23.2 33.2 24.1 19.5
Student’s Demonstrated Interest 218 16.1 23.9 28.0 32.1
Counselor Recommendation 218 15.1 40.4 26.6 17.9
Teacher Recommendation 219 14.2 40.2 26.5 19.2
Class Rank 220 9.1 29.1 34.1 27.7
Extracurricular Activities 219 6.4 42.9 32.0 18.7
Portfolio 219 6.4 11.9 26.9 54.8
Subject Test Scores (AP, IB) 219 5.5 18.3 35.2 41.1
Interview 219 5.5 16.4 28.3 49.8
Work 217 4.1 28.6 36.9 30.4
State Graduation Exam Scores 218 2.3 8.7 18.8 70.2
SAT II Scores 216 1.9 5.6 14.8 77.8

SOURCE: NACAC Admission Trends Survey, 2018–19.

TABLE 7. PERCENTAGE OF COLLEGES ATTRIBUTING DIFFERENT LEVELS OF IMPORTANCE 
TO FACTORS IN ADMISSION DECISIONS: FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN, FALL 2017
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20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

20
11

20
12

20
13

20
14

20
15

20
16

20
17

20
18

Grades in College 
Prep Courses 80% 75% 87% 83% 84% 82% 82% 79% — 77% 71 73

Grades in All Courses 52 52 46 46 52 50 52 60 — 77 81 75

Strength of 
Curriculum 64 62 71 66 68 65 64 60 — 52 51 62

Admission Test 
Scores 59 54 58 59 59 56 58 56 — 54 52 46

Essay or Writing 
Sample 26 27 26 27 25 20 22 22 — 19 17 23

Class Rank 23 19 16 22 19 13 15 14 — 9 9 9

Counselor 
Recommendation 21 20 17 19 19 16 16 17 — 15 11 15

Demonstrated 
Interest 22 21 21 23 21 18 20 17 — 14 16 16

Teacher 
Recommendation 21 21 17 19 17 15 14 15 — 11 7 14

Interview 11 11 7 9 6 7 8 4 — 5 4 6

Extracurricular 
Activities 7 7 9 7 5 7 10 6 — 8 4 6

Work 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 1 — 3 2 4

Subject Test Scores 
(AP, IB) 7 8 7 10 7 5 8 7 — 7 4 6

State Graduation 
Exams 4 4 3 4 4 2 3 4 — 2 2 2

SAT II Scores 6 7 5 5 5 4 6 5 — 2 7 2

Portfolio — 7 8 6 7 5 6 7 — 6 5 6

—Data are not available. 
SOURCE: NACAC Admission Trends Surveys, 2007-08 through 2018–19.

TABLE 8. PERCENTAGE OF COLLEGES ATTRIBUTING “CONSIDERABLE IMPORTANCE” TO 
FACTORS IN ADMISSION DECISIONS: FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN, FALL 2007 TO FALL 2018
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N Considerable 
Influence

Moderate 
Influence

Limited 
Influence

No 
Influence

FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN

High School Attended 221 4.5 19.0 32.1 44.3

Race/Ethnicity 219 6.8 17.8 16.9 58.4

State or County of Residence 220 4.1 22.3 17.3 56.4

First-generation Status 220 5.5 25.5 20.9 48.2

Ability to Pay 221 1.2 4.2 13.7 81.0

Gender 221 3.2 10.4 18.6 67.9

Alumni Relations 220 0.9 11.8 35.0 52.3

SOURCE: NACAC Admission Trends Survey, 2018–19.

TABLE 9. PERCENTAGE OF COLLEGES ATTRIBUTING DIFFERENT LEVELS OF INFLUENCE 
TO STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS IN ADMISSION DECISIONS: FALL 2018

Selectivity

•	 Institutions that were more 
selective placed more emphasis 
on grades in college prep courses 
and strength of curriculum. 

•	 More selective colleges also rated 
more highly the essay/writing 
sample, counselor and teacher 
recommendations, extracurricular 
activities, and work.

(See Appendix Table B.1. for a 
correlation matrix of statistically 
significant associations.)

Student Characteristics 
as Contextual Factors in 
Admission Decisions for 
First-Time Freshmen, Fall 
2018 (see Table 9)
Colleges were asked to rate the 
influence of certain student 
characteristics—race/ethnicity, 
first-generation status, high school 
attended, state or county of 
residence, gender, alumni relations, 
and ability to pay—in terms of 
how they affect evaluation of the 

main admission factors. Although, 
for the most part, college admission 
officers give little importance to 
these characteristics, there are some 
findings worth noting. 

