PER-PUPIL EXPENDITURES
IN ILLINOIS’ 10 LARGEST
SCHOOL DISTRICTS

Nicholas Munyan-Penney and Charles Barone

Under the “Every Student Succeeds Act” (ESSA), states must now report, for
the first time, actual per-pupil spending for each and every school. This is a
significant change from previous practices under which spending was reported

using district-wide averages that masked real school-level funding. This is the
fourth in a series of issue briefs examining this new within-district data, toward
the goal of informing better policies around resource equity.

FINDINGS AT-A-GLANCE

¢ In lllinois, we find that—consistent with copious evidence that shows poor
students require more resources'—in six of the state’s ten largest districts,
schools with the highest concentrations of students in poverty spend
substantially more per pupil than schools with the lowest concentrations of
poor students. These advantages range from 6.0% ($13,331 per pupil average
expenditure in highest-poverty schools to $12,578 in lowest-poverty) in Chica-
go Public Schools to 13.6% ($11,238 to $9,892) in Plainfield School District.
However, four districts either spend about the same or less in high-poverty
schools, compared with low-poverty schools.

* When considering race/ethnicity,
in six of lllinois’ largest districts,
schools V\{Ith larger concentrations of lllinois’ largest
of nonwhite students spend . . .
less than schools with smaller districts, schools with
concentrations of nonwhite larger concentrations
students. These inequities range of nonwhite students
from 1.6%.($14,6850t0 $14,930) receive than
in Naperv_|lle to 9.2% ($12,652 to schools with small-
$13,930) in Waukegan. However, i
in four districts, schools with er concentrations of
higher concentrations of nonwhite nonwhite students.
students receive substantially more
funding.

* Despite progressive trends in some districts, with increased spending as the
concentrations of students in poverty and nonwhite students rise, we see
significant variation in spending, particularly among schools with the highest
concentrations of poor and nonwhite students, suggesting a lack of intention-
ality around funding based on prioritizing race and poverty at the exclusion
of other factors. For example, in the state’s second largest district, Elgin Area
SD U-46, among schools with more than 80% low-income students, spending
ranges from $9,925 to $13,245 per student.
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* Ultimately, district funding structures have a mixed record on providing
additional funding for schools with more poor and nonwhite students. About
half of the largest districts across the state spend less in schools with higher
concentrations of nonwhite students and students in poverty, leaving them
with fewer resources than their white, more affluent peers. Moreover, large
variations in spending in many districts suggest a potential lack of intention-
ality on the part of districts. However, some districts—including Chicago—buck
these trends, providing additional recourses to traditionally underserved
students.
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FINDINGS

Using data from the 2018-2019° school year we find:

By Poverty

In lllinois, we find that—consistent with copious evidence that shows poor students
require more resources—in six of the state’s ten largest districts, schools with the
highest concentrations of students in poverty spend substantially more per pupil than
schools with the lowest concentrations of poor students. These advantages range
from 6.0% ($13,331 to $12,578) in Chicago Public Schools to 13.6% ($11,238 to $9,892)
in Plainfield School District. However, four districts either spend about the same or less
in high-poverty schools, compared with low-poverty schools, ranging from a slight
0.3% ($11,347 to $11,308) advantage in Oswego (CUSD 308) to an inequity of 6.3%
($13,050 to $13,925) in Waukegan (CUSD 60).6

Per Pupil Expenditures

District District Average Highest Lowest %
Average PP % FRL Poverty Poverty Difference
Schools Schools

Highest Lowest
Poverty Poverty
Districts Districts

In Chicago, we see a general progressive trend of schools with spending increasing
as the concentration of low-income students rises, although we do also see a very
large range of funding among schools with the highest concentrations of low-income
students: among schools with 90% or more low-income students, spending ranges
from $4,510 to $36,735 per student. While this may suggest a lack of intentionality on
the part of Chicago, the state data don’t provide enough information to examine the
source of these differences.
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CITY OF CHICAGO SD 299
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In Rockford, we also see strong progressive trends by poverty and some variation

in spending among schools with similar concentrations of low-income students. For
schools with 80% or more of students free- or reduced-price lunch, per pupil spending
ranges from a low of just over $11,000 to more than $17,000.
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In fact, a majority of lllinois’ largest districts appear to have a more inconsistent
approach to funding, with scattered spending across all concentrations of low-income
students. We even see this trend in Plainfield School District (see above), which has
the most overall progressive funding based on averages.

Even more dramatic scatter is evident in the state’s second largest district, Elgin Area
SD U-46, with large spending variations among schools with similar concentrations
of low-income students. Among schools with more than 80% low-income students,
spending ranges from $9,925 to $13,245 per student. Schools with less than 50%
low-income students have a comparable spending range of $9,426 to $13,393. These
findings suggest a lack of intentionality around funding schools based on student
poverty exclusive of other factors.

