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As requested by the Board, Monitoring Report 1.1 was presented over a three month period, 
October-December 2017.  National, State, and Local Measures were presented and discussed.  
Now that the entire report has been presented the Board is being asked to accept Monitoring 
Report 1.1. 
 
Certification 

I hereby present my Monitoring Report on Ends Policy 1.1 in accordance with the monitoring 
schedule established by the Board.  I certify that the information provided in this report is true as 
of January 1, 2018. 
 
 
 
______________________________________  ________________________ 
  Signature      Date 
 
Note: The Board has scheduled further discussion on this Policy during its February retreat.  
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1.1 POLICY LANGUAGE 

Students demonstrate a mastery level of core curriculum standards greater than in prior years and 
in comparable communities. 
 
*This ends statement was revised by the Board on 5/22/2017. 
 

 

Interpretation 

I provide definitions below to interpret the following terms in the ends policy: 

Core Curriculum is interpreted to mean the K-12 curriculum utilized by Portage Public Schools.  
It is aligned with the Michigan Department of Education learning standards.   

Core Curriculum Standards is interpreted to mean the standards and learning targets in the 
publicly available results from student assessments; Michigan Test of Educational Progress (M-
STEP grades 3-8, 11), and the SAT (grade 11).  I also include two essential, but private interim 
progress assessments; DIBELS (K-5), and PSAT 8/9 and PSAT 10 (9, 10).   

Comparable Communities is interpreted to mean a select group of seven school communities 
throughout the state that have similar demographic and resource characteristics. In determining the 
seven districts, four data sources were used. MiSchoolData was utilized to filter for similar 
districts using the criteria of enrollment, socioeconomic indicators, special education services, and 
race distribution.  Bulletin 1014 was used to identify district revenue and expenditure data.  The 
Michigan Senate Fiscal Agency provided the foundation allowance data.  Finally, US Census 
information was referenced to provide a measure of median household income and community 
population.  From this list of approximately 20 districts, selected districts were removed when a 
single factor or multiple factors set them apart from Portage Public Schools in an essential fashion.  
For example, a district that received $12000 per student on the foundation allowance was removed 
from the list.   

Greater than in Prior years is interpreted to mean that Portage Public Schools students are 
advancing in proficiency at a rate greater than in prior years.  “Met Expectations” means that our 
current year results are equal to or above the prior three year average for non-cohort data.  Where 
available, cohort data is used to provide the clearest picture of student growth. 

Greater than in Comparable Communities is interpreted to mean, “Met Expectations” means that 
we are in the top three schools (top two schools within the African American/Black group due to 
the number of schools with available data) when ranked with comparable communities for 
available information.  “Partially Met Expectations” means that we have at least one or more 
markers within that category, but not all.   
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Report  

This year Monitoring Report 1.1 was divided up and presented in three separate reports, National, 
State, and Local.  Each report section focused on the assessments being administered at that level. 
 
Our curriculum alignment with State Standards is an on-going process. Curriculum Committees, 
whether grade-level based or subject area-based, meet throughout the year to address a wide 
variety of curricular issues, including alignment.   
 
We use local, state and national level assessments to track student mastery for reporting purposes.  
During the 2016-2017 school year, the State of Michigan continued to make adjustments to the 
delivery and testing expectations regarding the M-STEP.  These changes were minimal and allow 
us to use the 2016 year as our baseline year.   
 

National Measures:  The SAT and PSAT assessments 

Michigan has required the ACT since 2007 and in 2016 Michigan shifted to the SAT.  The SAT 
tests students’ knowledge of reading, writing and math — subjects that are taught every day in 
high school classrooms in Michigan.1   
 
The SAT and the PSAT were redesigned for the 2015-2016 school year.  This includes a vertically 
aligned longitudinal assessment system similar in nature to the ACT Aspire series. The College 
Board has partnered with the Khan Academy to connect PSAT results to individualized learning 
plans for all students.   

In 2016, the SAT replaced the 11th grade Mathematics and English Language Arts components of 
the M-STEP.  This reduced testing time for high school juniors.  The 2016 testing year establishes 
our baseline data on the SAT. 

In 2017, the redesigned SAT continues to be used for MME Mathematics and ELA components at 
the 11th grade. 

