Navigating School
Quality in Michigan
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Imagine you
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...and you want to
ask a simple
question:

What's the best
school near me for
my child?
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These rafings offer
a simple

summartion of
school quality, like
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Each Michigan pubilic school receives a letter
grade 5 components:

Proficiency

Student Growth
Graduation Rate
Performance Among Peers

...and a relative ranking on 3 components:

Aftendance (Chronic Absenteeism)
Test Participation
Student Subgroup Performance
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School Index
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Is there a

better way?
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Accountability Rating Summary

TEXAS: School Accountability

Ratings = z
@ Student Achlevement 92
STAAR Performance 68 92

College, Career and Military Readiness
Graduallon Rate

School Progress 91
Academic Growth 84 N
Schools are evaluated on a simple set of B

metrics, including:

Identiflcation of Schools for Improvement

This campus is NOT idenlified for camprehensive supporl and improvement,

o _U @1”0_‘3 ance on m+Q._.® assessm m_\,_._. targeted support and improvement, or addilional targeted support.
ﬁm._.\?}_my Distinction Designations

+ College, Career, and Military Readiness

+ Graduation Rate

« Academic Growth

« Relative Performance

« ELA/Reading

arative Academle Growth

' Postsecondary Readlness

For clarity, each school receives a single,
overall, summative grade.

v Comparative Closing the Gaps

TEA | School Programs | Asssssment and Reporting | Performance Reporting
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1) CLARITY: parents deserve a system that helps them
successfully find a school for their child.

2) CONSISTENCY: providing multiple
systems/dashboards doesn't work. Parents and
educators deserve better.

3) VISION: Michigan’s academic outcomes must
improve in order to realize widely shared opportunity
for all children. Any system ought to encourage and
support improvement — and celebrate excellence.

4) EQUITY: We cannot foster greater equity if it is too
challenging to locate the challenges and
opportunities.
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LAUNCH MICHIGAN

RECCOMENDATION (2/2)

Continved...
It shall be:

1. Published such that each school building receives a rating
2. Published and aggregated such that each district and PSA
operator receives a rafing

3. Published and aggregated such that each PSA authorizer's

portiolio receives a rating.

iii. The rating system shall include a user-friendly parent/community
facing transparency dashboard that is based on the same
calculations as the rating system. The “guts” and metrics of
dashboard must reflect the “guts" and metrics of the rating system.
The transparency dashboard shall include at least:

1. The ability to enter a zip code and quickly locate and

compare all public educational options in that areaq,

2. Each district's/PSA's Student Achievement and Investment

Plans and annual education reports, and

3. Field testing fo ensure user friendliness.

WWW LAUNCHMICHIGAN.ORG






