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FOREWORD

The Michigan Assessment Program was initiated by the State Board
of Education, supported by the Governor, and funded by the Legislature
through enactment of Public Law 307 in August, 1969. The goal of the
Program is to provide educators and citizens with information regarding
the status and progress of Michigan's educational system so that they
may make more informed decisions about education in the State.

Three major purposes guided the design and operation of the 1969-70
Michigan Assessment Program. The three purposes were:

1. to gather data which would show the levels of educational
performance and the levels of certain factors related to
performance within Michigan's geographic regions and
community types;

2. to gather data which would indicate the ways in which
educational performance and certain factors related to
performance are distributed in Michigan; and

3. to provide local school district officials and citizens
with information regarding their own school district

and its schools.

Data gathered regarding the second purpose is presented in this,
the fifth, public report of the findings of the Assessment Program,
Distribution of Educational Performance and Related Factors in Michigan:
Supplement (Lansing, Michigan: Assessment Report No. 8, Michigan
Department of Education, 1970).

Thanks are due to a large number of individuals and groups for
making the Michigan Assessment Program a reality: the State Board of
Education for proposing it, the Governor and Legislature for actively
supporting it, and Michigan educators for assisting with it. The
Program was designed and administered by the Bureau of Research, Eval-
uation, and Assessment, Michigan Department of Education, with the
counsel of several ad hoc advisory groups.

John W. Porter,
Superintendent of
Public Instruction




INTRODUCTION

This report contains a series of educational distribution tables
for Michigan and for Michigan's regions. The tables were prepared to
provide answers to two important sets of questions:

1-a DO SCHOOL DISTRICTS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR

LOWER) THIRD OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN DISTRICTS ON COMPOSITE

ACHIEVEMENT ALSO SCORE REIATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR ;
RELATIVELY LOW) ON CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

1-b DO SCHOOLS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER) THIRD i
OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN SCHOOLS ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT ALSO
SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW) ON
CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

2-a DO SCHOOL DISTRICTS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER)
THIRD OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN DISTRICTS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS :
ALSO SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW) H
ON CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

2-b DO SCHOOLS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER) THIRD
OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN SCHOOLS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS ALSO
SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW) ON
CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?
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The first two of these questions were asked because of the impor-
tance of knowing what factors--both student factors and school factors--
bear a relationship to childrens' levels of basic skills achievemert in
Michigan's schools. The latter two questions were asked because a great
deal of research indicates that students' background characteristics are

related not only to their achievement level, but also to the levels at

which their schools are supported and to the characteristics of the
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teachers employed in their s;choo].s.1

The remainder of this report has five chapters. Chapter I discusses
the limits of educational assessment data, and the cautions that must be
exercised in their interpretation. Chapter IT describes the measures
used in the educational assessment program. Chapter III explains the
construction and interpretation of the educational distribution tables
included in the report. Chapter IV presents educational distribution
tables which were constructed to answer the first two questions listed
above., Chapter V presents educational distribution tables designed to
ansWwer the second two questions listed above. Brief written summaries
of the findings of the major tables are also provided in these chapters
for the reader's convenience. Chapter VI summarizes the results pre-
sented in Chapters IV and V. A map that defines Michigan's four regions

is presented in the Appendix.

1
For reviews of literature in this area see: James W. Guthrie, "A

Survey of School Effectiveness Studies,' Do Teachers Make a Difference?
(Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1970); Elsa Rosenthal,
A Survey of Attempts to Measure the Performance of Educational Systems
‘(Princeton, N.J.: Educational Testing Service, 1968); and Thomas P.

Wilbur, Research into the Correlates of School Performance: A Review and
Summary of Literature (Lansing, Michigan: Michigan Department of Education,
1970), For an excellent receat discussion of socioeconemic status and its
relation to educational achievement see: Arvid J. Burke, James A. Kelly,
and Walter I. Garms, Educational Programs for the Culturally Deprived:

Need and Cost Differentials (Albany, New York: State University of New

York, 1970). ppo Bl-B330
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CHAPTER I

LIMITS AND CAUTIONS

It is the purpose of this section to discuss in deta!l the limits of
educational assessment data and the cautions that should be exercised in
their interpretation. AJl educational evaluation and assessment informa-
tion is subject to limits. While the data presented are considered to be
valid for answering the question posed in this report, they may not be
equally valid for other purposes. The following discussion is intended

to indicate the general limitations of the data cited in this report.

Limits of the Educational Assessment Data

Defining the Goals of Education

Michigan's schools serve a variety of purposes. They obviously exist
to teach the basic skills of reading, writing, and arithmetic. In addi-
tion, most would agree that they also exist to teach such things as an
understanding of government, an appreciation for other people, and an
understanding of the methods of science. However, the 1969-70 educational
assessment effort only measured childrens' vocabulary levels, childrens'
reading levels, the levels of childrens' knowledge of the mechanics of
written English, and the levels of childrens' understanding of mathematics
concepts. Thus--although a document tentatively delineating a more com-
prehensive list of Michigan's educational goals is presently being cir-

culatedz——it must be understood that the 1969-70 educational assessment

The Common Goals of Michigan Education (Tentative) (Lansing, Mich-
igan: Michigan Department of Education, September 1970).
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effort only measured a part of the goals of the educational system.

Measuring School/Pupil Performance

Most people agree on what constitutes the fundamentals of basic
skills achievement--reading, writing, and arithmetic. It is less simple,
however, to devise a test that will accurately measure the achievement
levels of disparate groups of children.

As an example, children of poor, rural Indian parents; children of
working-class urban, black parents; and children of affluent, suburban
white parents all have unique ways of expressing themselves. To the
extent that the children have different speech and language habits, it
is difficul¢ to devise a single test that fairly measures their achieve-
ment in say, written English. The reader is cautioned, therefore, that
responses to the assessment battery may not be a completely accurate

reflection of the skills of some groups of children.

Measuring Studeut Background

Socioeconomic status (SES) is a difficult concept to defire--in fact
no single definition of it will suit everyone. Once it has been defined,

however arbitrarilv, it is even more difficult to measure and index.

There are two reasons that the 1969-70 educational assessment program

estimated socioeconomic status and reported SES information in this report.

First, many studies--most notably, the so-called Coleman Report--have
shown a relationship between student background characteristics and stu-
dent achievement. Second, a number of studies have shown a relationship

between student “ackground characteristics and the financial levels at
g

which schools are supported. These studies have also shown a relationship

between SES and certain qualities of instructional staffs. In short,
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socioeconomic status is thought to have an influence on both student
achievement and on school characteristics. Therefore, it is included
as an educational assessment measure in order that we may have an idea
of the operation of the total school system. Student socioeconomic
status is often thought to be a function of three major factors:

(1) family income; (2) parents' educational level; and (3) parents'
occupation. Additionally, such factors as (4) housing quality and
crowdedness; (5) family structure and stability; and (6) population
density are thought to be indicators of SES.

Below are discussed four methods of estimating the social and eco-
nomic backgrounds of students. Although all four have limitations, the
second of these methods was used in gathering data for this report. It
was selected because it appeared to best meet the needs of the program
for valid data within reasonable cost requirements.

(1) The first method of obtaining SES data is through parent inter-

views. This method is potentially the most accurate because it is
possible to ask parents direct questions about their status in terms

of the factors listed above. However, this method is also prohibitively
expensive because of the great number of parents that would have to be
interviewed.

(2) The second method of obtaining SES data is through student
estimates. This method has been shown to be reasonably valid--particularly
for groups of children--and is inexpensive. The method is limited in that
some children--particularly young children—-do not know important things
about their families, including income and occupation. Therefore, the

method must ask for indirect estimates of background factors. This

method of estimating SES was used in gathering data for this report.
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(3) The third method of obtaining SES data is through educator

estimates of students' characteristics. This method is not thought to be
as good as the one discussed above because educators must attempt to
estimate the backgrounds of groups of children--and they are often not
fully aware of the background of each child in the group.

(4) The fourth method of obtaining SES data is through the use of

census-type data such as that collected every ten years by the U.S.

Department of Commerce, that collected by welfare agencies, and so forth.
These data are often thought to provide the best possible estimate of
students' backgrounds. However, there are three serious limitations to
census-type data: (1) they are often out-dated (the most recent available
U.S. census data are over ten years old); (b) they are often collected on
a city or county basis--and these political units are often not coterminous
with school and district boundaries; and (c) these data are often not a
good estimate of the SES of public school children--particularly in areas
where a great many children attend nonpublic schools.

In summary, the 1969-70 educational assessment program used the
second of the above methods. That is, twelve questions were asked of
fourth and seventh grade children about their backgrounds and their
answers wer2 analyzed for their school (no information on the SES of
individual children is available from the program). Hence, the socio-
economic status scores must be considered and interpreted as estimates

of the social and economic background of groups of students.

Measuring School Resources

There are three major difficulties in obtaining school resources
data for large-scale assessments such as the 1969-70 Michigan Educational
Assessment Program.

First--despite a great deal of sophlsticated educational research—-
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it is impossible to understand with certainty which schbol—related factors
have an impact on educaticnal performance and should therefore be measured.
It is obvious that evaluators do mot have the resources to measure all
aspects of educational programs--what is less obvious is that they do not
presently have a complete understanding of what aspects of educational
systems are critical for learning. This problem is complicated by the
1ikelihood that different groups of children are influenced by different
school-related factors.

Second, it is presently impossible to obtain certain important meas-
ures on a school-by-school basis. For example, measures of the amount

of educational finances expended on children are available only at the

district level in Michigan, at the present time.

Third, local educators are faced with the need to provide State and
Federal governmental agencies with a great deal of data regarding their
districts, schools, and children. Hence, assessment efforts must strive
for parsimonious collection of data-—even if it means that possibly

important measures cannot be obtained.

Cautions to be Exercised in Interpretation

Complexity of the Program

The 1969-70 Michigan Educational Assessrﬁént Program was a very large
and complex undertaking. It gathered a great deal of data from 320,000
students in approximately 3,200 schools in over 600 school districts
across the State. Therefore, the results are, of necessity, complicated.
In this report, the data are presented in the form of educational dis-
tribution tables for the fourth and seventh grades in districts and

schools throughout the State. Explanations of the district and school
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distribution tables are provided to help the reader interpret the infor-
mation they present. THE READER IS CAUTIONED NOT TO GO BEYOND THE TYPES

OF INTERPRETATIONS PRESENTED.

Inferences Regarding Relationships among Measures

The reader is cautioned against drawing conclusions about cause-and-
effect relationships between factors reported in the educational assess-
ment program. The educational distribution tables display the levels
at which districts or schools which were high, middle, or low on composite

achievement--or socioeconomic status—-scored on the remaining educational

assessment measures. THE DISTRIBUTION TABLES ONLY SHOW LEVELS OF GROUPS
OF DISTRICTS OR SCHOOLS AND DO 1.OT SHOW CAUSE-AND-EFFECT RELATIONSHIPS.
For example, those districts at a high level on the measure of socio-

economic status are also at a high level on K-12 instructional expense

per pupil. However, this does not prove that the high level of socio-

economic status is the reason these districts were also at a high level

on the measure of K-12 instructional expense per pupil, even though high

socioeconomic status is likely one of the principal reasons for high

K-12 instructional expense per pupil. These data, therefore, should not

be interpreted to either accept or reject the possibility that cause-and-
effect relationships exist. This report in the assessment series further
explores the question of relationships among assessment measures; however,
it is extremely difficult to establish cause-and-effect from the kinds of

relationships shown in educational research.




CHAPTER II

THE EDUCATIONAL ASSESSMENT MEASURES USED IN THIS REPORT

It is the purpose of this section to list and describe each of the

eighteen 1969-70 educational assessment measures.

Socioeconomic Background

Socioeconomic Status

The 1969-70 educational assessment battery included thirteen ques—
tions designed to gather information regarding tne socioeconomic back=-
ground of groups of students. The responses to these questions were
analyzed at the district and school levels. The SES measure is assumed
to be indicative of students' perceptions of such things as the educa-

tional level of parents and their general economic level.

Attitudes and Aspirations

Attitude A: Importance of School Achievement

The educational assessment battery also included twelve questions
designed to gather information regarding students' attitudes and aspira-
tions. Several of these questions dealt with students' perceptions of
thé importance of doing well in school. The responses were analyzed at

the district and school levels.

Attitude B: Self Perception

Several of the twelve attitude and aspiration questions dealt with

students' perceptions about themselves. Students' responses were also

. _9_
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analyzed at -the district and school levels.

Attitude C: Attitude toward School

Several of the twelve attitude and aspiration questions dealt with
students' attitudes towards their school. These also were analyzed at

the district and school 1levels.

1968-69 District Human Resources Measures

Pupil/Teacher Ratio

The pupil/teacher ratio for each district was computed from records
held in the Department of Education. It was computed by dividing the
number of students in the district (as of the "fourth Friday" of the
school year) by the number of teachers (as listed on the Department's

Register of Professional Personnel).

Average Years Teaching Experience

The average number of years of experience for teachers in each dis-
trict was computed from records held in the Michigan Department of Edu-

cation.

Percentage of Teachers with Masters Degree

The per cent of teachers in each district who had completed at
least a masters degree was computed from records held in the Michigan

Department of Education.

Average Teacher Salary

The average teacher's salary for each district was computed from

records held in the Michigan Department of Education.




1968-69 District Financial Resource Measures

State Equalized Valuation (Per Pupil)

This measure was obtained from school district financial records

held in the Department of Education. It was calculated by dividing

the district's state equalized valuation by its number of pupils (as of

the "fourth Friday" of the school year).

Local Revenue (Per Pupil)

This measure was obtained from Department of Education records. It

was computed by dividing the amount of money raised locally for public
education (less money for community colleges) by the number of pupils in

the district (as of the "fourth Friday" of the school year).

State School Aid (Per Pupil)

This measure was obtained from Department of Education records. It
was computed by dividing the amount of money received from the State for
public education (less money for community colleges) by the number of

pupils in the district (as of the "fourth Friday" of the school year).

K-12 Instructional Expense (Per Pupil)

The K-12 instructional expense per pupil was also computed for each
district from records held in the Department of Education. It was computed

by dividing the district's total instructional expense (less community

college instructional expense) by the number of pupils in the district

(as of the "fourth Friday" of the school year).

Total Current Operating Expense (Per Pupil)

This measure was obtained from records he]_.d in the Department of

Education. It was computed by dividing the district's total current

-11-
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operating expenditure (less community college expenditure) by the number

of pupils in the district (as of the "fourth Friday" of the school year).

Vocabulary

Vocabulary

The Assessment Battery included fifty verbal analogy problems
which measured students' knowledge of the meanings of words and their
relationships. The vocabulary score was obtained from the number of

correct responses to these problems.

Basic Skills Achievement

Reading

The Assessment Battery included forty questions which tested
students' reading achievement, vocabulary, and paragraph comprehension.
The reading score was obtained from the number of correct responses to

these questions.