For example, nearly one-third 
of colleges (31 percent) rated 
first-generation status as at least 
moderately important in first-time 
freshmen admission decisions. 
About one-quarter of colleges 
considered high school attended, 
race/ethnicity, and state or county 
of residence as either moderately 
or considerably important (24 
percent, 25 percent, and 26 
percent, respectively). 

Interesting differences also were 
found in the relative importance 
given to these factors based on 
institution type. Data provided 
on the NACAC 2018–19 
Admission Trends Survey allowed 
for comparison by institutional 
characteristics.

Institutional Control

•	 Private institutions gave greater 
consideration to race/ethnicity, 

gender, high school attended, 
alumni relations, and ability to 
pay when evaluating applications. 

Enrollment

•	 Alumni relations and ability to 
pay were rated as having more 
influence in admission decisions 
for smaller colleges.

•	 Larger colleges gave greater 
consideration to state or 
county of residence and first-
generation status.

Selectivity

•	 When evaluating applications, 
institutions that were more 
selective placed more emphasis 
on each of these student 
characteristics—race/ethnicity, 
gender, first-generation status, 
state or county of residence, high 
school attended, alumni relations, 
and ability to pay.

(See Appendix Table B.2. for a 
correlation matrix of statistically 
significant associations.)
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The movement toward proficiency-based learning is gaining momentum at secondary schools across New 
England and beyond (Figure 1). Proficiency-based learning is the system of instruction, assessment and 
grading based on demonstration of skills that meet performance standards or “proficiencies.” The goal of 
proficiency-based learning is to better prepare students with the knowledge and skills necessary for success 
in higher education and 21st century careers.

As proficiency-based education 
models become more common 
across the country and the 
region, high school students and 
parents have raised questions and 
concerns regarding how profi-
ciency-based transcripts will be 
viewed in the college admissions 
process—especially at highly 
selective US colleges and uni-
versities. Of greatest concern is 
whether proficiency-based learn-
ing and grading will disadvantage 
students in the college applica-
tion and evaluation process. 

To help answer these questions, 
the New England Board of 
Higher Education (NEBHE) 
and the New England Secondary 
School Consortium (NESSC) 
convened a meeting of admis-
sions leaders from highly selec-
tive New England colleges and 
universities and facilitated a robust discussion on the topic. Overwhelmingly, these admissions leaders 
indicate that students with proficiency-based transcripts will not be disadvantaged in the highly selective 
admissions process. Moreover, according to some admissions leaders, features of the proficiency-based 
transcript model shared with the group provide important information for institutions seeking not just 
high-performing academics, but engaged, lifelong learners.

Policy Spotlight on New England

April 2016

New England 
Board of Higher 
Education

www.nebhe.org

How Selective Colleges and Universities Evaluate 
Proficiency-Based High School Transcripts: 
Insights for Students and Schools

1

Erika Blauth
Sarah Hadjian

Notes: Some states use “proficiency-based” while some states use “competen-
cy-based” to describe similar learning systems. Maine, New Hampshire, and Ver-
mont are advancing towards state-wide transitions to proficiency-based education. 
Connecticut and Rhode Island allow individual schools to decide how students 
may accrue graduation credits, and Massachusetts has no formal legislation in 
place regarding proficiency-based education. 
Source: Competency Works

Figure 1: Proficiency-Based K-12 Education State Policies in the 
Northeast as of March 2015
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What is Proficiency-Based Learning?

In a proficiency-based model or system, students progress through courses and grade levels by demonstrating individual mastery of 
specific learning standards. Learning standards may vary by state or school system, but generally represent educational objectives a 
student should achieve by the end of a course or grade level. In a proficiency-based system, a student struggling to demonstrate pro-
ficiency is provided additional support or interventions until the student achieves the required skill or knowledge. Students who 
demonstrate proficiency engage in learning opportunities to extend or accelerate their learning. Proficiency-based learning allows 
educators to identify a student’s strengths and weaknesses, and monitor learning progress over time. 

