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Abolishment of State Waiver Program and Race 
to the Top Polices 

School Funding Debates 
PARCC Implementation 

Reauthorization of NCLB to ESSA 

SBAC Implementation 

PERA Implementation 

Illinois Balanced  
Accountability Model (IBAM) 

Evolving definitions of College and Career 
readiness 

 (Redefining Ready®) 

An Histor ic Shift  in Educat ion Policy 

IL shift from ACT to SAT 

National and State Landscape 



Major Policy Shift 
 

More autonomy for states and local school dist r icts to 
define quality and implement  accountabilit y systems. 



The Challenge 
 Strategic planning 

 
 School improvement  

 
 College and career readiness 

 
 Personalized learning 

 
 Program evaluat ion 



Data Rich & Information Poor ® 



What’s your portrait  
of a graduate? 



Growth versus Status 

Status 



Educational Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
 
- Assessment Status 
 



new ISAT  
cut s cores  PARCC 
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District

State

Dist r ict  vs  Sta te  ELA/Re a d in g Ach ieve m e n t  

Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 

State 72.7 74.2 76 76.7 77.4 78.9 79.2 59 57.2 37.7 36.2 
Dist r ict  83.3 84.9 87.6 87.2 88.7 88.3 90.4 78.1 77.5 67.6 54 
Difference 10.6 10.7 11.6 10.5 11.3 9.4 11.2 19.1 20.3 29.9 17.8 



new ISAT  
cut s cores  PARCC 

Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
Dist r ict  vs  Sta te  Ma th e m a t ics  Ach ieve m e n t  
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State

State 80 82.8 82.3 83.3 84.6 85.5 85.6 58.8 60.3 28.2 30.4 
Dist r ict  87 88.3 90 90.4 91.2 91.4 92.3 74.8 77 49.4 49.2 
Difference 7 5.5 7.7 7.1 6.6 5.9 6.7 16 16.7 21.2 18.8 



Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
2016 PARCC ELA Ach ieve m e n t  by Gra de  
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Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
2016 PARCC Ma th e m a t ics  Ach ieve m e n t  by Gra de  
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Quality Under  
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
PARCC Su b te st  Proficie n cy 



D97 Local Percentiles vs. 
National Percentiles 
2016 Sprin g MAP Re a d in g 
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D97 Local Percentiles vs. 
National Percentiles 



Educational Quality Under  
Race to the Top and Federal Waiver 
Program 
 
- Assessment Growth 
 



Loca l 
Pe rce n t ile  
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2 Year Matched Cohorts 
Local vs National Percentiles 
Winter MAP Reading 



2 Year Matched Cohorts 
Local vs National Percentiles 
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Win te r  MAP Ma th e m a t ics  



What Works Clearinghouse  
Effect Size Standard 

whatworks.ed.gov 

“e ffe ct  s ize s of 0.25 s t a n da rd  devia t ion s 
or  la rge r  a re  con side re d  to  be  
su bsta n t ive ly im porta n t .” 



Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 

ELA -0.4 -0.29 -0.58 -0.54 -0.50 

Ma th e m a t ics  -0.08 -0.22 -0.32 -0.57 -0.38 

Educational Quality Under Race  
to the Top and Federal Waiver Program 
Dist r ict  Effect  Size Compared to State Growth on PARCC 

Higher than 
Expected Growth 

Growth is +0.30 or 
above 

Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.29 
to +0.29 

Lower than 
Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.30 
to -0.59 

Unsatisfactory 
Growth 

Growth is -0.60 or 
below 



Student Growth by School 

School 
Effective 

Sample Size 
% Met 

Benchmark 
% High 
Growth 

% Expected 
Growth 

% Low 
Growth Growth 

BEYE ELEMENTARY 361 78% 10% 69% 20% - 0.23 

BROOKS MIDDLE SCHOOL 905 77% 13% 59% 28% - 0.38 

HATCH ELEMENTARY 295 84% 15% 67% 18% - 0.06 

HOLMES ELEMENTARY 457 87% 16% 67% 17% - 0.05 

IRVING ELEMENTARY 423 78% 13% 63% 24% - 0.21 

JULIAN MIDDLE SCHOOL 901 79% 12% 58% 30% - 0.42 

LINCOLN ELEMENTARY 518 77% 13% 63% 24% - 0.20 

LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 546 82% 14% 70% 16% - 0.07 