English Expression

The Assessment Battery included forty-five questions at the fourth
grade level and fifty-five questions at the seventh grade level which
tested students' ability to recognize errors in spelling, use effective
expression, identify correct word choices, and apply rules of grammar,

punctuation, and capitalization. The English expression score was

obtained from the number of correct responses to these questions.

Mathematics

The Assessment Battery included thirty questions which tested pupils'

achievement in reasoning and problem solving, geometry and measurement,

-12-
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numbers and operations, relations, functions and graphs, and mathematical

sentences and systems. The mathematics score was obtained from the number

of correct responses to these questions.

Composite Achievement

The composite achievement score was built by averaging the scores of

the reading, English expression, and mathematics sections of the Assess-

ment Battery. THE VOCABULARY SCORE WAS NOT INCLUDED IN THE COMPOSITE

ACHIEVEMENT SCORE.

Sk Tkt 2
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CHAPTER III

EXPLANATION AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE EDUCATIONAL
DISTRIBUTION TABLES

It is the purpose of this chapter to explair in detail the construc-

tion of the educational distribution tables based on composite achieve-

ment scoras. There are four general types of tables included in this
report. The two types are the district tables and school tables based

on composite achievement scores. The other two types are the district

tables and school :~bles based on socioeconomic status scores. The

example used in the following discussion is based on district composite

achievement scores. Essentially the same procedures were used in con-

structing district level distribution tables based on socioeconomic

status scores and in constructing all of the school level distribution

tables.

Tables designed to show the distribution of district level educa-

tional assessment measures in terms of composite achievement were con-

structed as follows:

1. & percentile distribution was prepared for each of the educa-
tional assessment measures. Each percentile distributdion is a
ranking of district scores which is divided into one hundred equal
parts. Each part has an equal number--one percent--of the total
number of district scores. Percentile distributions are useful

in showing where a percentile score lies in relation to other
scores. A score which is at the fiftieth percentile is at the
median or middle of the distribution; a score at the seventy-

fifth percentile is above seventy-five per cent——or three quarters—-—
of the scores in the distribution.

2. The State's districts were ranked in order according to their
score on composite achievement and this ranking was divided into
equal thirds. Thus, "upper," 'middle," and "lower' thirds were
formed on the basis of the composite achievement scores.

-15-
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3. The average district score on composite achievement was computed
for each third. Thus, there was an average score for the 'upper"
third; an average score for the "middle" third; and an average score
for the "lower'" third.

4. The average scores on the remaining seventeen educational assess-—
ment measures were computed for the upper, middle, and lower thirds.
Thus, for all district tables, an average score on socioeconomic
status, importance of school achievement, self perception, attitude
toward school, pupil/teacher ratio, average years teaching experience,
percentage of teachers with masters or above, average teacher salary,
state egualized valuation per pupil, “local revenue per pupil, K-12
instructional expense per pupil, total current operating expense per
pupil, vocabulary, reading, English expression, and mathematics was
computed for the upper, middle, and lower thirds. It should be noted
that for all school tables an average score on only eight other assess—
ment measures was computed for the upper, middle, and lower thirds.
These measures were socioeconomic status, importance of school achieve-
ment, self perception, attitude toward school, vocabulary, reading,
English expression, and mathematics. (The reason for the omission of
the remaining measures is that this information was not collected at
the school level.)

5. In order to graphically portray these scores they were placed onto
the percentile distributions constructed in step one (above).

Figure 1 is an exact copy of the educational distribution table that

was constructed using fourth grade, state-wide district data. It illus-

trates how the composite achievement tables were constructed. It was
prepared as follows:

1. A percentile distribution was prepared for each of the educa-
tional assessment measures using fourth grade data. These percen-
tile distributions show that the median district in the state had
a score of 48.03 on socioeconomic status, 49.25 on importance of
school achievement, 49.55 on self-perception, 51.15 on attitude
toward school, and so on. The numbers are shown in Figure 1.

2. The State's school districts were ranked in order according to
their score on fourth grade composite achievement and this ranking
was divided into equal thirds. Thus, there were upper, middle, and
lower thirds according to fourth grade composite achievement. Then,
the average district score on composite achievement was computed for
each third. Thus, the average score on composite achievement was
53.77 for the upper third, 50.93 for the middle third, and 48.90 for
the lower third.

3. The average scores on the remaining educational assessment meas-—
ures were computed for the upper, middle, and lower thirds. The
average score on socioeconomic status was 49.87 in the upper third,
48.36 for the middle third, and 47.18 for the lower third. The
average score on importance of school achievement was 49.21 for the

porn
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upper third, 48.83 for the middle third, and 48.96 for the lower third.
And so on.

4. In order to graphically portray these scores they were placed onto
the percentile distribution shown in Figure 1. The average score for
the upper third on composite achievement which was computed as 53.77,
is indicated by a small triangle between the scores 53.53 and 54.20
on the parcentile distribution. This score fell at about the eighty-
seventh percentile in the state-wide distribution. Likewise, the
score on socloeconomic status for the upper third, which was computed
as 49.87, was at the seventy-fifth percentile; and the score on
importance of school achievement for the upper third, which was com-
puted at 49.21, was at the forty-ninth percentile. And so on.

Finally, the scores of the upper third districts on the various educa-
tional assessment measures were indicated by triangles (A); the scores of
the middle third districts were indicated by squares (0); and the scores
of the lower third districts were indicated by circles (O). The scores
in each third were connected by solid lines. These lines indicate a

generally affirmative answer to the question "Do school districts that

score in the upper (or middle, or lower) third of a ranking of Michigan

districts on composite achievement also score relatively high (or in the

middle, or relatively low) on certain other assessment measures?" It is
acknowledged that exceptions in the table weaken the strength of an
affirmative answer to this question. For example, exceptions occur at

importance of school achievement, average years of teaching experience,

state equalized valuation per pupil, local revenue per pupil, and total

current operating expense per pupil in which the middle third districts

on composite achievement scored below the lower third districts.

An apparent exception in the table is state school aid per pupil, in

which the upper third districts score below the other thirds. HOWEVER,
THIS RESULT IS NOT AN EXCEPTION. Bear in mind that there is a high rela-

tionship between state equalized valuation per -p@ii and composite achieve-.

ment; and that under the state school aid formula districts with the

119
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highest state equalized valuation per pupil receive the least state school

aid per pupil. Therefore, an inverse relationship between state school aid

per pupil and composite achievement might be expected. In other words, a

district that scored in the upper third on composite achievement would most

likely be high in state equalized valuation per pupil and therefore low on

state school aid per pupil. And a district that scored in the lower third

on composite achievement would, for the opposite reason, be expected to

score high on state school aid per pupil.

The tables designed to show the distribution of educational assess-

ment measures in terms of socioeconomic status were constructed in the

same manner. The only difference is that the districts or schools were
first ranked and divided into high, middle, and low thirds on the basis

of socioeconomic status instead of composite achievement, and then the

average schools on the upper, middle and lower thirds were computed from

the remaining measures.
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CHAPTER IV

PRESENTATION OF THE EDUCATIONAL DISTRIBUTION TABLES
BASED ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT SCORES l

It is the purpose of this chapter to present state-wide and regional
educational distribution tables which are based on district level or school

level composite achievement scores. These tables will indicate the answers

to the first set of questions (l-a, 1-b) listed in the introduction to
this report. The initial section of this chapter presents district level
tables for the State as a whole and for each geographic region. The final
section of this chapter presents school level tables for the State as a
whole and for each region. It should be noted that written summaries are
provided for all state~wide tables. All regional tables are provided for

the interested reader without written summaries.

Tables Using District Level Data

This section presents educational distribution tables intended to

answer the question "Do school districts that score in the upper (or

middle, or lower) third of a ranking of Michigan districts on composite

achievement also score relatively high (or in the middle, or relatively

low) on certain other assessment measures?"

State-wide Tables

This section presents the state-wide, district level tables. Written

summaries of the fourth and seventh grade tables are provided for the

readers' convenience.




Fourth Grade Summary

The fourth grade composite achievement table indicates: (1) Those

districts that scored in the upper third on composite achievement on the

average scored highest on all other educational assessment measures. Be-—

cause of the inverse relationship explained in Chapter III, state school

aid per pupil is not an exception. (2) Those districts that scored in

the middle third on composite achievement on the average scored between

the upper and lower third on nine of the other educational assessment

measures. Exceptions were importance of school achievement, average years

of teaching experience, state equalized valuation per pupil, local revenue

per pupil, and total current operating expense per pupil in which the

middle third scored below the lower third. Also pupil/teacher ratio and

K-12 instructional expense per pupil were at the same level as the lower

third. (3) Those districts that scored in the lower third on composite

achievement scored lowest on nine of the other measures. Exceptions were

importance of school achievement, average years of teaching experience,

state equalized valuation per pupil, local revenue per pupil, and total

current operating expense per pupil in which the lower third scored above

the middle third. Also, the districts in the lower third scored at the

same level as districts in the middle third on pupil/teacher ratio and

K-12 instructional expense per pupil.

Seventh Grade Summary

The seventh grade composite achievement table indicates: (1) Those

districts that scored in the upper third on composite achievement scored

highest on most of the other educational assessment measures. However,

the upper third scored at the same level as the lower third on importance
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of school achievement and scored below the middle third on attitude toward

school. (2) Those districts that scored in the middle third on composite

achievement scored between the upper and lower third on ten of the seven-

teen other educational assessment measures. Exceptions were importance of

school achievement, percentage of teachers with masters or above, average

teacher salary, state equalized valuation per pupil, local revenue per

pupil, and total current operating expense per pupil in which the middle

third scored below the lower third. Also attitude toward school was

above the upper and lower thirds. (3) Those districts that scored in

the lower third on composite achievecment scored lowest on eleven of the

seventeen other educational assessment measures. Exceptions were impor-

tance of school achievement, percentage of teachers with masters or above,

average teacher salary, state equalized valuation per pupil, local revenue

per pupil, and total current operating expense per pupil in which the lower

third scored above the middle third.

Regional Tables

This section presents the regional, district level tables without
written summaries. However, these tables can be interpreted in essen-

tially the same manner as the previsouly explained state-wide tables.

Tables Using School Level Data

This section presents educaticnal distribution tables intended to
answer the question "Do schools that score in the upper (or middle, or

lower third) of a ranking of Michigan schools on compogite achievement

also score relatively high (or in the middle, or relatively low) on

certain other assessment measures?"
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State-wide Tables

This section presents the state~wide, school level tables. Written
sumnaries of the fourth and seventh grade tables are provided for the

reader's convenience.

Fourth Grade Summary

The fourth grade composite achievement table indicates: (1) Those

schools that scored in the upper third on composite achievement on the

average scored highest on all of the other educational assessment meas-

ures except importance of school achievement. On this measure, the schools

in the upper third scored below the schools that scored in the lower third

on composite achievement. (2) Those schools that scored in the middle

third on composite achievement scored on the average between the upper

and lower thirds on all of the other measures except importance of school

achievement. On this measure the schools in the middle third scored below

the schools that scored in the upper and lower thirds on composite achieve-

ment. (3) Those schools that scored in the lower third on composite

achievement scored on the average lowest on all of the other measures

except importance of school achievement on which they scored above the

upper and middle thirds.

Seventh Grade Summary

The seventh grade composite achievement table indicates: (1) Those

schools that scored in the upper third on composite achievement scored

on the average highest on all of the other educational assessment measures

except importance of school achievement on which they were below schools

that scored in the lower third on composite achievement. (2) Those

schools that scored in the middle third on composite achievement scored
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on the average between the upper and lower thirds on all of the other

measures except imporxtance of school achievement. On this measure, the

schools in the middle third scored below the schools in the upper and
lower thirds. (3) Those schools that scored in the lower third on

composite achievement scored on the average lowest on all of the other

measures except importance of school achievement on which they scored

above the upper and middle thirds.

Regional Tables

This section presents the regional, school level tables without
written summaries. However, these tables can be interpreted in essen-

tially the same manner as the previously explained state—wide tables.
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR MICHIGAN
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

I VARIAGLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE

G d 4 I SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES

- b € AVERAGE PER CENT )
ecoxowe | 'orscwoor | o SELE | NOUIRD® |iPueiTeacwer| | JEMS | oF TEACHERS | IS
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL EXPERIENCE DEGREES SALARY
95 54.00 52.06 52.92 54.47 19.26 14.36 37.61 $9874
90 52.18 51.49 51.84 53.55 20.53 13.39 33.26 9492
85 51.28 51.11 51.29 52.97 21.34 12.66 29.48 9188
80 50.45 50.75 50.88 52.65 21.82 12.09 26.23 §969
75 49487 50.42 50.60 52.40 22,31 11.57 24.21 8774
70 49.36 50.13 50.37 52.11 22.79 11.18 22.52 8661
§ 65 48.94 49,89 50.16 51.77 23.19 10.82 /m,K 8549
g 60 48.59 \49.66 /ﬁw——--—-sm,\\zaaﬂ/fxm(’ 18.96 8436
§ 55 48- 9.45 49.78 51.38 23.86 10.07 1785 \agAa)/
g 50 as:x 4 49.55 ____53,15\. 24.20 & \6071\ 8230
E‘ 45 47.76 9,00 /:.9"5(7’ 50.87 i 2 9.32 15.65 | 8
§ s | 47.:.6/ 43.75 %W' 264.87 8.97 14.58 8028
35 47016 - 48.44 48.85 50.36 25.27 8.62 13.51 7919
30 46.87 48.14 48.60 50.10 25.71 8.26 12.30 7806
25 46.53 47.86 48.32 49.84 26.15 7.88 11.09 7693
20 46.14 47.49 48.02 49.44 26.58 7.51 9.43 7564
15 45,70 . 47.00 47.72 48.94 27.04 . 6.97 7.30 7356
10 45.25 46.25 47.25 48.43 28.10 6.40 4.70 7073

44.41 46.24

VARIASLES ASSUMED TO INFLUEKCE

Grade 7 SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
A 3 c

chiouc | WOATREE | ser | MEIE loun el oS | of kGl | Atms

STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE | T or oSl ERS SALARY

54.74 52.62 52.71 55.87 19.33 14.17 37.77 $9883
90 | 52.24 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.67 13.2 33.55 9505
8s | s1as | s1.29 51.30 54,35 21.37 12.53 29.70 9203
8o | s0.3:1 50.95 50.91 53.88 21.85 12.00 26.50 8988
75 | 49,58 50.65 50.60 53.48 22.34 11.49 24.38 8786
70| 49.0 50.39 50.35 53.14 22.83 11.13 22074 8676

z 165 48.53 \ 50.14 50.12 52.83 23.21 10.77 o 20.83\ 8565
o
5 |60 48.11 49.89 52.55 .54 \L[?/ 19.15 8455
] f -
g 55 47.78 49.68 \52.28 23.87 /QN 18.06 35
3
50 404 49.48 24.20 9.65 8
u i A B%j%
£ l4s| 47.08 ign;a/ 51.57 ~~uasr” 9.29 15.90 8153
£ ok J?
2 a0 | 46c W02 ST | 8.5 14.85 8054
(-3
35 46.22 48.83 48.74 50.87 25.25 8.60 13.80 7949
30 45.87 48.56 48.50 50.49 25.68 8.24 12.65 7836
25 45.43 48.25 48.26 50.09 26.11 7.87 11.47 - 7723
20 44.99 47.87 47.80 49.66 26.54 7.50 10.13 7611
15 44.52 47.46 47.40 49.25 26.97 6.97 8.09 7416