Proficiency-based transcripts often also capture students’ mastery of habits of work and cross-curricular knowledge and skills. A 
sample transcript shared with admissions leaders, for instance, captured cross-curricular skills described as “clear and effective com-
municator,” “self-directed and lifelong learner,” and “creative and practical problem 
solver”—all skills that are in high and increasing demand from both employers and 
higher education institutions (Figure 2). According to the Georgetown University 
Center on Education and the Workforce, employers ranked critical thinking and 
active listening among the most important skills in today’s economy. A recent report 
from the Harvard Graduate School of Education also called for the consideration of 
“concern for others and the common good” in the admissions process. By capturing 
habits of work on the transcript, the proficiency-based model provides increasingly 
relevant information regarding a student’s ability to succeed in today’s world.

The terminology to define these practices and policies vary, but they each strive for the same goal: to prepare students to succeed in 
the 21st century by being college and career ready. At the federal level, the newest reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act—the Every Student Succeeds Act—recognizes proficiency-based learning and invites new innovative accountabil-
ity systems based on proficiency-based learning. In Maine, “proficiency-based education” will be required for public high school 
students graduating between 2018 and 2021. In New Hampshire, “competency-based learning” will be required in all public 
elementary and secondary schools by 2017. In Vermont, “proficiency-based learning” will be the sole criteria for graduation by 
2020. Connecticut and Rhode Island give individual schools the option to determine how students accrue graduation credits, with 
no date set to transition all secondary schools to proficiency-based models. While there is no formal legislation in place regarding 
proficiency-based education and graduation in Massachusetts, some schools are currently implementing these practices (Figure 1).

Proficiency-Based Transcripts in the Context of Selective Admissions

As proficiency-based learning models become more widespread in New England states, high school students and families have 
raised concerns about how proficiency-based education will be viewed by highly selective institutions in the admissions process. In 
particular, students and families worry that proficiency-based education’s perceived departure from traditional transcripts and grad-
ing systems will hinder admissions professionals’ ability to fully comprehend and evaluate the caliber of candidates applying from 
these school districts. If this were true, students and parents worry that using a proficiency-based learning transcript would put 
them at a disadvantage in the competitive selective admission process. To address these concerns, NEBHE and NESSC convened a 
special meeting of admissions leaders from selective institutions across New England in January 2016. 

In particular, admissions leaders point to the characteristics of their holistic review processes. Considering applications holistically 
allows for careful consideration of each applicant in his or her individualized context, as thorough attention is given to each part of 
the application and decisions are rendered based on the totality of an applicant’s academic and personal profile, rather than grades 
or test scores alone. This requires a deep, comprehensive understanding of each applicant and the academic context from which he 
or she is applying.

Habits of Work (HOW) Examples

•	 Attendance
•	 Participation
•	 Effort

All admissions leaders at the meeting overwhelmingly agree that students applying from proficiency-
based educational systems will experience no disadvantage in the evaluation and admissions process. 

2
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Selective admission leaders at this meeting stressed how their institutions receive applications from across the country and around 
the world, which represent a diverse range of high school environments and a variety of grading scales, terminology and transcript 
design. Admissions officers work diligently to understand the nuances of each learning environment, which informs the context in 
which applicants are evaluated. Once admission officers thoroughly understand this context, they are able to evaluate the extent to 
which a student has taken advantage of the opportunities available in that particular learning environment. 

In light of these institutions’ use of the holistic review process, it is crucial that the documents which proficiency-based high schools 
provide to colleges and universities in their students’ applications provide a clear and accurate picture of the learning environment 
and its particular characteristics. Transcripts and school profiles are especially important tools that admission officers rely on to 
learn about less familiar grading models. Given the trend toward proficiency-based learning in recent years, admissions leaders 
present at this meeting emphasized how clear, transparent transcripts and school profiles continue to help them understand nec-
essary aspects of the proficiency-based learning model so they can review applications as accurately and efficiently as possible. This 
efficiency is especially important given the high volume of applications these selective institutions receive every year. 

For proficiency-based high schools, admissions lead-
ers emphasize that the transcript and school profile 
should explain what learning standards mean within 
the context of the particular high school. While the 
transcript provides information about an individual 
student’s achievements, the school profile provides 
contextual information about the curriculum, grading 
procedures, standardized testing history and record of 
college attendance, as well as information on school 
and local community demographics. The school pro-
file also provides an opportunity for high schools to 
clearly and directly highlight important characteris-
tics that differentiate one school or learning environ-
ment from others—information that admissions lead-

ers emphasize is especially helpful. While the admissions leaders present unanimously agreed that students from proficiency-based 
systems receive no disadvantage in the admissions process, they also caution that lack of information or transparency in transcripts 
or school profiles can present a hurdle in an admissions officer’s attempt to accurately assess a student’s achievements.