SD U-46
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By Race/Ethnicity

When considering race/ethnicity, in six of Illinois’ largest districts, schools with larger
concentrations of nonwhite students receive less than schools with smaller concen-
trations of nonwhite students. These inequities range from 1.6% ($14,685 to $14,930)
in Naperville to 9.2% ($12,652 to $13,930) in Waukegan. However, in four districts,
schools with higher concentrations of nonwhite students receive substantially more
funding than those with lower concentrations of nonwhite students. These advantages
range from 4.5% ($12,011 to $11,495) in CUSD 300 to 17.7% ($14,435 to $12,265) in
Chicago.®
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Per Pupil Expenditures

District District Average Highest% Lowest % %
Average PP % FRL Nonwhite Nonwhite Difference
Schools Schools
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Districts Districts

As in our analyses of per-pupil spending by poverty, we find scattered and highly vari-
able funding based on the concentration of nonwhite students. For example, in Indian
Prairie CUSD 204, among schools with more than 60% nonwhite students, spending

$15,000

$12,000

Per Pupil Expenditures

|
0.5

% Nonwhite

Education Reform Now | Per-Pupil Expenditures in Illinois’ 10 Largest Districts | 7



ranges from $9,049 to $14,852 per student, and schools will less than 50% nonwhite
students have a spending range of $10,491 to $13,628, suggesting a lack of intentional-
ity around funding schools based on student race/ethnicity exclusive of other factors.
We find similar trends in most of lllinois’ largest districts.

However, as with poverty, we see clear progressive funding by race/ethnicity in
Rockford School District, with school spending increasing as the concentrations of
nonwhite students increases.
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By contrast, we also see strong regressive trends in Valley View and Waukegan, with
spending steadily decreasing as the concentration of nonwhite students increases.
This suggests systematic underfunding of schools with the highest concentrations of
nonwhite students. However, in both districts all schools have at least 60% nonwhite
students, meaning that differences in spending may be more likely to be driven by
other school and/or student characteristics that are more variable across schools in
the district in other districts.

Education Reform Now | Per-Pupil Expenditures in lllinois’ 10 Largest Districts | 8



VALLEY VIEW CUSD 365U

$20,000 [~
%]
g
2
5
C
[
o
& $15,000 [~
3
3
o
]
o
| J
$10,000
0.6 0.8 1.0
% Nonwhite

Interaction of Poverty and Race

To determine the extent to which the race and poverty are correlated in lllinois, we
examine the proportion of schools with the highest proportion of nonwhite students
that also are among the schools with the highest proportion of students in poverty.
Doing so, we find race is strongly correlated with poverty across nearly all of the
state’s largest districts. In Elgin Area U-46 of the 13 schools with the highest concen-
trations of nonwhite students, 11 are also among those with the highest concentrations
of students in poverty. Here, inequities are slightly alleviated when we compare these
two groups of schools: high-poverty, high-nonwhite schools spend an average $311
(2.7%) less per student than low-poverty, low-nonwhite schools, compared to inequi-
ties of 3.3% and 4.8% by poverty and race separately.

In Chicago, race and poverty are slightly less correlated than other districts. Of the

151 schools with the highest proportion of nonwhite students, 53 also have the high-
est levels of students in poverty. Meanwhile, 114 of the 151 schools with the lowest
concentrations of nonwhite students also had the lowest concentrations of students in
poverty in the district. As a result, the spending advantage is between those by race
and poverty alone: high-poverty, high-nonwhite schools spend an average of $1,547
more per student than low-poverty, low-nonwhite schools.

BOTTOM LINE

Ultimately in lllinois, district funding structures have a mixed record on providing
additional funding for schools with more poor and/or nonwhite students. About half of
the largest districts across the state spend less in schools with higher concentrations
of nonwhite students and students in poverty, leaving them with fewer resources

than their white, more affluent peers. Moreover, large variations in spending in many
districts suggest a potential lack of intentionality on the part of districts. However,
some districts—including Chicago—buck these trends, providing additional resources
to traditionally underserved students.
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ENDNOTES

1 https:/newyork.edtrust.org/ny-school-funding/

2 Importantly, these expenditures excluded a few spending categories, including

debt services, legacy pension payments, adult/continuing education programs, and
capital outlays. Capital outlays are a notable exception because these funds are often
substantial and are a source of equity concerns with funds going to schools with
larger concentrations of white and affluent students, while schools filled with poor and
nonwhite students are passed over.

3 http:/funded.edbuild.org/reports/state/IL

4 https:/www.edweek.org/ew/collections/quality-counts-2019-state-finance/state-
grades-on-school-finance-map-and.html

5 Enrollment and expenditure data: https:/www.isbe.net/pages/illinois-state-report-
card-data.aspx

6 Average expenditures reported are non-weighted averages of the highest and
lowest quartile of schools by the percentage of students in poverty. This means the
concentration of students in poverty included in the average will vary by district. This
report is focused on K-12, so it excludes early childhood centers and preschools, which
also spend, on average, far more per pupil than K-12 schools.

7 https:/newyork.edtrust.org/ny-school-funding/

8 https://edbuild.org/content/23-billion#L A

9 Average expenditures reported are non-weighted averages of the highest and
lowest quartile of schools by the percentage of nonwhite students. This means the
concentration of nonwhite students included in the average will vary by district. This
report is focused on K-12, so it excludes early childhood centers and preschools, which
also spend, on average, far more per pupil than K-12 schools.
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