27.98 5.68 7213

29.11
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Aruntoxt provided by Eic:

DISTRICTS

LOWER THIRDS ON COMPOSITE AC

HIEVEMENT

ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
. BASIC
STATE K-12 TOTAL CURRENT SKILLS
EQUALIZED LOCAL STATE INSTRUCTIONAL | OPERATING || VOCABULARY EADING ENGLISH THEMATICS | COMPOSITE
VALUATION REVENUE SCHOOL AID EXPENSE | EXPENDITURE READIN EXPRESSION | MATMEMA ACHIEVEMENT
PER PUPIL PERPUPIL PER PUPIL PERPUPIL | PERPUPIL
$27083 $655 $403 " $597 $792 54.99 55.24 55.78 55.69
21696 513 385 541 734 53.85 54.24 54.50 54.35
19121 446 37 511 681 5 —sm7T | 53.71 53.58
17500 408 360 490 655 |/ 52.72 53.09 53.25 52.97
16170 380 349 472 633 52.24 52,57 52.70 52.50
15052 ¢ 339 457 613 51.90 52.21 52.29 52.10
4147 334 329 600 51.57 51.93 51.90 51.73
3242 \Jﬁ\ 320 432 588 51.25 51.67 51.55 51.46
12407 83— 51.44 51.21 51.20
11888 414 |_s1p0 | —sfee |
11368 406 50.89 50.51
10849 397 50.54 50.20 50.18
10330 244 277 3% 50.17 49.92 49.83
9811 231 270 383 49.84 49.63 49.644
9229 216 263 375 49.48 49.31 48.96
8554 201 256 368 49.03 48.92
7879 185 242 360 48.46 48.45
7204 166 227 335 418 47.37 41.59 47.59 47.09
\
6529 136 196 288 448 46.38

RIC

on
oo

 ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
STATE K12 [TOTAL CURRENT &‘:f'fs
EQUALIZED LOCAL STATE INSTRUCTIONAL | OPERATING VOCABULARY _ COMPOSITE
ey A e i S O e
$27012 $636 $403 $599 $788 54.87 54,79 55.04 55.88 g
21447 504 386 543 732 53.52 53.72 54.00 54.42
18950 442 n 512 681 5 _W_W'_—?—_S Bes
17429 407 360 491 655 / 52.32 52,53 52.90 53.10
16123 379 349 474 624 51.95 52.12 52.29 52.62
1 35 339 4 51.57 51.74 51.95 52.15
14153 334 329 / 601 51.16 51.50 51.61 51.75
1 316 320 589 50.85 51.26 51.22 51.47
43 M 5 50.92 50.94 51.18
11907 286 59 soPew— |  50.87
11383 272 557. 50.28 50.31
10859 259 285 400 547 49.98 49,95
10335 245 278 392 537 49.69 49.63
9811 232 271 385 527 49.42 49.35
9228 217 264 378 518 49.15 49,01
8560 202 257 an 509 48.86 48.63
7891 186 244 363 499 48.52 4826
7223 167 229 345 490 47.91 47.49
6554 138 198 315 46.21 46.58 46,52 46.57
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' AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 1
: CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR
;A VARIGBLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGE
: SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES I
GRADE 4 : > :
(DB | WORACE | sewe | AIE oo YEMS | oftexonms | AYSEacE
: STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE "'{,’;é‘,{‘égf“ SALARY
\ 54, 52.06 52.92 54.47 19.26 14.34 37.61 $9874
, %0 52.18 51.49 51.84 53.55 20.59 13.39 33.36 9
! 85 51.28 .11 52.97 21.34 12.66
- 80 5005 50.75 52.65 21.82 12.09 3969
; 75 49.87 50,42 52.40 11.57 8774
E . |® 49.36 50.13 52.11 11.18 8661
§ 65 48.94 49.89 51.77 10.82 8549
' g 60 48559 49.66 51.57 10.45 8436
S lss | 4s0 49.45 10.07 8331 -
; 50 48.03 49.25 8230
g 45 47.76 49.00 8129
* a0 47.46 48.76 8028
35 47.16 48.44 7919
3¢ 46.87 43.14 7806
) 25 46.53 47.86 7693
20 46,14 47.49 7564
15 45.70 47.00 47.72 48.94 27.04 6.97 7.30 7356
46.25 4.70 7073
45.28
| .
| VATIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGCE '
i SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
| GRADE 7 $0CI0 MPORTANCE ; AT‘I"|CTUDE AVERAGE PER CENT VERAGE
| e | adniveaty | eencernon | TS ||| of8e | WRATER | TeAces
1 : EXPERIENCE DEGREES SALARY
95 | sa. 52.62 52.71 55.87 19.33 14.17 37.77 1$9883
50 | s2.2 51.69 54.89 20.67 13.24 905~
85 | 51.15 51.29 54.35 21.37 12.53 /9°N
8o | so. 50.95 53.88 21.85 12.00 8988 |
751  49.58 .6 53.48 22,34 11.49 8786
z 10 4904 9 53.14 11.13 8676
g 5 | 48,5 52.83 10.77 8565
g 60 | 48.11 52.55 10.41 8455
;’ 551 47.78 52.28 10.03 8350
% 50| 47.4 8251
& [4s | 47.08 8153
" a0 | 4ese 8054
5| 46.22 7949
30 45.87 7836
25 45.43 7723
20 44.99 7611
15 44.52 7416
10 43.90 7213
o 42.86
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
0

DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

ACHIEVEMEMT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
STATE K-12 TOTAL CURRENT siﬁlfs
sOUEE | e | somaoiwo |“Tibera | JpERamae. || U | reowe | meust | wrwewamics | couroste
PER PUPIL PER FUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT
$27083° 3655 $403 $792 54.99 55.24 55.78 55.69 s
21696 B TSRes_ | 5.2 56,50 54.35 54.20
\lﬂl‘/ 53.22 ~sas—T 5.1 5358 53.53
’\Ném/ 52.72 53.09 53.25 52.97 52.99

16170

12407
11888
11368
10849
10330

9811

9229

8554

258
244
231
216

201

52.24
51.90
51.57
51.25

0.90

50.

52,57
52.21
51.93
51.67
51.44

51.20

50.54
50.17
49.84
49.48
49.03

48.46

52.70
52.29
51.90

51.55

51.21 51.20

sgBl st oo |
/50.51 50.60

50.20 50.18

52.50
52.10
51.73

51.46

49.83
49.44
48.96

48.39

RIC

ASHIEVEUENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
-—-S_T;TE [T K-12 TOTAL CURRENT : SBKAlls.Il(.:S
sataliesn | WSS | solioiao |"Hveis | ceege (| | seowe | S| wowewarics | SOMOME
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
$27012 5636 $403 $599 $788 54,87 54.79 55.04 ss.88 | ‘Tss.ost Y
21447 A 53,52 ~|_53.72 54,00 54.42 sy
\tmﬂ/ 52.81 53.10 53.38 53768 53,28
\zeag 52.32 52.53 52.90 53.10 52,3
16123 51.95 52.12 52,29 52.62 52,20
15038 51,57 51.74 51.95 52.15 188
14153 51.50 51.61 51.75 51.57 .
) 51.26 51,22 51.47 su2
12431 50.55 50.92 ’ 0.9 \ 51.18 so”
11907 50.27 \ﬂcﬂ/ 50.64 WA72
11383 50.00 50.28 50.31 50. 50 50.42 : .
10859 49.73 49.98 49.95 50.12 s02
10338 49.47 49.69 49.63 49.79 6.8
9811 49.19 49.42 49.35 49.52 49,53
9228 8.89 49.15 49.01 49.25 o2
8560 4%.51 48.86 48.63 48.90 48.92
7891 186 1.797\ 48.52 48.26 48.44 48.51
7223 167 229 345 47.24 LI e 47.85 47.89.
46.58 46.57




AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 2
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

S

DERN

)
|
1 VATIAELES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGE
SES ATTlTUDéS AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
GRADE 4 A B c AVERAGE PER;NT
: econowc | 'OFscwoor | o SELF “TowaRp [|PUPIL/TEACHER| | YEARS | OF reAckers | 3 lCice
‘ STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE DEGREES SALARY
\ o5 54.00 54,06 52.92 54.47 19.26 14.34 37.61 $9874
F 90 52.18 51.49 51.84 53.55 20.59 13.39 33.36 9492
* 85 51.28 51.11 51.29 52.97 21.34 12.66 29.48 9188
80 50.45 50.75 50.88 52.65 21.82 12.09 26.23 8969
i 75 49087 50.42 50.60 52.40 22,31 11.57_" 24.21 8774
“ 70 45.36 50.13 50.37 52.11 22.79 11.18 22.52 £661
‘ ,5_ 65 4k P4 49.89 50.16 51.77 23.19 10.82 20.53 8549
l § 60 48.59 49.66 49.97 51.57 23.53 10.45 /am\ 8436
- P 49.45 4 /51% 23.86 10.07 17.85 8331
2 50 aa%\ 49.25 /4;::/ 51.15 e / _A@Q
: = [ W
‘- g |4 47.76 _¢:@,\\ 2656 — 8 15.65
: & |40 2 49.08 50.60 "w 8.97 14.58 8028
;
¢
i
i
; VARIACLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGE
' SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
GRADE 7 A 8 c AVERAGE PER CENT
S | e | e | ol Yo | of o | Aucuce
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE Dgé‘,{‘égfks SALARY
95 | 54.74 52.62 52.71 55.87 19.33 14.17 37.77 $9883
\ % | 52,2 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.67 13.24 33.55 9505
’ 85| s1as 51.29 51.30 54.35 21.37 12.53 29.70 9203
: 80 | 50.31 50.95 50.91 53.88 21.85 12.00 26.50 8988
! 75 50.65 50.60 53.48 22.34 11.49 24.38 8786
z |70 50.39 50.35 53.14 22.83 11.13 22.74 8676
: 5 (o5 50.14 50.12 52.83 23.21 10.77 2 8565
5 60 49.91 4 52.55 23.54 10.41 L/ 19.15 8455
E 55 49.69 A‘:\ \s%.zs 23.87 10,03 / 18.06 Y/
I ES B 49.48 1.93 24.20 16.97 21
E 45 | 47.08 7 51.57 24,53 9.29 1 25—
W | 466 W 02 51.22_—| \::/ 14.85 \stﬂz/
35| 46.22 48.83 48.74 50.87 25.25 13.80 7949
30| 4s5.87 48.56 48.50 50.49 25.68 8.24 12.65 7836
g 25 | 45.43 48.25 48.26 50.09 26.11 7.87 11.47 7723
‘ 20| 44.99 47.87 47.80 49.66 26.54 7.50 10.13 7611
15 | 44.52 47.46 47.40 49.25 26.97 6.97 8.09 7416
0] 43.90 46.94 46.81 48,1y 27.98 6.42 5.68 7213
s | 42.86 46.15 45.75 46.70 29.11 5.68 1.30 6445
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DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

.’\('-r.l-V NEAT ACHIEVENENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESDURCES BASIC SKILLS
BASIC
S E K.12 TOTAL CURRENT SKILLS
sudizen | oo | mare ez | orere | O peone | e | wamvewarics || SOWPOsTE
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
$27033° $555 $403 $597 $792 54.99 55.24 55.78 55.69 ss.21
21696 ’13 385 s41 734 53.85 54,24 54.50 54.35 54.20
19121 446 n 511 681 53.22 53.62 53.71 53.58 53.53
17500 48 360 490 655 52 s | 5323 52.97 52,99 '
16170 30 349 472 633 2.24 52.57 5270 52.50 52.57
15052 336 339 457 613 51.90 52.21 52.29 52.10 52.16
14147 334 329 442 600 (S 51.93 51.90 51.73 51.81
/6'2:“\ 320 432 588 51.25 51.67 51.55 51.46 51.53
1247 01 576 50.90 51.44 s1.21 51.20 51.27
/ﬁ%“\\%% 302 4 50.60 51.20 50.83 50.93 50.95
1368 271 283 ) | somi | 5089 | somsi | 50.60 |__sa064 . .
10849 238 285 397 545 50.05 50.54 50.20 50.18 50.36
10330 244 277 390 534 49.75 50.17 49.92 49.83 50.07
9811 31 270 383 525 49.37 49.84 49.63 49.44 49.77
9229 26 263 375 515 N 48.90 49.48 9.31 48.96 49.39
8554 200 256 68 505 8.47 49.03 48.92 48.39 48.94 -
7879 185 242 360 496 4 48.46 48.45 47,82 48.40
7204 160 227 335 478 47.37 47.59 %55 | 47.09 762
H 6529 136 19 288 448 46.38 46.18 45.98 46.10 46.44
_ AR A———
ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
! BASIC
EQSUTAALTIEED LOCAL STATE INSTRTJ.CI%IONAL Tog:‘éaiurmgm VOCABULARY ENGLISH c;:ll?;lélsrs
VALUATION REVENUE SCHOOL AID EXPENSE EXPENDITURE : READING EXFRESsioN | MATHEMATICS
PER PUPIL PERPUPIL | PERPUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT
$27012 $66 $403 $599 $788 54.87 54.79 55.04 55.88 - ss.os- |
21447 S04 386 543 732 53.52 53.72 54.00 54.42 - 53.94
18950 442 121 512 681 52.81 53.10 53.38 53.68 53.25
17429 W07 360 491 655 52.32 /Jma\\sz.sao‘__ia?.;i_—__ 52473
16123 179 349 474 634 <95 52.12 52829 52.62 52,20
15038 156 339 459 614 51.57 51.74 51.95 52.15 51.88
A3 444 601 | s1.16 51.50 51.61 51.75 51.57
13269 434 589 50.85 51.26 51.22 51.47 51.27
12431 425 50.55 50.92 50.94 51.18 50.99
11967 417 7 50.27 50.59 50.64 50.87 50.72
11383 408 55 50,00 50,28 50.31 50,50 50.42
10855 259 285 49 547 T 49.73 49.98 49.95 50.12 st
10335 25 278 392 537 49.47 49.69 49.63 49.79 49.81
9811 232 271 385 527 N 49.19 49.42 49.35 49.52 49.53
9228 07 264 378 518 48.89 49.15 49.01 49.25 49.24
8560 | 202 257 n 509 8.51 48.86 48.63 48.90 48.92
7891 165 244 363 499 4 48.52 48.26 48.44 48.51
7223 167 229 345 490 47.24 s T 47.85 47989
6554 138 198 315 460 46.21 46.58 46.52 46.57 46,83




AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 3
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

VARIARLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE

1

SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
GRADE 4 A 8 ¢ AVERAGE PER CENT '
g |t | e | oo TRE | oSSR | e |
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE | MohiSTERsS SALARY \

54.00 52.06 52.92 54.47 19.26 16.34 37.61 §9874 ;
90 52.18 51.49 51.84 53.55 20.59 13.39 33.36 | 9492 g
85 51.28 51.11 51.29 52.97 21.34 12.66 29.48 9188

21.82 12.09 26.23 8969 |

80 50.45 50.75 50.88 _'
75 49.87 50.42 50.60 22.31 26.21 8774
70 49.36 50.13 22.79 22.52 8661 ’

8 les 48.94 49.89 23.19 20.53 8549

5 60 48.59 49.66 23.53 18.96 8436

.E Iss 48.30 49.45 23.86 17.85 8331

g 50 ae‘h\ 49.25 16.73 8230

& les 47.76 49.00

& 140 47,46 6 5

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE

: SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES :
i GRADE 7 A B. .C AVERAGE PER CENT ?‘
$0CI0 A :
i cconomic | 'DF SCHOOL. SELF ANOWARD.  ||PUPIL/TEACHER|  YEARS OF TEACHERS | TYERLED <
! STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHo00 RATIO TEACHING | WITH MASTERs | TEACRER i
; EVEME L EXPERIENCE DEGREES SALARY :
53,74 52.62 52.711 55.87 19.33 164.17 37.77 $9883 g
90 | s2.24 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.67 13.24 33.55 9505 i
!
85 | s1.15 51.29 51.30 54.35 21.37 12.53 29.70- 9203 i
!
8o | 50.31 50.95 50.91 53.88 21.85 12.00 26.50 8988 ;
; 75 | 49.58 50.65 50.60 53.48 22.3 24.38 8786 |
1
i 70| 49.04 50.39 50.35 53.14 22.83 22.74 8676 ‘
=
H [=]
i 2 les | 48.53 50.14 50.12 52.83 23.21 20.83 8565 %}
=2
. b 1
f g |60 | .1 49.91 49.89 52065 23.54 19.15 8455 i
; (7] H
i a Iss| . 49.69 49.68 18.06 8350 i
a )
-d
i Z {so | 4r.44 49.49 49, 16.97 8251
=
; w
é U las | ur.08 49.28 48
4 w 4
i & 140 46.69 \49.06 19,02
1
;\
|
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1

DISTRICTS

LOWER THIRDS ON COMPOSITE AC

HIEVEMENT

ACYIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
$CHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
BAS!C
STATE K12 TOTAL CURRENT|| yocABULARY SKILLS
EQUALIZED LeCAL STATE INSTRUCTIONAL OPERATING READING ENGLISH MATHEMATICS COMPOSITE
VALUATION REVENUE SCHOOL AID EXPENSE EXPENDITURE EXPRESSION Poonilefass
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
$27083 3655 §403 $597 $792 55.24 55.78 55.69 55.21
21696 513 385 541 734 | sue | sa 54235 54.20
19121 446 n s11 681 53.62 53.71 53.58 53.53
17560 4cs 360 490 655 53.09 53.25 52.97 52.99
380 349 472 633 52.57 52.70 52.50 52.57
356 339 457 613 f 51.90 52.21 52.29 52.10 52.16
\ 329 442 600 51.57 51.93 51.90 51.73 51.81
e 320 432 588 51.25 51.67 51.55 51.46 51.53
301 311 423 50.90 51.44 51.21 51.20 51.27
M — -]
286 302 414 5t si0 50T | 50.93 50.9%
271 %06 50.34 50.89 50.51 50.60 50.64 . .
258 285 397 50.05 50.54 50.20 50.18 $0.36
244 277 390 49.75 50.17 49.92 49.83 50.07 -
9811 231 270 49.37 49.84 49.63 49.44 49,77
9229 216 263 375 515 49.31 48.96 49.39
8554 201 256 368 505 48.92 48.39 48.94 -
7879 185 242 360 496 48.45 47.82 48.40
M~
7204 166 227 33 478" 47.59 47.09 47.62
46,44

ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
sTATE | K-12 TOTAL CURRENT LARY SILLs
saze | oo | emre o wsmciow | peaae || YOI ppione | seuisn | wamwewanics | SORORE
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT
s27012 $636 $403 $599 $788 54.87 54.79 55.04 55.88 iR
21447 504 386 543 732 53.52 53.72 54.00 54.42 TR
18950 442 n 512 681 /mv\ﬂa__ssaswfms'
17429 407 360 491 655 52.53 52.90 53.10 52.73
379 349 474 634 52.12 52.29 52.62 5220
356 339 459 614 51.74 51.95 52.15 s1.08"
334 329 4 601 ] 51.16 51.50 51.61 51.75 _5;».51 -
320 434 589 50.85 }ws\ 51.22 51.47 5127 :
3 50.55 50.92 ~sai——sPT | 50.99
286 M 50.59 50.64 50.87 s0a2
272 50.00 50.28 50.31 50.50 50.42°
259 49.73 49.98 49.95 50.12 50.12
245 49.69 49.63 49.79 49,81 -
9811 232 21 385 527 49 .42 49.35 49.52 49.53 ;"
9228 27 264 378 518 49.15 49.01 49.25 0.2
257 371 509 48.86 48.63 48490 48.92

w051
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PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

GRADE 7

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

95
90
85
20
75
70
05
60
55
50
45
40
-35
30
25
20
15
10

[T

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 4

CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

VARIAOLES ASSUMED TO (INFLUENCE

SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
A B rs
EconomiC 0o SELF A Aot ||PupiL/TeacHer] :s;z\'ﬁgz OF TEACHERS AVERAGE
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT | PERCEPTION SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE | " DaosdERs SALARY
54,00 52.06 52.92 54,47 19.26 14,34 37.61 $9874
52.18 51.49 51.84 53.55 20.59 13.39 33.36 9492
51.28 51.11 51.29 52.97 21,34 12,66 29.48 9188
50.45 50.75 50.88 52,65 21.82 26,23 8969
49.87 50.42 50.60 52.40 24,21 8774
4936 50.13 50.37 52.11 8661
48.94 49.89 50.16 51.7 8549
48.59 49.66 .97 51.57 8436
48.30 49.45 49.78 51.38 10.07 8331
48,03 49.55 15 2 9.69 8230
47.76 49.30 sf.87 24.54 9.32 8129
47.4 49.08 50.60 24.47 8.97
47.16 48.85 /50.36 25.27 8.62
46.87 0 50.10 25.71 8.26 789
46053 48.32 49.84 26.15 7.88 7693
46.14 49.44 26.58 7.51 7564
45.70 47.72 48.94 27.04 6.97 7.30 356,
45.25 47.25 48.43 28.10 6.40 4.70 3
44,41 45.28 46.24 47.41 29.42 5.65 0.59 6244
VARIABLES ASSUMED T0 INFLUENCE
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
A B .C
e | WHORTMNCE | ser | ATIUE ey veacues| o VEARG. | orreaCutss | AYemAct
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL. RATIO EXPERIENCE '{,23‘,:;;,“‘ SALARY
54,74 52.62 52.71 55.87 19.33 14.17 37.77 $9883
52,24 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.67 13.24 33.55 9505
51.15 s1.29 51.30 54.35 21.37 12, 29.70 9203
50.31 50.95 50.91 53.88 J 12,00 26,50 8988
49,58 50.65 50.60 $3.48 1149 24,38 8786
49.04 50.39 50.35 ) 22,74 8676
48.53 50.12 10.77 8505
48.11 10.41 8455
47.78 10.03 8350
9.65 8251
9.29 8153
8.9 8034
8.60 13.80 -
8.24 12.65 7836
7.87 11.47
7.50 10.13 7641
6.97 8.09 7416
6.42 5.68 7213
42,36 £6.15 45.75 46.70 29.11 5.68 1.30 6445




DISTRICTS
 LOWER THIRDS ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

G

ACHIEVEMEST ACHIEVEMENT

SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
STATE K12 TOTAL CURRENT VOCABULARY SBKAIElLCS
EQUALIZED LOCAL STATE  |INSTRUCTIONAL
dSAen | poelle | sootan | Uewens” | SPHSTEe RAUNG | (fReon | MATHEMATICS | et
527083 $655 $403 $597 $792 5499 | SS26—t—IRE | TSEET TR
21656 513 385 541 734 A.85 54.24 54.50 54.35 .20
19121 446 m s11 681 53.22 53.62 5.7 53.58 $3.5)
17500 408 360 490 655 52.72 53.09 53,25 52.97 52.99
16170 380 349 472 633 52,24 52051 /n‘.ﬁn\"\mo———-—‘!fsr

457

.\)

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ACHIEVEUENT ACHIEVEMENT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS e
EQUALIZED LOCAL STATE INSTRUCTIONAL || CoPERATING. || YOCABULARY READING ENGLISH MATHEMATICS C:::’;L"s"
PERPURL | PER PUPIL SERPUPIL | PeRPUPL | TPERPUBIL EXPRESSION ACHIEVEMENT
h 527012 $636 $403 $599 $788 54,79 55.04 :
21447 504 386 543 132 53.52 $3.72 54.00 S4.42 $3.94
18950 @2 m s12 52.81 $3.10 53.38 $3.68 $3.28
17429 407 360 91 52,32 52.53 /f%ﬂ\.. 53410 300
16123 179 349 474 51.95 /51.11/' 52.29 $2.62 52.20
356 459 p 51,57 51.74 51.95 2.1 5188
% ) 4.:“:5/ 51.50 51.61 51.75 51.57
316 43 A:—- 50.85 51.26 51.22 51.47 0. -
;m 428 578 50,55 50.92 $0.94 51.18 50.99
286 302 7 $0.59 $0.64 50.87 0.72
A 293 408 50.28 A%x‘%_.a‘z
259 28s 49.9 49.95 $0.12 .12
25 278 392 49.69 49.63 49.79 9.0
232 m 383 49.42 49.35 49.52 9.5
a7 264 378 518 48.89 49.15 49.01 49.25 9.
202 257 m 309 48.51 48.86 48.63 43.90 “w.n
186 244 33 499 47.97 48.52 48.26 48.44 4.5
167 229 S 490 47.91

46.38




GRADE 4

PLCRCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

GRADE 7

PIRCINTILE DS TRIBUTION

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR
MICHIGAN SCHOOLS

CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON
COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

90
83
80
1]
10
63
60
b
30
[})
40
33

23
20
13

10

VATIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGE ACHIEVEMSNT ACHIEVEMENT
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS [ BASIC 5KILLS
5510 IMPORTANCE . o SKiLLs
emic | JSh R0 | eertiTon | lorkes” s | G EOL | wamweancs | SOMERATE
$3.32 54,03 54.80 36,46 36,45 TRTI . %
52.68 $3.03 53.90 35,14 35.23 $5.30 ‘:;:“
52.28 52,31 $3.23 BERL 54528 ) g
s1.84 51.84 52.82 $3.58 $3.63 53.68 ;
51.49 s1.42 52,42 $3.00 $3.02 $3.03
51.16 51.04 52.03 52.48 52.51 52,44
50.84 5 s1. 51,99 52,02 51.96
50.53 50.40 iz 51,54 51.54 s1.51
50.23 50.11 50.97 51.13 51.08 sLoe  |:
| 5006l 30,77 | 00— —— 5006 —
50.23 %0.32 50.21 50.20
49.87 49.87 49.80 49.76
49.43 49.36 49.30 9.2
o9 18.59 48.65 §8.94 w.n .8.01 48.55
16.75 .8.18 8.3 I TR 48.14 .91
46.31 TR} 47.9 .81 .18 w3 7.3 47.10
43,84 .24 2.5 47.00 \aa:u_ 46,28 16420 (R
45.28 46.53 16.90 46.00 w.eh w2 w.n
.40 45.43 46.04 .63 4258 42.26 a2.40
VAMABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT ACKIEVEMENT
se ATTITUOES ANO ASPIRATIONS SANC SXILLS
A ' c SeLs
o ol aows | GBS, | manes | SHECHTE
56.67 53,18 TR 35.48 TR 35.28 36.00
$3.70 52.45 52.20 54,57 .02 54.23
5226 51.92 51.70 $3.90 .16 Y™
51,18 s1.54 1.3 $3.38 52.65 52.99
0. s1.31 51,04 52.95 s.22 s2.47
30.94 50.73 52.58 119 2.0
51,48 s1.64
5116 s1.19
%0.79 30.86
——vf 3%y
%0.05 30.09
w.n .70
9. 9.3
) w.»
w.s? .48
. .0
47.2¢ 47.20
.0 r¥ 57 s | e
0.2 o.n R Qe
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GRADE 4
—

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

GRADE 7

PERCINTILL DIBTRILYU TION

95

90
85
80
75
70
65
60
55
50
45
40
35
3
25
20
15
10

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 1 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVERSHT ACHEVETENT 1
sEs ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS i
$0€10- IMPORTANCE : ATTUDE || YOCABULARY S
e | ERE, | redion | i weiome | et | wweanes | SETE,
58,99 53.32 54.03 54.60 51.24 $6.46 56,45 56.73 56,37
558 52.68 $3.03 53.90 55.16 55.14 55.23 55.30 $5.03
$3.46 52,25 52.31 $3.23 $4.09. $4.30 54,28 56.46 $4.22
$2.46 51.84 51.84 52.82 3.8 | shen 33.68 33,3
$1.60 51.49 2 $3.00 53.02 3.0 | s2.9
$2.48 5251 52,34 C sl
51.99 52,02 51.96 51.93
$1.54 51,54 51.51 51.50
51.13 51.08 51.06 $1.09
s0.1 50.64 50.63 50.69
$0.32 50.21 50.20 30.30
wer | sk L9 A9
- 49.30 .21 w0
.12 48.81 48.55 .9
48.11 48.14 47.91 .2
41.32 .3 47.10 0.
45.84 7.2 47.50 41.00 w28 w00 | 6.1 e
45.25 46.53 46.90 46.00 .78 ah.6h “w.n 44,71 “.8
44.40 45.43 46.04 4.6 42.86 42,3 42,26 42.40 2.0
- E—
VARIACLES ASSUZED TO INFLUCKCE ACHIEVILSNT BCHIEVERELT
€5 ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
.;,-@ IMPORTANCE s ATTupe || YocasuLary SaLls
:;:',:f,b:snc oF scooL P ERC S TION 10uARD ReaDING | GENOL ) wathesames | COMEOHTS
56,67 TR 53.21 $5.48 35.24 35.28 36.08 33,48
s3. 52,45 s2.28 34.57 5.2 34,2) ses | s
$2.26 51.92 $3.90 $3.16 $).48 s34 $3.%
51.18 $3.30 52.65 $2.99 2.97 2.2
50.38 $2.95 s2.22 $2.41 $2.4° s1.28
IR $2.58 s1.79 $2.0) 52.02 5.0
$2.24 s1.48 s1.64 $1.6) 51,58
51,81 s1.1e s1.19 s1.31 s
30.7 30.86 30.92 0.0
50.41 30,49 30.52 30.93
50.05 Afno\'\so.u 30,16
o.n . 020 X “‘T ®.0
0% RN 442 TN
. .1 49.0) .08
.57 YY) .54 4865
.9 X 1.9 4.0
4.3 4110 .92 TRY)
.0 an 47.24 4507 . .0 5.0
a2.n0 FYNTY “6.31 ——Aﬁ_ie'n———sfn__l_-_u?m
—

e ——————— e L
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GRADE 4

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 2 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACKIEVEMENT ACHIEVENENT

) ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS

$0¢10- IMPORTANCE . ATTITUOE || VOCABULARY SIS

EcoNomiC AOF 2Choat PERCEPTION TawARD REAQING EXPRESSION | MATHEMATICS ACHTEVEVENT
95,  $8.99 53.32 4.0 34.80 57.24 56.46 36.45 NI
90| .31 52.68 53.0 53.90 $5.16 55.14 55.23 $5.30 T 33.03
es 52,25 52,31 53.23 54.09 54.30 54.28 54.46 ‘4.2
80 51.84 51.84 52.82 $3.36 $3.58 53.63 53.68 53.54
) 51.49 51.42 52.42 v S T NV N : 2
10 51.16 51.04 52.03 52,20 52.48 s2Bs1 52.44 52.41
6 50.84 50,69 s1.e6 A sL.69 51.99 52.02 $1.96 731.99
60 30,53 SN s 51,25 51,54 51.54 51.51 ‘8%
5 s0.23 )/ s 50.80 51.13 51.08 TR T Y
50 .95 9.8 50.61 30,36 50.77 50.64 50.63 . _50.69
T & 19.56 _so:.h 0.9 50.32 50.21 50.20 $0.30
% W 9.2 /oﬁt\ 3 5 Y0080 —— 4% sttt
35 4 ._4;8;/ 9.4 49.03 .36 49.30 w2l .0
% 48.59 48,65 48.94 8.49 w2 «8.81 4858 e
25 48.18 48.33 48.%9 ar 48,11 '
20 .73 195 47.81 a7.18 .32
15 45 .24 4130 47.00 .28 46.28 46.20 6.4 .0
1| es.28 6.5 46.90 46.00 YY) .64 w2 TR T :

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMEXNT

ACHIEVEUENT

! SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SXILLS
GRADE 7 |— — : e ocuuar 2
lfgﬁo&c Ag?fé«;o"o:t:r perifon | Nowad reaomc | LENCLS | wamiouarics | Ot
|  36.67 53.14 TR 35.40 35.40 55.24 35.28 56.08
0| 5170 52.45 52.28 34,57 $3.91 53.82 34,23 34,65
5| sn2e 51.92 51.70 53.90 $3.06 *3.16 53.48 $3.64
0| sias 51.54 51,93 53.38 52 -/sﬁs\,\sz.n/ ]
T ’ si.21 51.04 52.95 211 52.22 s 52.45
0 49.74 30.94 50.73 52.58 [ 5170 51.79 52.03 $2.02
85| w28 30.67 30.46 j/ 511 s1.48 S1.64 51.6)
§ 0| s \ 30.41 30,201 51,81 30.91 51.16 5119 5131
;-3, ] 9.98 1.35 0.5 30.79 30.06 50.92
BE Y 4 51.02 \o‘.‘u 30.41 30.49 so.s2 |
,__“: s 49.5) 30.72 49.85 30.05 W’#HA
é 40 5 30.30 49.51 49.71 4.7 49.79 Ty
& s 9.0) . 0.1 9.3 TN w.a “.4
0
I
20
18
10
s
—————
738
1y}

Ao Ve




AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 3 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

L
P _—
VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVENENT ] .
" $€s ATTITUDES ANO ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS e '
] GRADE ‘ A B ¢ VYOCABULARY sxﬁly.s )
[ 5555,:"&‘ lﬁgfg{ﬂ‘f{, PERCEPTION ‘fé"':’?é? REAONG | gipeesdion | MATHEMATICS | GUIfTEUEy
e $3.32 54.03 34,80 7.2 36.46 36.43 36.73 36,37 {
% 5.3 $2.68 $3.03 $3.90 $5.16 $5.14 $5.23 $5.30 35,03 1
8s $3.46 s2.23 s2.31 $3.23 $4.09 $4.30 $6.28 S4.46 .22 !
$1.84 $1.84 $2.82 $3.3 $3.38 $3.63 $3.68 33,54 I’
51,49 s1.62 52,42 $2.78 33,00 $3.02 $3.03 3296
31.16 $1.04 20y || _spae [ st SRR s | soa U
50.84 50.69 [ si.69 51.99 52.02 51.96 s1.93 '
8 |eo 50.53 30.40 s1.28 s1.54 51.54 s1.81 31,50
g / \.}Q‘,_go/-—’sﬁ!*%é”‘ifr”—_gfw
z 50,61 \ $0.36 50.77 30.64 30.63 50.69
3 50.28 49.97 /oon————vm\ 50.20 0.3
§ 49.87 \»bu/ 49.87 49.80 \qouz»—'ﬁeu
w 49.43 49.08 49.36 49.30 .21 .0
48.94 48.49 .72 48.81 48.55 an
48.39 4291 . .24 .91 .2
as 47.18 47,32 47.30 4710 .
47.00 46.28 46.28 46.20 46.14 %.32
46.00 .78 44,64 w2 “an “we
.6 42.86 42,38 42,26 42.40 2.0
I

VALIACLES ASSUNED TO IWFLUELCE ACKIEVESEAT T
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
G RADE 7 $0Ci0- IPORTANCE " upe || YOCABULARY sais
eonguic | O scooL | peatiiion | Touako reaowe | ENEHI, | uatmanics | SUCITE
36.67 $3.14 $3.21 35.48 35.40 35.24 35.28 56.98 [T 3343
$3.70 52.43 52.28 54.57 53.91 53.82 54,23 54.65 34,00
52.26 51.92 51.70 $3.90 um/A.'u__sz_u&T’ 53,30
s1.18 5154 51.33 .38 2 52.65 52.99 52.97 2.
30.38 s1.21 51.04 52.95 s2.11 52,22 52,47 52.48 1.
9.7 30.94 30.73 52 51.70 51.79 52,03 52.02 1.0
9.2 50.67 30.46 4 51.23 5148 51,64 51.63 51,53
48.64 50.41 30.20 ﬁ\w,‘p/sﬁn\ﬁn

50.79 50.86 50.92 0.0
50.41 50.49 $0.52 30,33
$0.035 $0.09 50.14 30.18
o0 49.70 49.79 )
49.34 49.34 49.42 .4

T 30.16
u;’n\ .92

a.39 49.68

PERCINTILE DISTRILUTION

| 30 45.97 d 4898 . 49.03 9.0
,———0\‘

23 ‘:f/: ‘:;. : X3 P | W |oTos

' 20 ‘ 48.29 47.98 .0 47.93 w.a

47.2¢ 47.10 46.92 2.1
45.87 43.78 43.03 8.0
43.22

43.52
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 4 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT

VARIABLES ASSUNED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT

ACHIEVEMENT

ses ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
GRADE 4 $0C10- IMPORTANCE ; aTTirupE || YOCABULARY SKILL
economc | OFsoiool | praceemon | JOYARD reaome | GENOS | wamenamics | CREVR G
95 38.99 33.32 3.0 34.80 7.2 1 36.46 36.48 36.73
90 35.31 s2.68 3.0 33.90 33.16 $5.14 $5.23 33,30
85 33.46 52,23 s2.31 33.23 364,09 l $4.30 56,28 4.46 a2’
80 52.46 51.84 51.86 52.82 —S93 3358 3 TR
75 51.60 51.49 s1.42 52,42 | _s#es| .0 33,06
12 30948 51.16 51,04 s2.51 52,44 52,40
68 30.2 30.84 30.69 52,02 51.96 LS9
é 60 49.66 30.53 $0.40 51.54 \nol"'—w N
g 33 50.2 30,11 s1.08 1206 C S0y
5 I 9.8 30.64 30.63 L
9 Jes 50.21 50,20 50,30
§ s 49.80 49.76 9.0
S | 49.30 .21 4.4
30 48.81 48.5% 48,91
25 LRTY 47.91 was
20 46.31 AR?) 47,30 47.10 47,3
15 45.84 a7.24 47.50 47.00 46.20 46.14 46.32
10 43.23 46.33 46.90 46.00 “.n2 “w. “.e
| s a4 43.43 46.04 44.63 42.26 §2.40 42,40
e
VARIASLES ASSUMED TO INFLUEXCE ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVESENT
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
GRADE 7 50C10- IMPORTANCE " ATTiuDE || YOCASULARY LS
Eosowc | OF ScooL PERETION TouARD meaome | ENSUS | wamnparics | ERCEIR,
T 36.67 .16 .21 35.48 T I e e e S
$0 33.70 52.43 52,28 54.57 A $3.82 5.2 54.65 34.07
" $2.26 51.92 s1.70 $3.90 $3.06 3.8 53.48 $3.64 $3.30
% s1.18 51,54 51.35 52.52 52.45 TR e STV N M
1 50.38 s1.21 51.04 s2.11 52.41 52.43 52.28
0 49.74 50.94 51.70 51.79 52.03 52.02 2.0
) .23 50.67 5.1 51.48 s1.64 51.43 31.53
.§_ 60 08,64 50.41 50.91 s1.16 s1.19 s1.1 1.2
:é: 53 48.18 50.1é 50,57 30.79 30.86 50.92 .00
g 50 47.79 50,24 50.41 50,49 50,82 30.33
S || ew 9.5 $0.03 /fﬂ" /soﬁN\”‘ou
§ |.o 9.51 49.71 49.70 49,79 .0
rNEL .10 /m/ TR N a2 .
3 u‘.’ﬁ/ 4.8 48.89 49.03 ".n
) . 48.37 a8.48 4836 48.63
0 4734 47.98 R 4.9 .0
13 &.47 46,76 47.2¢ 41.10 40.92 47.19
1] e . RN 45.82 5.1 .0 4s.78 43.03 9.0
s 4.7 “.. “.12 .94 2.0 9.0 .22 sy Q.0
b -




CHAPTER V

PRESENTATION OF THE EDUCATIONAL DISTRIBUTION TABLES
BASED ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS SCORES

It is the purpose of this chapter to present state-wide and regional
educational distribution tab.ies which are based on district level or

school level socioeconomic status scores. These tables indicate the

answers to the second set of questions (2a, 2b) listed in the intro-
duction to this report. The initial section of the chapter presents
district level tables for the state as a whole and for each geographic
region. The final section of this chapter presents, school level tables
for the state as a whole and for each geographic region. It should

be noted that written summaries are provided for all state-wide tables.
All regional tables are provided for the interested reader without

written summaries.

Tables Using District Level Data

This section presents educational distribution tables intended to

answer the question "Do school districts that score in the upper (or

middle, or lower) third of a ranking of Michigan's districts on socio-

economic status also score relatively high (or in the middle, or rela-

tively low) on certain other assessment measures?"

State~wide Tables

This section presents the state-wide, district level tables. Written

sumnaries of the fourth and seventh grade tables are provided for the
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reader's convenience.

Fourth Grade Summary

The fourth grade sociceconomic status table indicates: (1) Those

districts that scored in the upper third on socioeconomic status scored

on the average highest on all other educational assessment measures

except attitude toward school and average years teaching experience. On

these measures, the districts in the upper third scored below the dis-
tricts in the middle and lower thirds. (2) Those districts that scored

in the middle third on socioeconomic status scored on the average between

the upper and lower thirds on the other measures except pupil/teacher

ratio and English expression on which they scored below the districts in

the lower third. Also, the districts in the middle third scored at the

same level as those districts in the lower third on reading and composite

achievement. (3) Those districts that scored in the lower third on

socioeconomic status scored on the average lowest on the other measures

except attitude toward school and average years teaching experience on

which they scored above the districts in the upper and middle thirds.

Also, on pupil/teacher ratio and English expression, they scored above

the districts in the middle third and at the same level as districts

in the middle third on reading and composite achievement.

Seventh Grade Summary

The seventh grade socioeconomic status table indicates: (1) Those

districts that scored in the upper third on socioeconomic status scored

on the average highest on all other educational assessment measures

except average years teaching experience. On this measure, they scored

below those districts in the middle and lower thirds. (2) Those districts
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that scored in the middle third on socioeconomic status scored on the

average between the upper and lower thirds on the other measures except

importance of school achievement, pupil/teacher ratio, and mathematics,

on which they scored below the districts in the middle and lower thirds.

(3) Those districts that scored in the lower third on socioeconomic

status scored on the average lowest on the other measures except impor-

tance of school achievement, pupil/teacher ratio, and mathematics, on

which they scored above those districts in the middle third. Also, the
districts in the lower third scored above the districts in the upper and

middle thirds on average years teaching experience.

Regional Tables

This section presents the regional, district level tables without
written sumaries. However, these tables can be interpreted in essen-

tially the same manner as the previously explained state-wide tables.
Tables Using School Level Data

This section presents educational distribution tables intended to
answer the question "Do schools that score in the upper (or middle, or

lower) third of a ranking of Michigan schools on socioeconomic status

also score relatively high (or in the middle, or relatively low) on

certain other assessment measures?"

State-wide Tables

This section presents the state-wide, school level tables. Written
summaries of the fourth and seventh grade tables are provided for the

reader's convenience.




Fourth Grade Summary

The fourth grade socloeconomic status table indicates: (1) Those

_schools that scored in the upper third on socioeconomic status scored

on the average highest on all other educational assessment measures.

(2) Those schools that scored in the middle third on socioeconomic status

scored on the average between the upper and lower thirds on all other

measures except attitude toward school on which they scored at the same

level as the lower third. (3) Those schools that scored in the lower

third on socioeconomic status scored on the average lowest on all other

measures except attitude toward school on which they scored at the same

level as the middle third.

Seventh Grade Summary

The seventh grade socioeconomic status table indicates: (1) Those

schools that scored in the upper third on socioeconomic status scored

on the average highest on all other educational assessment measures

except attitude toward school. On this measure, schools in the upper

third scored below the middle and lower thirds. (2) Those schools that

scored in the middle third on socioeconomic status scored on the average

between the upper and lower thirds on all other measures except impor-

tance of school achievement on which they scored below the lower third.