Admissions leaders were particularly enthusiastic about the inclusion of habits of work and cross-curricular knowledge and skills 
on the proficiency-based transcript (Figure 2). Information regarding students’ habits of work and cross-curricular knowledge and 
skills are increasingly of interest to selective admissions offices as they seek to admit students who will contribute fully to campus 
life. In addition to academic achievements, selective colleges and universities report that they are deeply interested in the behav-
iors and attitudes, such as love of learning and intellectual curiosity, that make students great learners and full contributors to the 
vibrancy of a campus community. The incorporation of habits of work and cross-curricular knowledge and skills into the grading 
system, and evaluated in concert with letters of recommendation from teachers and counselors, help to assist admissions officers in 
identifying students best suited to thrive at their institutions.

3

Key Takeaways:

•	 Holistic review allows admission professionals to carefully 
consider each applicant in his or her individualized learning 
environment

•	 Proficiency-based transcripts and school profiles should ex-
plain what learning standards mean within the context of the 
particular high school

•	 The inclusion of habits of work and cross-curricular knowl-
edge and skills on proficiency-based transcripts and school 
profiles are particularly useful to admission leaders

Figure 2: Maine’s Cross-Curricular Skills Featured on Sample Proficiency-Based Learning Transcript

Notes: These cross-curricular skills, coupled with Habits of Work (HOW) related to participation and effort, were of particu-
lar interest to admission professionals present at this meeting. 
Source: Great Schools Partnership
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About the New England Board of Higher Education (NEBHE)
Established in 1955 by six visionary New England governors, NEBHE is a regional compact that works across New England to: help leaders assess, 
develop and implement education practices and policies of regional significance; promote regional cooperation that encourages efficient sharing of 
education resources; and strengthen the relationship between higher education and the regional economy.
Learn more at www.nebhe.org.

Final Thoughts & Recommendations

As secondary schools in New England and across the country continue to shift toward using proficiency-based learning models, 
higher education institutions will see increasing numbers of applicants sending proficiency-based transcripts and school profiles. 
The admissions deans and directors of selective colleges and universities convened by NEBHE and NESSC agree that students 
from proficiency-based high schools will not be disadvantaged in their holistic review processes, especially if proficiency-based 
high schools develop clear, cohesive transcripts and school profiles that articulate the nuances of their proficiency-based learning 
standards and show how each student has performed in their learning 
environments. The inclusion of habits of work and cross-curricular 
knowledge and skills are particularly exciting to these selective admis-
sions leaders, as they convey important insights about how students 
will contribute to campus life beyond the grades they earn and the 
extracurricular activities in which they participate. 

In light of the results of this meeting with selective admission leaders, 
proficiency-based high schools should consider whether their current 
transcripts and school profiles are providing admission officers with 
these important insights into their schools. High school leaders may 
visit the Great Schools Partnership website to see examples of profi-
ciency-based transcripts and school profiles. College-bound students 
and their families may also research admission policies and practices 
at individual institutions to which they are interested in applying, as admissions philosophies and practices vary across institutions. 
Most institutions provide detailed information regarding their specific admissions process on their website and are available to field 
phone calls from prospective students and families. Overall, students and families should feel reassured that selective admission 
professionals strive to gain a holistic understanding of every student’s high school context as they review applications for admission.

Erika Blauth and Sarah Hadjian are policy research interns at the New England Board of Higher Education and Master’s students 
studying higher education at the Harvard Graduate School of Education.

For questions or comments, please contact Gretchen Syverud at gsyverud@nebhe.org or 617-533-9522.

Next Steps for Students and Schools:

•	 Students are encouraged to review the admission 
philosophies and practices of individual institu-
tions to which they are applying

•	 High school counselors and administrators can 
utilize resources on the Great Schools Part-
nership website to help improve the proficien-
cy-based transcripts and school profiles they 
provide to colleges and universities
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Tom Buckmiller, associate professor at
Drake University in Des Moines, Iowa,
studied how university admissions
officers were reacting to nontraditional
student grade transcripts.


Getting a Fair Shot?