ACT continues to provide its WorkKeys assessment for all high school students, and this 
assessment is still a part of the Michigan Merit Exam.2 

We are using the spring 2017 SAT data to inform and evaluate our instructional practices.  The 
spring 2016 assessments established our baseline and allow us to target and evaluate student 
performance in subsequent years.   

Our intent is to present trend data after we obtain at least four years of performance, allowing us to 
have at least three data points prior to identifying any trends in performance. 

  

                                                           
1 College Board website and MDE website and publications. 
2 MDE website and publications. 
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PSAT 

In the spring 2017, all 9th and 10th graders took the PSAT 8/9 and PSAT 10, respectively.  2016 
was the first year of testing at 9th and 10th grades; the high school PSAT data will not be used for 
accountability until the 2018-2019 school year.   

Michigan is moving to using the PSAT 8/9 as a part of the 8th grade MSTEP assessment, 
replacing the mathematics and ELA components.  Our 8th grade students will be taking the 
assessment in the spring of 2018 but the state has not released a date for making this assessment 
mandatory.  
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Conclusion for National Measures 

For All Student SAT measures: 
 Looking at our previous year’s performance, our average remained at our performance 

level (1093 last year and 1091 this year) and our percent college ready was the same on 
EBRW and was within 1% for Mathematics (54% last year and 53% this year). But lacking 
a three-year average, we are unable to determine whether expectations have been met.  

 We have partially met expectations by being in the top three on 2 of 3 measures: Evidenced 
Based Reading and Writing Percent College Ready, and Average Total Score.  We are not 
in the top three in our Mathematics Percent College Ready. 
 

For our Economically Disadvantaged students on SAT measures: 
 We maintained our Economically Disadvantaged overall average by remaining within a 

point on our average score (973 last year and 972 this year).  Our percentage college ready 
for EBRW was within a percent (59% last year and 58% this year) and was the same for 
Mathematics (25%). Lacking a three-year average, we are unable to determine whether 
expectations have been met. 

 We did not meet expectations by not being in the top three for our Economically 
Disadvantaged students.   
 

For our African-American/Black students on SAT measures: 
 We declined on our African-American/Black overall average (967 last year to 927 this 

year) with a cohort of 26 students.  Our percentage college has a decline (46% last year to 
39% this year) and was similar for Mathematics (35% last year to 23% this year). Lacking 
a three-year average, we are unable to determine whether expectations have been met. 

 We have partially met expectations by being in the top two in 2 of 3 measures: 
Mathematics Percent College Ready and Average Total Score; but not in Evidenced Based 
Reading and Writing Percent College Ready. 
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State Measures: The M-STEP Assessment  

In June 2014, the Michigan Legislature required the Michigan Department of Education (MDE) to 
develop a new test for spring 2015. The new assessment system is called the Michigan Student Test 
of Educational Progress, or M-STEP. The M-STEP meets all of the requirements put into law by the 
legislature. 
 
We are using our Spring 2016 M-STEP results as our baseline. We still use grades 5,8, and 11 as our 
key measures of student progress on the M-STEP. These data are used within our MTSS teams and 
our department and grade teams to adjust curriculum and instruction. 
 
According to MDE, the M-STEP test will remain for the foreseeable future and at the 8th grade level 
the M-STEP Math and ELA assessments will be replaced by the PSAT 8/9 Assessment in 2019. 
 
Our 5th, 8th, and 11th grade students have been piloting the M-STEP science assessment in preparation 
for full implementation and school accountability in 2020.  The science items are aligned with the 
Michigan Science Standards.   
 
To identify our growth, we are focusing on the Student Growth Percentile (SGP) for our student 
groups and sub-groups. Student Growth Percentiles are a growth measure (they look at the 
change in student achievement over two different assessments.) Student Growth Percentiles are 
defined by the growth that comparable scoring students achieved after the first assessment was 
completed.3  We consider 50th percentile as median growth for a year of instruction.  We using 
the percentage of students scoring 40th percentile or higher as demonstrating adequate growth as 
referenced by the MDE in the Michigan School Scorecard Guide.4 
 
  

                                                           
3 https://www.michigan.gov/documents/mde/Student_Growth_Percentiles_475671_7.pdf 
4 http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mde/2016_Michigan_School_Scorecard_Guide_538413_7.pdf 
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Conclusion for State Measures 

On M-STEP 5th Grade English Language Arts:  
 Our overall percent proficient went from 69% to 72%.  We also had a 6% increase in our 

percent of students showing average or higher growth proficiency. We identify this as 
met expectations compared to prior years.  We met expectations relative to our 
comparable communities as we ranked 3rd in percent proficiency. 