(3) Those schools that scored in the lower third on socioeconomic status

scored on the average lowest on the other educational assessment measures

except importance of school achievement and attitude toward school. These

schools were above the middle third on importance of school achievement,

and they were above the upper and middle third on attitude toward school.
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Regional Tables

This section presents the regional, school level tables without
written summaries. However, these tables can be interpreted in essen-

tially the same manner as thc'prev;ously explained state-wide tables.
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR MIICHIGAN
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

31 3

VARASLES AStUutO TO HFLU

1137 ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS | $SCHOOL MUMAN RESOURCES

GRADE 4 | mm—— A
ecs.gc_":.:‘,tuc OFSENOOL. P ERCERTION RANTY (PUPIL TEACHER TEADMING | i OAETERS Tescnen
3TaTus ) ACHIEVEMENT $CHOOL EXPERIENCE . OECREES |  SALARY
! soo | szos 52.92 54,47 19.25 14.35 37.45 $¢279

o0 s2e 51.29 51.84 53.55 20.69 13.41 32.98 9zay |

] s1.2 s1.11 51.29 52.97 21.35 12.68 29.23 o179 i

00| so0.es 50.38 . .65 21.84 12.11 2.03 8949 ‘

| e 50.69 $2.40 22.23 11.60 .12 8760 ;

] 49.36 7 52.11 22.82 1.2 PR e PO S ¢

los | ao.94 50.16 3

o] anuse 49.97
48.30 49.45 49,78 b

‘K 49.25 49,55
/n—————
45 47.76 e~ 49.30

40 47.46 «8.76 49.08

PERTENTILE DISTRIBUTION

35 47.16 48.8

BN} 46.87 48,60

25 46.33

{40 46.14

43,

YAMAGLES ASSURED TO INFLUERCE

ATTITUDES AND ASPIZATIONS . SCHMOOL MUMAN RESOURCES ]]

G RA D E 7 A 8 < AVERACE PER CENT

$0Ci0 IWPORTANCE ATTITUDE . AVERAGE
ECONOWC of scwooL | SERF Tovagp || PUPIL TEACRER TEaING | Ay | TEACHER
STATUS ACMIEVEWMENT SCHOOL . Ra EXPERIENCE | DEGREES |  SALARY

u.n 52.62 52.71 55.87 19.33 14.18 37.57 $9887
$2.24 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.68 13.26 33.32 9508

51.29 51.30 56.35 21.38 12.54 2.55
$0.95 50.91 53.88 21.87 12.02 26.39
50.65 51.60 $3.48 22.36 11.50
50.39 50,35 22.85 11.15

»/so‘fz\‘ 23.23 10.79
49.89 23.55
49.68

49.48

£~,28

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION
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DISTRICTS
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LOWER THIRDS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

ACHIEVEMENT ACmEvENERT
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BANC SKILLS
o T K-12 TOTAL CURRENT &‘.t'fs
editites | g, | AT, |mpmehows | opratme || PN anome | e | it | it
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
$27144 $¢30 $403 8393 $7%0 33.00 33.22 35.79 33.70 35.18
21643 311 386 3 ) 732 33.84 $4.23 $4.48 4. 34 34.19
19113 43 m s10 630 33.22 $3.62 s).70 33.58 33.33
17494 407 360 489 55 s2.72 $3.10 3).23 32.96 32.99
16158 3 39 & .32 32.23 $2.57 32.70 $2.48 2.5
e
¥ 339 o1l 32.20 32.28 352,08 | ___S31¢
14150 332 337 460 599 31.5% 51.92 Yo 1) 31.72 $1.80
ns 320 & se7 31.24 51.66 3154 51.46 51.33
<18 M 331 / - 50.89 51.44 31.20 31.20 31.26
11895 \2?3/ 302 414 64 30.59 $1.20 %0.82 50.93 %0.93
11371 270 403 /c’\. 0.3 50.89 & 30.60 $0.65
10848 237 285 v 7 1Y) _M $0.20 %"—ms
10325 243 278 {1 534 49.73 $0.17 49.91 49.82 %0.06
9802 239 270 382 s24 9.3 49.83 .62 49.43 9.77
9215 213 263 375 s14 48.89 49.48 49.0 48.95 49.38
8542 200 2%6 368 505 48.46 49.03 8.9 48.39 4.9
7869 l 1£5 242 360 495 43.02 48.46 48,43 47.82 48.41
7195 ‘ 165 227 3% 477 47.36 47.61 47.60 47.09 41.63
6522 ; 136 197 87 &7 46.36 46.15 43.96 46.08 46.41
ACMIEVEX ERT ~ ACMIEVERENT
T SOHOCL FINAMCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SATLLS
STATE T K12 TOTAL CURRENT VOCASULARY ::lf:!
SRAEST | amus | somdlue |"ormt” | GEEER iome | DA, | mmeanes | Suee
$27050 $631 $4c3 $597 $786 54.82 54.75 33.05 $5.86 $3.03
21403 563 386 543 7132 33.46 $3.71 33.98 $4.40 33.92
18323 a1 N 12 681 $2.75 $3.10 33.37 $3.65 33.23
17625 407 360 a1 655 $2.26 $2.53 32.88 $3.06 32.69
16135 349 3 ———tgt— 312 $2.10 32.25 $2.59 32.18
458 613 51.51 .72 51.93 | 52,3 ———SRes
a3 600 $1.12 $1.48 \sll?v/d $1.74 51.54
433 51,20 $1.45 31.25
425 50.92 $1.16 50.98
416 50.62 50.84 50.70
07 £0,28 0
_ 49.92 50.09 $0.09
10350 25 278 39 49.61 49.77 49.80
9924 231 271 385 9.3 49.50 49.51
9242 216 264 378 s18 48.87 49.14 49.00 49.24 49.23
8549 201 257 370 508 48.50 48.85 48.62 48.89 48.90
7896 126 244 363 499 47.95 48.51 48.25 48.43 48.50
7222 165 229 us 489 47.23 47.89 47.47 47.84 41.87
46.19 46.57 46.50 46.55
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 1
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR
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PERCENTILE OISTRIBUTION

GRADE 7

PERCENTILE DISTRISUTION

$CHOOL MUMAN RESOURCES

VARIACLES ASSUVED TO ISFLUENCE

B

VAFRIABLES ASSUNED TO INFLUERCE

114 ATTITUDES AND ASPIRA TIONS ;i

. - ' c T avernace ! percen N

e | o mont | osme | ALUISE fen tescus  YEARL |orreoum | AYILCE
sTatus ACHIEVEMENT $CHOOL | EXPERIENCE OECREES SALARY
u\ 52.06 $2.92 $4.47 19,25 14.35 37.43 $68: 0
s2.18 S1.49 S1.84 $3.55 20.60 13.41 32.98 9497

s1.28 \re) 52.97 21.33 12.¢8 )

sm\ .75 $2.65 21.8¢ 12.11 8949
$2.40 2.9 il.e0 8760
$2.11 11.20 8649
48.9% $1.77 10.84 2537
8.9 $1.57 10.47 8425
48.20 49.43 51.38 10.09 8322
“'Z 49.25 $1.1% 8221
&7, 49.00 .87 15.60 8121

SCHOOL MUMAN RESOURCES

SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS
A ) c SV B -
AVERACE PER CENT
Ecomome | ToRORTANCE SELF ovano:  [lPumvescnen) | YEARS | of TEacuems | AURZICE
STATUS ACHIEVEmENT | PERCEPTION SCROOL RATIO expEmemce | oecnere SALARY
se. 52.62 s2.711 55.87 19.33 15.18 37.87 s9887
$2.2% 51.69 54.89 h 20.68 13.26 33.32
{ —
$ 51.29 54.35 21.38 12.54
53.88 l 21.87 12.02 8975
53.48 22,36 11.50 8775
£9.04 50.39 s3.14 11.15 8666
8.53 50.14 s2.83 10.79 8556
4.1 .9 52.55 10.43 8447
V'
41.78 49.69 $2.28 10.05 8343
[} 49.49 51.93 8245




DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

ACHIEVEZENT

ACHIEVELEST o B
[ T KNACOL‘HNAN—CIAL REQURCES SANC IKILLS
- ——— e - sauc
H LB TOTAL CUrRENT ' $CILLS
el | e e e | oaenie | O piome |t | ameames | ComrouTE
PER PUPIL PER PUFIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
$2714s $850 $403 3393 $790 i 9s.00 55.22 $3.79 $3.70 33.18
21643 36 5 . $4.23 3448 34.34 34,19
| ) As::\4 $3.62 ___shm/“/nfuhﬁfn
| 2.7 $3.10 $3.23 $2.96 $2.99
16138 32.23 $2.57 $2.70 $2.48 2.5
15045 $1.89 52.20 $2.28 $2.08 2.16
€150 31.56 $1.92 $1.99 $1.72 $1.80
1 $1.26 $1.66 $1.54 $1.46 $1.51
12418 50.89 $1.48 $1.20 $1.20 $1.26
‘ 11895 .59 $1.20 50.82 30.93 $0.93
| 1 50.89 %0.50 $0.60 %0.65
o oroses 50.53 /5“20__50%\--\&,)0
10325 i 49.91 £9.82 $0.26
9802 x 49.85 49.62 £9.4) 49.77
o:ts | 49.48 49.30 48.95 TR
8562 49.02 48.91 48,94
869 T UTEN I Ve G XY Kg,u
mes 16 227 3 77 47.36 47.61 47.60 47.09 47.63

ACHIEVERERT

ACHIEYVETEST

" SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
| . I sasic
foUALIZED | LOcaL _state [mstevcrionat | Coperatme || YOCABULARY READING EncLIs MATHENATICS c::;;;,n
FORPIRY | reru | eeerunn | mefor | eemeusn EXPRELSON ACEVERENT
$27050 s631 $403 $597 78t 54.82 54.73 $5.05 $5.86 $5.05
21403 st~  s.n1 $3.98 34.40 $3.92
\”n'o'_m $3.65 ——SR23
$2.53 $2.88 $3.06 $2.69
$2.10 $2.25 $2.59 $2.18
$1.72 $1.93 $2.13 51.85
$1.48 $1.87 $1.74 $1.54
$1.23 $1.20 $1.45 51.25
12454 Vazz\ $1.16 $0.98
11928 50.62 Q‘.:/ | s3I0
11462 50.27 50.28 50.46 50.40
10876 49.96 49.92 50.09 50.09
10350 49.67 49.61 £9.77 49.80
9824 49,41 49,34 49.50 49.51
9242 49.14 49.00 49.24 49.23
8569 i 48.8% 48.62 48.89 48.90
7896 ‘ 48.51 48.25 48.43 48.50
120187 l 35 \67689/‘/57(.,&7\‘ 47.84 47,87
o 6549 ' 46.55
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35

3

60
55

&5
&0
35
K]

25

15
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 2

CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

VAPIASLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE

T T e e D

ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS " 5CHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES ;
A [ (4 o
(oo vomtmce | gy | oAt o TR | orviiot | it
JTATUS ACuiEvEment | PERCEPTION scwooL || MATO up:c.’.';:cc! Sy SALARY
$4.00 $2.06 $2.92 S4.47 19.25 14.35 37,48 39879
S1.49 51.84 $3.55 20.60 13.41 32.98 9493
s1.11 $1.29 $2.97 21.35 12.68 29.2 9179
$0.75 50.88 $2.65 21.84 12.11 26.03 8949
50.42 %0.60 52.40 2.3 11.60 2.12 8760
30.13 50.37 s2.11 2.82 11.20 22.44 8649
49.89 50.1¢ $1.77 0.1 10.84 . 8537
49.66 . 51.57 23.55 10.47 18.90 425
49.78 51.38 2.8 10.09 7.80 8122
4955 ) 16.60 \qy/
a7.78 ~—camo—"|  49.30 15.60 8121
4748 48.76 49.08 16.52 2020
.16 4844 8.8 $0.36 5.2 13.42 1910 |
.87 .06 | 48e60 50.10 25.73 8.27 1 ST 1 :
“.33 47.86 48.32 49.84 26.16 7.90 11.09 7687 ;
.1 47.49 48.02 9.4 26.60 7.5 9.3 7555 ‘
870 47.00 41.72 4894 21.08 7.01 .22 7350
43.23 46.25 47.25 48.43 28.13 6.46 4.65 7062 :
86.41 45.28 46.24 &7.41 29.45 5.08 0.57 ‘ 6231
VARIALLES ASSURED TO IRFLUENGE
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN a:so;mc:s
A . c AVERAGE PER CENT T
e | TR | ot | BR[| e |Spni | SR
EXPERIENCE OEGREES SALARY
$2.62 $2.71 $5.87 19.33 16.18 37.57 59887
$1.69 51.81 54.89 20.68 13.26 33,32 9508
$1.29 $1.30 54.35 I' 21.38 12.54 29.55 9201
50.95 $0.91 $3.88 n.87 12.02 26.39 8975
50.65 $0.69 $3.48 22.3 11.50 2.3 8775
50.39 £0.35 $3.14 22.85 11.15 20 8666
50.14 3.3 10.79 8556
a.a 9.91 23.55 10.43 \*/
.. . 49.68 23.88 10.05 8343
4] £9.49 ‘\8‘21‘5/
47.08 8146
“%. 8047
w2 7942
43.87 48.56 48.50 50.49 25.68 8.25 1255 M
43.43 48.25 48.26 $0.09 26.11 7.88 11.42 7718
“. 47.87 47.80 49.66 26.55 7.51 10.06 7606
.52 47.46 47.40 49.25 26.98 7.00 8.03 7411
4.9 46.94 46.81 48.19 28.00 6.46 5.66 7209
42,86 46.15 45.75 46.70 29.1 5.69 1.28 6432
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DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

TR R

RO S A 6 A S

ACHICVERENT i ACHIEVEMENT
" SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BANC SKILLS
k o K-12 TOTAL CURRENT &‘::'LCS
st | goca | st (wrmchou | orpaatme | PN | e | o | aaeaanes | Comroute
1 PerPUPIL PER PUPIL PERPUPIL | PERPUPIL PER PUPIL
$27144 3650 $40) $393 $790 $5.00 $5.22 33.79 $5.70 33.18
2164) 511 186 539 2 33.84 34.2) 34,48 $4.34 34.19
19113 &S m 510 680 $3.22 $3.62 $3.70 $3.58 33.5)
17494 407 360 489 655 $52.12 $3.10 $3.2) 52.96 52.99
16158 379 349 471 632 $2.23 52.57 $2.70 $2.48 52.56
15045 355 339 456 611 $1.88 $2.20 $2.28 52.08 $2.16
14150 3 3% . 599 J/ﬁ'u\'\u,ﬁ\‘ 51.89 $1.72 _s1.00
13255 NS 2 431 51.24 $1.66 Yot 51746 51.5)
: 300 422 573 50.89 $1.44 51.20 51.20 51.26 -
nes N\ —1 %2 ) 64 50.59 $1.20 50.82 50.92 30.93
11m 270 9 i\b‘:s\' 50.34 50.89 50.%0 50,60 50,65
') 257 285 397 44 ] 0.0 50.5) 50.20 50.17 $0.36
10325 278 9 s34 \uﬁv\%ngp——t—.ﬂt——m
9802 230 270 182 524 49.36 49.85 49.62 49.43 oo
ans 215 263 375 14 48.89 49.48 49.30 48.95 49.38
8ss2 | 20 256 268 505 48.46 22.0) 48.91 48.39 48.94
e | 1es , 22 360 495 48.02 48.46 48.45 47.82 48.41
nes o 1ss | 227 138 417 47.36 47.61 47.60 47.09 47.63