Three findings from a study of university officials’ views on the use of standards-based grading
in admissions decisions

BY THOMAS M. BUCKMILLER AND RANDAL E. PETERS/School Administrator, February 2018


As more education leaders consider implementing a
standards-based approach to assessment and
grading, they are bumping up against a formidable
barrier — parents worried about how college
admissions officers will size up their sons’ and
daughters’ applications to selective institutions.


Many parents, particularly those of higher-achieving
students, assume the drastic change in grade
reporting will harm their children’s chances of
gaining admission. Students accustomed to
traditional grading formats harbor a similar fear of
being disadvantaged in their candidacies for

postsecondary admissions.


A high school administrator with whom we have worked acknowledged this real concern, but he
pointed out its fallacy. “I don’t fault students for that. But they’re so consumed with a 3.85 [GPA]
as opposed to a 3.75, they don’t care how they get it. I tell them all the time, ‘You will get into
college, but that’s not why we’re here. We’re here to make sure you get through college,’” said
Nathan Wear, principal of 450-student Solon High School in central Iowa.


The purpose of our recent qualitative study was to determine whether students who attended
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high schools using standards-based grading are likely to receive fair and equitable consideration
in the university admissions process. Further, we examined the extent to which university
admissions personnel understood standards-based grading, as well as the nature of any
challenges that high school grades and transcripts based on standards might pose to
admissions decisions.


Based on our in-depth qualitative interviews with admissions officials at two large state
universities, one midsized state university and one midsized private university, all situated in the
Midwest, we found three significant themes relating to standards-based grading and
admissions.


» No. 1: Letter grades and transcripts based on standards are acceptable, if not preferable,
in the eyes of admissions offices, but with some caveats.

When standards-based grading principles were more fully explained, university admissions
directors expressed general approval. They shared their frustrations with rampant grade
inflation, inaccurate portrayals of student performance, the regular need for remediation once
students were enrolled and widely varying grading systems from one school district to the next,
often associated with traditional grading practices.


One admissions director remarked in disbelief, saying, “I’ve seen kids graduate from good high
schools who are illiterate — I mean, they are illiterate — and yet they are high school
graduates.”


Some agreement existed among the admissions officials that information communicated
through grades and transcripts that is more precise and accurate, that separates and addresses
personal traits such as work ethic and attendance, is a truer reflection of students’ performance
relative to an academic standard.


University officials in our study stated almost unequivocally that students from schools awarding
grades that reflect clear learning targets and separate reporting of behavioral and academic
indicators would not receive unfair evaluation for admission.


The separation of academic and personal behavior grades, a key component of most standards
grading, was seen as beneficial to the admissions process. Final transcripts submitted in June, a
couple of months before students matriculate, would be especially helpful to staff responsible
for incoming students. Said one counselor: “It’s just more information — more so for borderline
students probably than the students who are auto admits.”
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K-12 educators should help families understand this form of grading is better preparation for
college than traditional grading. “I think it’s telling parents that this is a better way for students
to become responsible,” said one admissions counselor.


Once they understood standards-based grading more fully, university admissions officials were
receptive. The one caveat was that letter grades brought greater efficiency to admissions
operations work and were still preferable for that reason. This is not an obstacle for most high
schools that have adopted standards-based (or standards-referenced) grading principles, as
most schools ultimately convert the standards-based marks to traditional letter grades on report
cards and transcripts.


Within this context, under the current admissions system at the four universities in the study,
transcripts from districts with standards-based grading would not be affected in any way. If
students’ grades, in the form of GPAs, and other required indicators met minimum
requirements, they would continue to be admitted as in traditional systems.


» No. 2: Universities receive profiles from schools with alternative grading/reporting
systems and use strategies to ensure equitable consideration of applicants.

Nontraditional grading on transcripts is not new in college admissions. Admissions personnel at
the four universities we studied provided multiple examples of such cases and described
strategies used to ensure equity of access. One pointed to applicants who had been home-
schooled — “an example of a student who’s not always going to have a GPA, but they’ve
carefully narrated the content and the progress of the student. … [S]tandardized test scores will
probably get weighed a little more heavily.”


We asked admissions offices about the impact they will experience as more student applications
come from schools using standards-based practices. One respondent admitted, “Unless we
prepare for it and know what we’re getting into, it will tax our current resources” and put
pressure on the existing system. They’re already seeing the trend of schools eliminating class
rank.