 Our Economically Disadvantaged (ED) percent proficient went from 40% to 52%.  We 
also had a 15% increase in our percent of ED students showing average or higher growth 
proficiency.  We identify this as met expectations compared to prior years.  We met 

expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 3rd in percent 
proficiency for ED students. 

 Our Black / African American percent proficient went from 26% to 53%.  We also had a 
10% increase in our percent of Black / African American students showing average or 
higher growth proficiency.  We identify this as met expectations compared to prior years.  
We met expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 1st in percent 
proficiency for Black / African American students. 
 

 
On M-STEP 5th Grade Mathematics:  

 Our overall percent proficient went from 34% to 23%, a decrease of 11%.  Although, we 
did have a 1% increase in our percent of students showing average or higher growth 
proficiency. We identify this as partially meeting expectations compared to prior years. 
We met expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 3rd in percent 
proficiency.  

 Our Economically Disadvantaged (ED) percent proficient went from 23% to 34%.  We 
also had a 14% increase in our percent of ED students showing average or higher growth 



Monitoring Report 
Page -17- 

Policy Type: Ends 

Policy Title: Ends Policy 1.1 
   

 

proficiency.  We identify this as met expectations compared to prior years.  We met 

expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 3rd in percent 
proficiency for ED students. 

 Our Black / African American percent proficient went from 6% to 29%.  We also had a 
22% increase in our percent of Black / African American students showing average or 
higher growth proficiency.  We identify this as met expectations compared to prior years.  
We met expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 2nd in percent 
proficiency for Black / African American students. 

 
On M-STEP 8th Grade English Language Arts:  

 Our overall percent proficient went from 42% to 62%.  But we had a 6% decrease in our 
percent of students showing average or higher growth proficiency. We identify this as 
partially meeting expectations compared to prior years.  We did not meet expectations 
relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 5rd in percent proficiency. 

 Our Economically Disadvantaged (ED) percent proficient went from 42% to 35%.  We 
also had a 1% decrease in our percent of ED students showing average or higher growth 
proficiency.  We identify this as did not meet expectations compared to prior years.  We 
did not meet expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 5th in 
percent proficiency for ED students. 

 Our Black / African American percent proficient went from 38% to 32%.  We also had an 
11% decrease in our percent of Black / African American students showing average or 
higher growth proficiency.  We identify this as did not meet expectations compared to 
prior years.  We did not meet expectations relative to our comparable communities as we 
ranked 4th in percent proficiency for Black / African American students. 

 
On M-STEP 8th Grade Mathematics:  

 Our overall percent proficient went from 57% to 50%, a decrease of 7%.  We also had a 
5% decrease in our percent of students showing average or higher growth proficiency. 
We identify this as did not meet expectations relative to prior years. We did not meet 

expectations relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 4th in percent 
proficiency.  

 Our Economically Disadvantaged (ED) percent proficient went from 29% to 21%.  We 
also had a 8% decrease in our percent of ED students showing average or higher growth 
proficiency.  We identify this as did not meet expectations.  We did not meet expectations 
relative to our comparable communities as we ranked 4th in percent proficiency for ED 
students. 

 Our Black / African American percent proficient went from 33% to 14%.  But, we had a 
9% increase in our percent of Black / African American students showing average or 
higher growth proficiency.  We identify this as partially met expectations compared to 
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prior years.  We did not meet expectations relative to our comparable communities as we 
ranked 4th in percent proficiency for Black / African American students. 

 
Overall, we have identified measures that allow us to look at cohort information compared to 
prior year performance and we have also identified that variances in cohorts impact the overall 
outcome of the met/partially met/did not meet evaluation of performance.  These indicators still 
provide us a reference point for continuing our work to help all students achieve their potential.  
All principals and educators have reviewed M-STEP information and we continue to use it as a 
district to identify ways to improve our student performance. 
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Local Measures: DIBELS  

DIBELS (Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early Literacy Skills) were developed to be economical and 
efficient indicators of a student's progress toward achieving a general outcome. 
 