ACFIEVEGERT ACMIEVERERT
SCMOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
STATE K-12 :nt CUR®ENT &::'LCS
Shiano | mvemse | sowoiwo |“Erewe | comange || | weaowe | s | uamewncs | Cweoste
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL ACMIEVEMENT
$27050 $631 $403 $397 $786 $4.82 $4.75 $5.08 $5.86 $5.08
21403 533 386 43 732 $3.46 $3.71 $3.98 $4.40 $3.92
18928 asl m 512 681 $2.75 $3.10 $3.37 $3.65 $3.23
17429 407 360 451 655 $2.26 $2.53 52.88 $3.06 52.69
16135 330 349 473 634 51.91 $2.10 $2.25 $2.59 52.18
)ﬁ_&_\__ 6 339 & 613 “/ﬂh\ $1.72 51.93 $2.13 51.85
18177 51.12 sime~__] 1.5 $1.74 R
13300 50.81 $1.23 s1%20 $1.45 51.25
12454 50.53 $0.90 50.92 s1.16 50.98
‘/1:?;\ 50.25 50.58 $0.62 $9.84 $0.70
11402 49.98 50.27 50.28 S0.46 30.40
10876 T~sama— 5 543,92 L —sdoy—— | 50,09
o 49.45 49.67 49.61 49.77 49.80
9824 | 4918 49.41 49.34 /Ose\ 49.51
9242 \w:_____.——-tf?ﬂ'_ C 49.24 |~
8569 201 257 370 508 48.50 48.85 48.62 48.89 48.90
7396 186 244 363 499 47.95 48.51 48.73 48.43 48.50
7222 167 229 %S 489 H
6549
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 3
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

48.76

14.52

VARIABLES ASSURED TO IWmFLUENCE

ses ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS $CHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES
v . N AVERAGE PeR CEnt
tcononc rielivy L pA FumL Teacner TEAGUIC | i e et TeaCHER
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT $CHooL EXPERIENCE DECREES SALARY
i , 34.00 $2.06 $2.92 3647 19.25 14.35 37.45 $9879
jsr| s2as $1.49 51.84 53.55 20.60 13.41 32.98 9493
ss| S1.28 s1.11 51.29 52.97 21.35 12.60 .23 0179
0] s0.48 $0.75 50.88 52.65 2.8 12.11 26.03 8949
is| 49,87 $0.42 $0.60 $2.40 22.33 4.12 8760 |
1 A: 50.13 50.37 52.11 22.82 2.8 8649
ss | 48.94 49.29 $0.16 n.21 20.42 851
0| &8.39 49.66 49.97 23.55 \::;/ 82
ss|  48.30 49.45 T8
s3] +9.03 49.25 49.55 16.69
] ar.7e 49.00 15.60

SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS SCHOOL HUMAN RESOURCES H
A Y c

g | | | [eged SEE 5| e |
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL RATIO EXPERIENCE DECREES SALARY
.7 $2.62 $2.71 55.87 19.33 14.18 37.57 $9887 ”

9 $2.2% 51.69 51.81 54.89 20.68 13.26 33.32 9508

85 $1.18 $1.29 51.30 56.35 I 21.38 12.54 29.55 9201

50 50.31 50.95 50.91 $3.88 21.87 12.02 26.39

75 49,58 50.¢5 50.60 s3.8 |l 22,36 11.50 26,34

70 R $0.39 50.35 22.85 2.1

65 48.53 50.14 50.12 23.23 20.77

50 48.11 49.91 49.89 19.11

55 47.78 49.69 49.68 18.01
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DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

ACKIEVERENT

T

ACKIEVEZEN L
SCHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES SANC SKILLS
S— - sasc
i e L0CAL state msteveTionar | Caseratime || YocABULARY READINC ENCLISH MATHEMATICS c:::;:?n
VAN pempuen | remrumy | rensusn | “senrurn EXPRESSION ACHIEVEMENT
$27144 $650 $403 3595 $790 $5.00 35.22 $5.79 35.70 $5.18
21643 s11 36 $39 132 $3.84 $4.23 34,48 3.3 $6.19
19113 s m 510 680 $3.22 33.62 $3.70 $3.38 $3.53
07 30 489 655 $2.72 33.10 $3.23 32.9¢ 52.99
379 349 %51 632 $2.23 /fm\. 52.70 |t TERE—"J5%
155 339 36 611 s1. $2.20 $2.28 32.08 $2.16
3! 330 0 599 451,56 51.92 $1.89 51.72 $1.80
320 1 ’/357/ s1.24 S1.66 $1.54 31.46 51.53
302 3t 22 575 50.89 $1.44 $1.20 $1.20 $1.26
285 o1 50.59 $1.20 2 st 500
270 2 405 554 '\so::”_l__”/ $0.50 50.60 30.63
257 2 \:;/ | s0.0¢ ___W’To%\ 50.17 %.36
243 ) W 534 49.73 50.17 9.9 \Uz/‘/sfos
230 270 382 524 49.36 49.8% 49.62 49.4) 49.77
75,
368
360
3%
287

ACMIEVERERT ACHMIEVERENT
$CHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES BASIC SKILLS
STATE K12 TOTAL CURRENT | oo 0 oy :g,;rv,cs
e | | e [ R e | g e | S,
$631 $403 $597 $786 54.82 54.73 $5.0 55.86 55.08
503 36 543 12 $3.46 $3.71 53.98 54.40 53.92
w1 m 512 681 52.75 53.10 $3.37 $3.65 $3.23
635 52.26 52.53 52.88 53.06 52.69
634 s1.91 52.10 52.25 s2.59 | sy
| sigg—] s1.72 ‘sx‘n\'\;ﬁa/ 51.85
600 51.12 51.48 51.57 51.74 5154
se8 50.81 51.23 51.20 s1.45 51.23
$17 50.53 50.90 50.92 /ﬁ‘h\\wb’a
566 0.0 __|—s858 —So‘\a/ 50.84 50.70
556 50.27 50.28 50,46
: % | s0.09
49.67 .61 49.77
s27 49.41 9.3 49.50
9242 518 9.1 £9.00 49.24
8269 201 257 e so08 .50 48.85 .62 48.89
7896 186 264 363 499 47,95 4851 .25 i8.43
1122 167 29 ns ) .23 47.89 .47 47.84

46.57

46.55
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AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR REGION 4

CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR

VARIACLES ASSUMED TO (INFLUENCE

PERCENTILE DISTRISUTION

ses ATTITUDES AND ASPIRA TIONS $CHOOL WUMAN RESOURCES
’ < ‘nru-:;;“1 —-n“u ctn.t_ﬂ
econovic s Mreaent |l Teacnen) TEAR | oFTEAGHENS | filcuen
STATUS PERCEPTION $CH00L RATIO EXPERIENCE | DECREES SALARY
: "’0.00 $2.92 $4.47 19.25 14.38 37.43 $9879

$2.18 $1.84 53.55 20.60 13.41 32.98 9493
n.n $1.29 $2.97 29.23 "7
30,43 $0.88 52.65 26.03 8949
». 50.60 $2.40 26.12 8760
49.% $0.37 $2.11 22.44 8649
48.9% $0.16 .42 8s)7
4.9 49.97

40.% 49.78

“O.’

47.7¢

o).

42.16

o

47.72
47.25 48.4) 28.13 6.46
£5.24 47.41 29.43 5.08 0.57 6231

VAMASLES ASSUNED TO INFLUENCE

GRADE 7

PERCENTILE DISTRIBUTION

SES ATT.TUDES AMD ASPIRZ TIONS SCMOOL WUMAN RESOURCES
’ < AVERAGE PER CENY
amiC SELF ATTITUDE |l pypre /TEACHER]  YEARS OF TEACHERS AvERACE
PERCEPTION |  scnooL AT | e | TOECREES | SALARY
$2.71 $5.87 19.33 16.18 37.87 59887
s1.81 $4.89 20.68 13.26 33.32 93508
$1.% 29.33 9201
50.91 26.39 8975
50.60 26.34 877s
50.33 8666

50.12
49.89
49.68
9 .48




DISTRICTS
LOWER THIRDS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

ACmEvENENT

ACMEVENENTY

s RS

o ae e

P

16158

lF $CHOOL FINANCIAL RESOURCES SAMC SKILLS
- , sanC
. STATE K-12 TOTAL CURRENT SKILLS
eoUsLITED LOCAL | statre  [msteuctionar | opeaatmc || YOCASULARY - EWCLISH timaticy | ComPORTE
VALUATION | REVEWUE | $CHOOL AID EXPENSE EXPENDITURE READWC txramswon | ™ AR EVEMENT
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL PER PUPIL | PERPUPIL PER PUPIL
“ $27148 $630 $403 $395 $7%0 $5.00 $5.22 3579 33.70 35.18
2164) s11 356 339 12 $3.84 $4.23 4,48 34.34 34.19
19113 s m s10 0 $3.22 $1.62 $3.70 (N WV S U
1740 407 360 89

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ACMEVEIENT ACMEVERENT

" SCHOOL FIRARCIAL RESOURCES SASIC sSKm.LS
STATE x-12 TOTAL CURRERTI| o o ooy s.(‘:fs
O | R | ol |TaRE | GEESR ron | it | M |
$27050 $631 $403 $397 $736 54.82 34.75 33.08 33.86 3.03
21403 503 3e6 543 53,56 . S32
18928 181 m s12 '},i]_______-oﬁb___;ya
17429 407 360 491 L~ 52.88 $3.08 $2.69
16138 380 /ﬂ.’z\ $2.59 s2.18
15053 3 ff/ .0 N1 L —Tioes

; - o]

13300 s
1854
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

GRADE 7

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

MICHIGAN SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

T

ACMEVEZERT

| VATABLES ATSEOEO TO INFLUERCE ACWEVENEST ' acmeveueat
G I [T ATTITUOES ARD ASPIRA TIONS [ SAMC Al
RADE 4 : . 1 vocamane e
R | St | e | rome | (it | mmane | ST,
ol Y n.n 34.03 34.80 .47 .47 %.7 .40
w| 3.3 3264 ’3.03 33.90 ’3.16 33.23 33.31 33.04
o 9. 32.25 52.01 33.13 56.32 $4.30 “.. 36.24
20 2.4 s1.84 51.84 2.2 ’33.00 33.63 .70 .%
3 3100 $1.49 5142 32.42 ~say0: e {4
I7c 9».00 B Y 51,08 32.03 32.51 32.93 32.48 92.44
fos n.n 50.6 1. $2.03 $2.06 1.9 31.95
é % "w.% 30.40 (R 31.37 ’31.3¢ ’31.33 31.32
.?: I:s »w.a 50.11 ; s0.8: $1.16 s1.11 31.08 s1.11
::' 50 A&\ 49,93 /I‘N\‘ i .37 30.79 30.64 30.63 %0.72
£ s “.5n Y .5 $0.25 :, 9.9 50.33 0.2 0.2 .22
S lw] et a9 s9.20 19.9) 49,91 a0 81 | asba | a9
< 33 ar.3?7 I '——m/
» a7.13 44.59
25 .73 8,18
20 “.5 7.1
13 47.24
it 8.3 45.53
m

ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS sagiC sarLes
10POR T A¥CE Y . ATTITUDE ; VOCABULARY ]
2T | reeceron | Toes reome | L, | mmeune | SRS,

r L3 ”.87 53.14 $3.21 55.48 | 53.38 $3.23 ss.27 %.07 3¢.43
% $3.70 243 $4.97 : 3.9 ’3.82 6.2 .67 34.08
s 1. ’1.92 3.0 33.03 .17 33.50 33.64 3.3
s1.58 s3.38 | 33.00 2.9 32.%
1.1 s2.93 52,8 s2.44 32.27
’2.58 ’2.03 s2.01 s1.88
s2.24 ’1.63 31.63 1.5
§ ’s1.81 .19 51.31 1.2
§ 1.3 30.96 30.93 30.89
§ 30.50 30.93 30.34
g 50.11 50.16
: S
H
. 49.37 49.44
.9 49.06
800 T
47,93 a7.98
a1.19 47.02
4388 RN
b Qa.» 46.46 46.12 43.94 L 42.23 43.64 43.38 42.0%
o6
-5-
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

GRADE 4

GRADE 7

PLRCENTILL DILTRIBUTION

PERCENTILE DISTRIRUL 110N

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 1 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

VARABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACMIEVEVENY ’ ACHMIEVESERT _—
sts ATTITUDES AMD ASPIRATIONS BANC SKILLS
$0010- IMPORTANCE " nncw: vOCASULART ity
EhTeC | abmivearnr PEaCEr Tiow 13350 ftading erreeibon | mamemancs | SRR,
n»y - $3.32 $4.03 4.8 f $7.27 $6.47 $6.47 $8.76 $6.40
93,31 32.68 $3.0) $3.90 $8.2; $3.16 35.23 88,31 $3.04
) s2.25 $2.31 $3.2) =0 s KT )
33.48 S1.84 S1.84 $2.82 33.6% $3.70 $3.56
31.00 $1.49 1. $2.42 $3.04 $3.08 s2.98
1.16 $1.04 $2.03 52.33 32.48 S2.44
5 30.69 s1.66 s1.72 32.03 $2.04 s1.98 s1.93
1 s s1.87 $1.34 $1.33 51.32
s ” 50.82 s1.16 s1.11 s1.08 s1.11
*-""‘od7\J 30.79 50,66 so'.:s 50.72
49.9¢ Q‘.Iu//so.n 30.2) 2
49.87 .91 49.82 49.78 49.88
49.07 49.40 49.32 49,28 49.48
g 48.32 .77 4854 48.60 48,93
“wn - as.18 TRY) AT TRY) 48.20 47,96 TR
[TX Y 47.73 47,93 87.21 47.39 47.37 47.16 A7.48
o0 o7.24 A7.50 46.36 46.27 40.2¢ 46.40
43.58 Oy te——N)
12.468 42.48

VARIABLES ASSUTED TO IRFLUSNGE ACIEVENENT ACMIEVENENT

ses ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS

$0010- 1ePORTANCE ;:" atniupe || YOCABULaRT —— c&a‘:‘z‘u
ETITue. | almiveweny | recermiow | RSB0 REOMC | Tition | MATMEMATICS | (Cideveuent

$3.14
52.45
51.92

$3.21

52.28

$5.48
.87
$3.90
$3.38
$2.93
s2.58
$2.24

s1.81

51.3%

$1.02

33.2)
$3.82

~~—3).17
ﬁ—
32.66
$2.23
s1.79
$1.48
s1.16
50.79
50.42
$0.06
49.72

49.36

3.7 $6.07

34,23 34.87
$3.30 33.64
$5.00 | ImETT
$2.47 S2.44
$2.0) s2.01
$1.63 $1.63

51.19
30.86
50.50
50.11
49.72

$S.48
$4.08
$3.30
T
$2.76
$2.27
S1.88
S1.54

$1.22

30.89
50.54
50.17
49.84

49.49

| —ev™1




AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 2 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