“We’re at the point where about 25 percent of students who graduate do not have a class rank.
Clearly, we’ve had to deal with the issue. … If you have one or two schools that launch this, are
we going to change for that? Probably not,” said one university admissions official. “But when ...
20-25 percent of schools are doing [standards-based grading without letter grades] then, yes,
we’ve got to come up with a new formula.”


To help with their decisions, admissions personnel said they would contact high school
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counselors if they had questions about a student’s readiness or a school’s specific grading and
reporting practices. As such, it would be prudent for schools transitioning to standards-based
grades to raise the awareness of their counseling staffs because it’s the latter who will serve as
conduits of information.


» No. 3: The need for efficiency in the admissions process has forced personnel to place an
inordinate trust in grades and standardized test scores.

The issue of admissions personnel advocating for the reporting of letter grades, even in systems
employing standards-based grading principles, is a matter of limited campus re-sources and the
demand for efficiency. Admissions directors said their relatively small staffs are charged with
reviewing and making admissions recommendations from many thousands of applicants each
year.


Noting the heavy weight of doing more with less, one admissions official said, “The worst thing
we can do is admit them when they don’t have the skills to be successful. It’s on our shoulders
when they’re ... dropping out and walking away with debt.” Another official noted, “We suspect
grades are inflated and standardized tests are biased.” When asked about the best way to report
grades, one admissions director responded, “I think most of us would be interested in knowing
that you have removed the variables that inflate grades.” Thus, recognizing the importance of
providing accurate grades that reflect both academic achievement and behavior (work ethic,
attendance, perseverance), reported separately, becomes a critical responsibility of secondary
school educators.


Finally, one admissions official brought up the distinction between the practices of large/mid-
sized universities — which we studied — and those at smaller private liberal arts colleges, who
tend to be more responsive to changes in grading and reporting systems.


A Higher Bar

Ultimately, leaders in both K-12 and higher education have a responsibility for leading their
respective organizations in ways that advance the preparation of college- and career-ready
learners, in spite of entrenched attitudes and other barriers. Improvements in grading systems
that more accurately communicate student achievement are needed, and K-12 leaders should
not wait for those in higher education to change.


University admissions officials are willing to adapt to defensible educational practices that will
yield more precise information. In doing so, they stand ready to set a higher bar of
postsecondary completion instead of just admission.
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LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204 
SUMMARY OF MARCH 2022 EXPENSES 

FOR BOARD OF EDUCATION APPROVAL ON April 18, 2022 
 

 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE PAID TOTAL

EDUCATION FUND 729,490.52$              
OPERATIONS BLDG MAINT 899,730.01$              

TRANSPORTATION 271,398.73$              

TOTAL ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 1,900,619.26$           

PAYROLL

EDUCATION FUND 4,654,678.54$           
OPERATIONS BLDG MAINT 346,641.92$              

IMRF/FICA/MEDICARE 276,999.51$              

TOTAL PAYROLL 5,278,319.97$           

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 7,178,939.23$           

 
 

 
 
 
The Undersigned do hereby certify that the Accounts Payable and Payroll 
Expenditures in the amount of $7,178,939.23 were approved for payment at the 
Lyons Township High School District 204 Board of Education Meeting, Cook 
County, Illinois held on April 18, 2022. 
 
 
 
      ____________________________ 
      Kari Dillon, President 
 
 
 
      ____________________________ 
      Michael Thomas, Secretary 
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LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204
SUMMARY OF REVENUES - FISCAL YEAR 2021-22

FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH 2022

 BUDGET 
 MONTHLY   
REVENUES 

 FISCAL YTD 
REVENUES 

 BUDGET 
BALANCE % REALIZED

OPERATING FUNDS
EDUCATION - 10 68,269,129.00$    23,601,036.21$    66,338,828.95$    1,930,300.05$      97.17%
OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE - 20 12,031,263.00$    3,232,265.73$      9,826,876.67$      2,204,386.33$      81.68%
TRANSPORTATION - 40 3,619,325.00$      935,214.98$         3,647,031.94$      (27,706.94)$          100.77%
IMRF/SOCIAL SECURITY - 50/51 3,126,113.00$      990,492.94$         2,963,150.54$      162,962.46$         94.79%

TOTAL 87,045,830.00$    28,759,009.86$    82,775,888.10$    4,269,941.90$      95.09%

NON OPERATING FUNDS
DEBIT SERVICE - 30 2,623,301.00$      926,841.56$         2,508,804.46$      114,496.54$         95.64%