MANN ELEMENTARY 422 83% 17% 67% 16% + 0.05 

WHITTIER ELEMENTARY 359 76% 15% 67% 17% - 0.08 

ALL 

EXPECTED 
80% 
 

13% 
16% 

64% 
68% 

23% 
16% 

- 0.21 
0.00 

Higher than 
Expected Growth 

Growth is +0.30 or 
above 

Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.29 
to +0.29 

Lower than 
Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.30 
to -0.59 

Unsatisfactory 
Growth 

Growth is -0.60 or 
below 

 
Overall Reading Growth: 

 
-0.21             

Educational Quality Under Race  
to the Top and Federal Waiver Program 
Local Growth Model (LGM) 



Student Growth by School 

Higher than 
Expected Growth 

Growth is +0.30 or 
above 

Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.29 
to +0.29 

Lower than 
Expected Growth 

Growth from -0.30 
to -0.59 

Unsatisfactory 
Growth 

Growth is -0.60 or 
below 

School 
Effect ive 

Sample Size 
% Met 

Benchmark 
% High 
Growth  

% Expected 
Growth  

% Low 
Growth  

Growth  

BEYE ELEMENTARY 249 67% 21% 60% 19% + 0.03 

BROOKS MIDDLE SCHOOL 904 54% 13% 61% 26% - 0.28 

HATCH ELEMENTARY 187 75% 21% 66% 13% + 0.18 

HOLMES ELEMENTARY 292 76% 19% 68% 13% + 0.09 

IRVING ELEMENTARY 318 65% 16% 67% 17% - 0.01 

JULIAN MIDDLE SCHOOL 903 62% 15% 63% 22% - 0.16 

LINCOLN ELEMENTARY 401 68% 12% 67% 21% - 0.20 

LONGFELLOW ELEMENTARY 385 72% 16% 69% 15% + 0.02 

MANN ELEMENTARY 292 76% 23% 66% 11% + 0.24 

WHITTIER ELEMENTARY 243 65% 19% 65% 17% + 0.06 

ALL 

EXPECTED 
65% 
 

16% 
16% 

64% 
68% 

19% 
16% 

- 0.08 
0.00 

 
-0.08             

 
Overall Mathemat ics Growth: 

Educational Quality Under Race  
to the Top and Federal Waiver Program 
Local Growth Model (LGM) 



Educational Quality Under Race  
to the Top and Federal Waiver Program 
LGM - Ma th e m a t ics  



Educational Quality Under Race  
to the Top and Federal Waiver Program 
LGM - Re a d in g 



Educational Quality Under  
Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) 

- Assessment status in context 

- Broadening of student outcomes 

- Local definitions of quality 

 



Education Quality under the  
Illinois Balanced Accountability Model 
(IBAM) 
 
- Student success in context 
- Broader definitions of quality 
 



Illinois Balanced 
Accountability Model (IBAM) 
 
 Student  Performance 

Achievement  Status  
Measures and assesses college and career 
readiness, as well as graduation rates 
 
 

Achievement  Growth  
Measures student growth via the Illinois growth 
value tables 
 
 

Annual Measurable Object ives  
Measures the degree to which school districts and 
schools are closing achievement gaps among 
student populations and subgroups 

 

Professional Pract ice 

Compliance  
Measures the degree to which school districts and 
schools meet Illinois compliance requirements 
 
 

Evidenced-Based Best  Pract ices  
Measures the degree to which school districts and 
schools adhere to evidence-based quality standards and 
best practices for effective schools 
 

 

Contextual Improvement   
Provides opportunities to demonstrate improved 
outcomes through local data 

 



What’s your portrait  
of a graduate? 



Questions? 
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