VARIABLES ASSUMED TD IRFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMERT j
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
GRADE 4 $0210- IMPORT ANCE : ATTITUOE VOCABULARY Y
E;:?;'x'o&«snc Ok schoot | p EREEnTION Towago REAOING paetite | matHenatics [ SOMEOREE
’ 95 58.99 53,32 54.03 54,80 57.27 56.47 56.47 56.76 56.40
99 55.31 52,68 53.03 53.90 55.21 55.16 55,25 55,31 55,04
85 53.46 52,25 52,31 53.23 54 54,32 54.30 54,48 | _s4a2
a R - 3 9
80 52,46 51.84 51,86 52,82 53.40 53.60 53.65 53,70 53.56
25 51,49 51.42 52,42 52,81 53.02 53.04 53.06 52,98
70 51.16 51,06 52,03 52.23 52,51 52.53 52,46 52,46
65 50.84 50.69 51, 51.72 52,03 52,04 51.98 51.95
’ g 69 50.53 240 5w 51.27 51,57 51.56 51.53 51,52
§ 55 .17 50,23 50.11 50.97 50,82 51.16 51.11 51.08 51.11
g |so 48 49.95 "’ 49.83 | sdler— 50,37 50,79 50.66 50.65 50,72
3 —K ol o o |
E e 48.32 . 50.25 49.98 50,35 50.23 50,23 50,32
§ W 47.96 49,28 49.87 49.57 49.91 49.82 49,78 49.88
G 41.57 48.97 49.43 49.07 49.40 49.32 49,25 49.44
30 47.b/ 48.59 48.65 2 48.52 48.77 48.84 48.60 48.95
25 46‘.)75 48.18 48.33 48,39 47,94 48.17 48.20 47.9 48,31
20 46.31 47.73 47.95 47.81 47.21 41.39 47.37 47,16 47,45
15 45.84 47.24 41.50 47.00 465 3% 10— TRt %0
10 45.25 46.53 46.90 46.00 44,87 4674 44,79 44.84 45.03
5 44,40 45.43 46.04 44,63 42.94 42,41 42.37 42,46 42,48
VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVENENT ACHIEVEMERT
SES ATTITUDES ANO ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
GRADE 7 A 8 ¢ VOCABULARY SKIbLs
Econduc 'OF SCHOOL P ERCEPTION "YowARD: REAOING EXPRESSION mathenanics | SUECEIE
STATUS ACHIEVEMENT SCHOOL
95 56,67 53.14 53,21 55.48 55.38 55,23 55.27 56.07 55.45
90 53.70 52,45 52,28 54,57 53.90 53.82 54.25 54,67 56.08
85 51,92 51.70 53.90 53.03 53.17 53.50 53.64 53,30
80 51,54 51.35 53,38 52,50 52,66 53.00 52.96 52,76
75 51.21 51,04 52.95 52,09 52,23 52.47 52,44 52,27
70 50.94 50.73 52,58 .69 \mw\ 52,03 5 51,88
65 50.67 50,46 52,24 51,23 51.48 \sLAba/ 51.63 51.56
é‘ 60 50.41 %0.20 51,81 506,90 51.16 51.19 51.31 51.22
g 55 48.18 49.98 50.57 50.79 50.86 50,93 50,89
'g- 50 47,79 49.76 50.23 50.42 50.50 50,53 50,54
E 45 47.3 49,68 49.53 50,72 49.86 50,06 50,11 50,16 50,17
& a0 46,96 .45 49.30 50,30 sz | 49.72\Lwd2‘__,_.r_-——«‘?w———s‘-,iga
NPT 46,47 1 49.88 49.37 49.44 49.49
30 45.97 48,93 48.76 49.45 48.93 49.06 49.11
25 45.49 48.63 48.46 48.86 48,48 | ——eodT——1—_ 48,70
20 4s, 48.29 48.09 48.02 47.95 47.98 48,07
15 .47 47.83 47.63 46.95 47.19 47,02 47,29
10 43.82 47.21 47.24 45.82 45.88 45.3 45.95
5 42.70 46.46 46.12 43.94 42,23 43.64 43.38 42,05 42.29
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

REGION 3 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

GRADE 4

AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

GRADE 7

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
$0CI0- INPORTANCE : ATTITUDE || VOCABULARY s
ECONOMIC | OF SCHODL | pegcgprion |  TOVARD READING | gpieidhy | maTemamics | CRORNL,
95 58.99 53.32 54.03 54.80 57.27 56.47 56,47 56.76 56.40
90 55,31 52.68 53.03 53.90 55,21 55.16 55,25 55.31 55,04
85 53.46 52,25 52.31 53.23 54 " sees2 | SR | se.ee 56,26
80 52.46 51.84 51.84 52.82 " 53.40 53.60 53.65 53.70 53.56
75 51.60 51.49 51.42 53.02 53.04 53.06 52.98
70 50.88 51.16 51.04 52.51 52.53 52.46 52,44
L e 50.22 50.84 50.6)9/ 52.03 52.04 51.98 51.95
o c
5 60 49.66 50.53 50.4 /h\\_\nass\ 51.53 '!slnsz
55 49,17 50.23 sgo11 51.16 s51.11 %oy 51,11
5 50 48.6 49.95 49.83 50.79 50.66 50.65 50.72
,‘:‘ 45 48.32 49.66 49.56 50.35 50.23 50.23 50.32
g 40 47.96 49.34 49 /ﬁ\ 49.57 49.91 49.82 49.78 49.88
ST 4723 48.97 %'97 wa N .0 49.40 19.32 49.25 49.44
20 47.13 9 48 48.94 48.52 48.77 48.84 48.60 48.95
25 ters | aags T e 48.39 e 4796 4
20 | wa.n 47.95 47.81 47.21 47.39 47.37 47.16 47.45
15 45.84 47.2 47.50 47.00 46.34 46.36 46.2) 46.24 46,40
10 45.28 46.53 46.90 46.00 44.87 44,74 44.79 44.84 45.03
5 4440 45.43 46.04 44.63 42.94 42.41 42.37 42.46 42.48
VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENGE AGMIEVEMENT ACHIEVEHENT
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
$OCI0- IMPORATANCE 8 AT‘!I?!UDE VOCABULARY SBK?ElLCS
R 78 A PERCEPTION Touazo READING EXPRESSION | MATHEMATICS Acc%r:\?él}:m
55 56.67 53.14 53.21 55.48 55.38 55.23 55.27 56.07 55.45
90 53.70 52.45 52.28 54.57 53.90 53.82 56,25 54.67 54.08
8s 52.26 51.92 51.70 53.90 53.03 53.17 53.50 53.64 53.30
80 51.18 51.54 51.35 52.50 52.66 53.00 52.96 52,76
75 50.38 s1.21 51.04 5209 | AmOyr——{——S2l2 | S2.44 IO
70 50.94 50.73 27] 51.79 52,03 52.01 51.88
65 50.67 50.46 51.23 51.48 51,63 51.63 51,54
z
g feo 50.41 50.20 50.90 51.16 51.19 /Px\ 51,22
E 55 50.16 49.98 0,79 T——sacn6 | 50.93 \so‘.’w
g' 50 50.42 50.50 50,53 50,54
:-é‘l 45 50,06 soul_x//?f.‘m\'\mop
g oo %9.72 49.72 49.80 49.84
SRET 49.36 49.37 49.44 49.49
30 48.78 49.01 48.93 49.06 49.11
25 48,31 48.61 48.48 48.61 48.70
20 47.58 48.04 47.95 47.98 48.07
15 46.82 47.33 47.19 47.02 47.29
10 43.8 4.2 47.24 45.82 45.41 46.01 45.88 45.34 45.95
5 42.70 46.46 46.12 43.9 42,23 43.64 43.38 42.05 43,29




AVERAGE SCORES ON ASSESSMENT MEASURES FOR

REGION 4 SCHOOLS
CLASSIFIED INTO UPPER, MIDDLE, OR LOWER THIRDS ON

SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS

VARIABLES ASSUMED TO INFLUENCE ACHIEVEMENT ACHIEVEMENT |
SES ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
G RADE 4 s0Cio. IMPORTANCE > ATTITUDE VOCABULARY st
eoowc | oF scHooL | pe R TION TOWARD READING gEnoList 1 marhmaarics | SOMPOSER
95 58.99 - 53.32 54.03 54.80 57.27 56,47 56,47 3626 36440
0] s 52.68 53.03 55,90 sl 5516 55.25 55.31 55.04
85|  53.46 52.25 52.31 53.23 /4.14 54.32 56.30 56.48 54.24
80 52,46 51.84 51.84 52.82 53.40 53.60 53.65 53.70 53.56
7 51.60 51.49 51.42 52.42 52.81 53,02 53,04 53,06 52.98
70| so.ss 51.16 51.04 52 - \szﬁsx/—/izﬁsa\‘ P74
65 50,22 50.84 50.69 51.72 52,03 52.04 51.98 51.95
g 60 49.66 50.53 51.27 51.57 51.56 51.53 51.52
g [T TRV 50.23 50.82 51.16 51.11 51.08 51.11
§ 50 48.68 49.95 50.37 5079 50.66 50.65 50.72
; 4] 4832 49.66 49.98 50.35 50.23 50.23 50.32
g |« &, 57 49.91 49,82 49.78 49.88
& 35 4.5 48.97 49.07 \uoay 49,32 49.25 [TEYNG
30 4.3 48.52 48.77 48.84 48.60 48.95
35| w1 <s.18 47,9 48.17 48.20 47.96 48.31
0| &3 !\ 41.73 4.2 47.39 47.37 47.16 47.45
15 ase 4124 41,50 47.00 46.34 46.36 46.27 46.24 46.40
10]  4s.2s8 46.53 46.90 46.00 46.87 44,74 44.79 46.84 45.03
__s_u.u_'.l 45.43 46.04 44.63 42.96 42.41 42.37 42.46 42.48
VAFIABLES ASSUMED TO IMFLUENCE AGHIEVESENT ACHIEVEMENT
s€s ATTITUDES AND ASPIRATIONS BASIC SKILLS
GRADE 7 $9¢10- IMPORTANCE y ATTITUDE VOCABULARY LS
rdiome |0 sobol | peacerrion | 1otARD Reowe | SN | wammeanics | EREORTR
95 56'.6.77 -. 53.14 s3.2 55.48 55,38 55.23 55.27 56.07 55.45
90 $3.70 52.45 52.28 54,57 53.90 53.82 54,25 Spfl | 56.08
85 52.26 51,92 52,70 53.90 53 sasu_f—/ﬁ. o | e | 53.30
80 ] 51.18 51,54 51.35 53.00 52,96 52.76
15| so.m 51.21 51.04 52.47 52,44 52,27
70 £9.74 50.94 50.73 52.03 52.01 51.88
65 AR 50.67 50.46 : 51.63 51.54
§_ 60 48.64 50.41 50.20 51.19 \s‘.ﬁ__—_sfzz
g 55 48.18 50.16 49.98 50.86 50.93 50.89
Z Is .79 49,92 50.50 50.53 50,54
;_ 45 50.11 50.16 50.17
g 40 49.72 49.80 49.84
2 13 49.37 49.44 49.49
30 48.93 49.06 49.11
25 48.48 48.61 48.70
20 47.95 41.98 48.07
15 47.19 47.02 47.29
10 45.88 45.% 45.95
3 42.23 43.64 43.38 42.05 43,29




CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY

The purpose of this chapter is to briefly summarize the data
presented in Chapters IV and V. This chapter should be read after
examining the limits and cautions discussed in Chapter I. A
summarized response to the questions concerned with composite

achievement is presented first and then a response to socioeconomic

Rt CE T PR S AT U UNE P YECSCLE e M R Ure PR PRl

status questions 1s presented.

[

Composite Achievement

l-a DO SCHOOL DISTRICTS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR !
LOWER) THIRD OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN DISTRICTS ON COMPOSITE i
ACHIEVEMENT ALSO SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR {

{
!

RELATIVELY LOW) ON CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

l-b DO SCHOOLS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER) THIRD
OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN SCHOOLS ON COMPOSITE ACHIEVEMENT ALSO
SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW) ON
CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

In general and on the average, the answer was yes to both of these
questions. Furthermore, the answer was generally yes at both the

fourth and seventh grade levels and for both the district level and

the school level data. Those districts and schools that scored in the

upper third of a ranking of the State's districts on composite achievement

showed a clear tendency to score relatively high on other measures also.
Those districts and schools that scored in the middle and lower thirds

on composite achievement generally scored in the middle and lower thirds

on the other assessment measures. However, it should be noted that the
relationships were less pronounced for these thirds than for the upper

third.
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Socioeconomic Status

2-a DO SCHOOL DISTRICTS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER)
THIRD OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN DISTRICTS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS
ALSO SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW)
ON CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

2-b DO SCHOOLS THAT SCORE IN THE UPPER (OR MIDDLE, OR LOWER) THIRD
OF A RANKING OF MICHIGAN SCHOOLS ON SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS ALSO
SCORE RELATIVELY HIGH (OR IN THE MIDDLE, OR RELATIVELY LOW) ON
CERTAIN OTHER ASSESSMENT MEASURES?

As stated above, in general and on the average, the answer was yes to
both of these questions. Furthermore, the answer was generally yes at both
the fourth and seventh grade levels and for both the district level and
the school level data. Those districts and schools that scored in the

upper third of a ranking of the State's districts on socioeconomic status

showed a clear tendency to score relatively high on other measures also.
Those districts and schools that scored in the middle and lower thirds

on socioeconomic status generally scored in the middle and lower thirds

on the other assessment measures. However, it should be noted that the
relationships were less pronounced for these thirds than for the upper

third.

Regional Tables
H

The regional tables can be interpreted in the same manner as the
tables for the state as a whole. A perusal of the regional tables in-
dicates that they would also yield a generally affirmative answer to
the above questions. Because the regional tables d¢ not produce addi-
ti;mal useful information, tables classified according to regioms will

novt be used in' the future.
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REGION AND COMMUNITY TYPE CATEGORIES

Region | - Wayne, Oakland and Macomb Counties. :
2 - All counties in Southern Michigan that’are south of and including Muskegon,

Kent, Montcalm, Gratiot, Midland and Bay counties. This excludes Region I.
3- All counties that are north of the above mentioned line and that are in the

Lower Peninsula,

4 - All counties that are in the Upper Peninsula.
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a population of 50,000 or more which serve as the sengin_ pave reovrest

Type | - Metropolitan Core: One or more adjacent cities with
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economic focal point of their environs,

It - City: Community of 10,000 to 50,000 that serves as

G0 mmaw noco

the economic focal point of its environs.

iti - Town: Community of 2,500 to 10,000 that serves as

wylOn
the economic focal point of its environs,
IV - Urban Fringe: A community of any population size
that has as its economic focal point a metropolitan o
core or a city. A
V - Rural Community: A community less than 2,500. o
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