DIBELS Next assesses the 5 Basic Early Literacy Skills of Phonemic Awareness, Alphabetic 
Principle and Phonics, Vocabulary, Oral Reading Fluency, and Comprehension that students need 
in order to become successful readers.5 These skills are predictive of reading acquisition and later 
reading achievement.  The early identification and intervention can prevent reading difficulties for 
many students. We can teach these skills and they improve outcomes for students when they are 
taught. DIBELS Next provides benchmark goals that are empirically derived, criterion referenced-
target scores.  The benchmark goals are derived based on longitudinal research examining how a 
score on a measure at a point in time predicts later reading outcomes.  
 
DIBELS Next currently serves as our required kindergarten through second grade literacy 
screener, as allowed by MDE.  This allows us to not use the MDE K-2 early literacy and numeracy 
screener. When the Third Grade Reading Law was established the Michigan Department of 
Education was required to define what the appropriate tools to conduct literacy screening are. 
DIBELS Next is one of the approved tools. 6  We are also required to have a second tool for more 
extensive assessment of students well below benchmark.  We use the approved tool, DIBELS 
Deep to gain further insight on those students and their literacy need.7 
 
We continue our protocol of screening all our students three times a year, and progress monitoring 
students who require it on a more frequent basis. 
  
DIBELS continues to be used as our primary analysis tool for literacy intervention throughout our 
elementary buildings.  Like other internal screeners, DIBELS data isn’t publicly available for 
analysis. 
 
We have included 5 years of overall DIBELS Next data and three years of cohort DIBELS Next 
data for the classes of 2023 through 2025. 

                                                           
5 https://dibels.org/dibelsnext.html 
6 http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mde/17-18_Initial_Assessment_List_560866_7.pdf 
7 http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mde/17-18_Extensive_Assessment_List_560867_7.pdf 
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Conclusion for Local Measures 

Our overall DIBELS measures reflect 78% of students being identified as “At Benchmark” this has 
been consistent over the past three years, haven risen six percent from the 2012-2013 school year.  
Prior to that school year and in subsequent years we have be using our district data review process 
and strong MTSS processes. We believe that our sustained growth in DIBELS assessment has been 
the result of this work and the application of meeting students’ needs in a systemic way. 
 
The data for our critical third grade reading goal looks at three cohorts of students, the classes of 
2023, 2024, and 2025.  We can derive that when students are consistently with us, we have around 
10-15 (2-3%) more that are at benchmark than for students who arrive from other school districts 
or situations.  We know that when we have these students, we are able to improve their overall 
reading ability. 
 
The cohort data indicates that we have a need to identify and support the systems in place to ensure 
that we improve our systems.  We have approximately 5 to 10 (1-2%) students in each cohort that 
are no longer performing at grade level benchmark between second and fourth grade. We review 
and analyze this data in the MTSS department and at our District Data Review.  We will look at 
this data to identify particular students who are no longer performing at benchmark and how our 
systems can be adjusted to change the current trend. 
 
Our goal still remains to have zero students who require retention when the effect of the law is 
established in 2020.  The MDE has not specifically identified how it will identify those students 
from the M-STEP data, nor has it offered a sample set of potential retained students using existing 
M-STEP data. 
 
By the definition of greater than in prior years.  We have only met that standard in the cohort of 
2023, moving 1% more students to benchmark.  We have not met that standard in the overall 
DIBELS at benchmark score for the district, but we are consistently at 78%. 
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Summary Dashboard for Prior Years 

Improving over Prior Years Summary – 2017 

 All Students Economic Disadvantaged African-American / Black 

M-STEP 5th ELA   

M-STEP 5th Math –  

M-STEP 8th ELA –  

M-STEP 8th Math   –
 

DIBELS Overall 

Cohort Class 2023 

Cohort Class 2024 

Cohort Class 2025 

 
 
Summary Dashboard for Comparator Communities 

Comparator Communities Summary – 2016 & 2017 

 
All Students 

(Meets: Top Three) 
Economic Disadvantaged 

(Meets: Top Three) 
African-American / Black 

(Meets: Top Two) 

M-STEP 5th ELA   

M-STEP 5th Math   

M-STEP 8th ELA   

M-STEP 8th Math   

SAT EBRW   

SAT Math   

SAT – Total Average   

1. Meets expectations is defined as ranking in the top three or top two (depending on category) in regards to our comparator 
communities. 
2. All references are to the 2017 M-STEP and SAT assessments 

 
 


