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Presentation�Overview

● Exhibit�1�-�Property�Tax�Rates�with�School�Districts

○ School�Districts�Parameters

○ Observations

● Exhibit�2�-�Budgeted�and�Actual�Revenues�and�Expenses

○ General�Fund�Calculations

○ Observations
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Exhibit�1�-�School�District�Parameters

● Composite�is�an�average�of�all�individual�properties;�any�individual�property�may�be�higher�or�
lower�than�the�composite.

● School�Districts�mostly�overlapped�one-for-one�with�communities.

● There�are�always�exceptions�in�any�community;�boundary�lines�aren’t�perfect!

● Skokie�most�complicated�because�of�multiple�elementary�school�districts.�(Exhibit�3�for�details)
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Exhibit�1�-�Mapping�Example�(Arlington�Heights)

��Arlington�Heights�.��

��District�25�.

��
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Exhibit�1�-�Mapping�Example�(D207)

��Park�Ridge�.��

��Des�Plaines�.

��District�207�.

��



City�Manager’s�Office

Exhibit�1�-�Mapping�Example�(Skokie)

��Skokie�.��

��District�65�.

��District�68�.

��District�69�.

��District�72�.

��District�73�.

��District�73.5�.
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Exhibit�1�-�Observations

● Evanston�School�Districts�have�among�the�lowest�Property�Tax�Rates�of�the�all�of�the�School�
Districts�in�the�Peer�Communities�(Table�1.2).

● On�average,�School�Districts�account�for�approximately�66%�of�a�property�tax�bill�(Table�1.2).

● On�average,�School�Districts,�Municipalities,�Libraries,�and�Park�Districts�account�for�
approximately�85%�of�a�property�tax�bill�(Table�1.3).

● Proportionate�to�the�Average�Composite�Tax�rate,�Evanston�Schools�+�Government�make�up�
around�the�same�amount�of�a�property�tax�bill�as�the�other�Peer�Communities�(Table�1.3).
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Exhibit�2�-�General�Fund�Calculations
● For�Municipalities,�we�used�General�Fund�budgets�and�actuals�as�described�in�Adopted�Budget�

Documents.

● For�Park�Districts,�we�used�budgets�and�actuals�in�Corporate/Administrative�Fund,�Recreation�
Fund,�and�Special�Recreation/Facilities�Funds�as�described�in�Adopted�Budget�Documents�and�
sometimes�ACFRs.

○ Staff�determined�these�types�of�funds�approximated�the�totality�of�services�provided�by�
Evanston’s�Parks�Department�and�Administrative�Services�related�to�Building�and�Fleet�
Maintenance�of�Parks�Managed�buildings�and�vehicles.

● Libraries�excluded�because�they�are�not�in�the�General�Fund.

● Fiscal�Year�2024/2025�grouped�with�Fiscal�Year�2024,�FY�2023/2024�grouped�with�FY�2023,�
etc.
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Exhibit�2�-�Park�District�Budget�Example�(Oak�Park)
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Exhibit�2�-�Park�District�Budget�Example�(Palatine)
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Exhibit�2�-�Observations

● Evanston�has�the�largest�total�expense�budget�and�the�highest�total�revenue�budget,�in�some�
cases�twice�as�much�as�other�Peer�Communities�(Table�2.1).

● Evanston�has�the�highest�General�Fund�expense�budget�and�revenue�budget,�but�it�is�much�
closer�in�size�to�the�Peer�Communities�(Table�2.2).

● Evanston�has�the�highest�actual�General�Fund�expenses�and�the�highest�actual�General�Fund�
revenue�of�the�Peer�Communities�(Table�2.3).

● Evanston�has�the�highest�actual�General�Fund�expenses�per�capita�and�the�highest�actual�
General�Fund�revenue�per�capita�of�the�Peer�Communities�(Table�2.4).
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Exhibit�2�-�Observations

● When�comparing�budgeted�General�Fund�revenues�and�expenses�to�actual�General�Fund�
revenues�and�expenses�in�FY�2022,�we�see�the�following�(Tables�2.5�and�2.6):

○ Evanston�received�21.2%�more�actual�revenues�than�budgeted�revenue�in�FY�2022.

○ All�Peer�Communities�received�more�actual�revenues�than�budgeted�revenues�in�FY�
2022,�on�average�by�18.6%

○ Evanston�spent�1.2%�less�actual�expenses�than�budgeted�expenses�in�FY�2022.

○ Three�Peer�Communities�spent�more�than�budgeted�in�FY�2022,�and�five�communities�
(including�Evanston)�spent�less�than�budgeted�in�FY�2022.�Those�that�overspent,�did�so�
on�average�by�13.9%.�Those�that�underspent,�did�so�on�average�by�4.0%.