TOTAL 2,623,301.00$      926,841.56$         2,508,804.46$      114,496.54$         95.64%

WORKING CASH
WORKING CASH - 70 5,000.00$              134.13$                 507.68$                 4,492.32$              10.15%

TOTAL 5,000.00$              134.13$                 507.68$                 4,492.32$              10.15%

TOTAL 89,674,131.00$    29,685,985.55$    85,285,200.24$    4,388,930.76$      95.11%

PREPARED BY KMORAN 
4/12/2022
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LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204
SUMMARY OF EXPENSES - FISCAL YEAR 2021-22

FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH 2022

  BUDGET 
 MONTHLY   
EXPENSES 

 FISCAL YTD 
EXPENSES 

  BUDGET 
BALANCE % REALIZED

OPERATING FUNDS
EDUCATION - 10 68,148,927.00$    5,388,504.69$      43,175,214.60$    24,973,712.40$   63.35%
OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE - 20 12,031,263.00$    1,244,371.93$      6,678,763.97$      5,352,499.03$      55.51%
TRANSPORTATION - 40 3,619,325.00$      271,398.73$         2,035,498.07$      1,583,826.93$      56.24%
IMRF/SOCIAL SECURITY - 50/51 3,094,980.00$      276,999.51$         2,101,742.48$      993,237.52$         67.91%

TOTAL 86,894,495.00$    7,181,274.86$      53,991,219.12$    32,903,275.88$   62.13%

NON OPERATING FUNDS
DEBIT SERVICE - 30 2,562,961.00$      -$                        2,471,667.50$      91,293.50$           96.44%

TOTAL 2,562,961.00$      -$                        2,471,667.50$      91,293.50$           96.44%

WORKING CASH
WORKING CASH - 70 -$                        -$                        -$                        -$                       0.00%

TOTAL -$                        -$                        -$                        -$                       0.00%

TOTAL 89,457,456.00$    7,181,274.86$      56,462,886.62$    32,994,569.38$   63.12%

PREPARED BY KMORAN 
4/12/2022
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LYONS TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICT 204
FUND BALANCE FINANCIAL REPORT - FISCAL YEAR 2021-22

FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH 2022

  FUND BALANCE          
JULY 1, 2021 

 FISCAL YTD 
REVENUES 

 FISCAL YTD 
EXPENSES   FUND BALANCE 

OPERATING FUNDS
EDUCATION - 10 31,150,273.00$    66,338,828.95$    43,175,214.60$    54,313,887.35$    
OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE - 20 8,007,268.00$      9,826,876.67$      6,678,763.97$      11,155,380.70$    
TRANSPORTATION - 40 3,155,182.00$      3,647,031.94$      2,035,498.07$      4,766,715.87$      
IMRF/SOCIAL SECURITY - 50/51 1,221,677.00$      2,963,150.54$      2,101,742.48$      2,083,085.06$      

TOTAL 43,534,400.00$    82,775,888.10$    53,991,219.12$    72,319,068.98$    

NON OPERATING FUNDS
DEBIT SERVICE - 30 1,408,875.00$      2,508,804.46$      2,471,667.50$      1,446,011.96$      

TOTAL 1,408,875.00$      2,508,804.46$      2,471,667.50$      1,446,011.96$      

WORKING CASH
WORKING CASH - 70 3,982,921.34$      507.68$                  -$                        3,983,429.02$      

TOTAL 3,982,921.34$      507.68$                  -$                        3,983,429.02$      

TOTAL 48,926,196.34$    85,285,200.24$    56,462,886.62$    77,748,509.96$    

PREPARED BY KMORAN 
4/12/2022
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Brian Waterman, Superintendent
Board of Education

FROM: Jen Tyrrell

DATE: April 13, 2022

RE: Monetary Donations

Please accept this memorandum in recognition of receipt of monetary donations from 
members of our community in support of the LT Care Space.  The donations were deposited 
within the Care Space account. The funds are being used to purchase supplies for the Care 
Space as well as to purchase gift cards that are provided to students to purchase essentials.  
The donors will be sent an acknowledgement of our sincere appreciation for this donation.

Kari Dillon $100.00
Jessica Drogos $100.00
Ann Marie Leader $100.00
Craig Lodico $225.00
Heather Shepard $20.00
Katie Weems $20.00
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