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« Why? How?
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Accountability for a Quality Education System, Today and Tomorrow

We've gone beyond measuring against standard requirements to create a nexi-generation

accountability system that supports and rewards continuous improvement for every child,
school, and educator.
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The result is an innovative approach that views each student holisticaily, classifies all
schools into four performance levels, and provides opportunities for every Nebraskan to
getinvolved.
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o AQUESTT Tenets

— extend beyond traditional accountability
measures

o AQUESTT Measures

— designed around a formal logic model of inputs,
activities, outputs and outcomes

« AQUESTT School Profile

— tenet-related indicators will provide diagnostic
information for a more holistic view of schools
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School/District Classification Levels

4 = EXCELLENT

3 = GREAT

1 = NEEDS IMPROVEMENT




Data Collection and Use

BROADER.

e Data Collections

« Existing data collections and
 Evidence-based analysis

e Data Use

— Classification Prototype/Raw Classification
e Based solely on outcomes
e Foundation for the AQUESTT Final Classification

— Final Classification

» Based on outcome indicators PLUS additional
iIndicators

* Inform accreditation and accountability
requirements




N1 e Evidence-based Analysis

As part of the clssification process all schools will be asked to complete an evidence-
based analysis. The analysis items are aligned to accreditation requirements (Rule 10)
and continuous improvement processes.

Evidence-based Analysis
Needs

Improvement Good Great Excellent

School does not have a School has written School has fully School has written, and

Prog ram In Need written curriculum that curriculum aligned to developed written aligned both vertically
Of Su ort? isaligned Nebraska ELA, Math, curriculum and aligned  and horizontally to
pp ' 9 Science and SS to Nebraska Nebraska
Standards
Based L o O O
. i

Curriculum

. . School has
u School has no school- 5Ch°f" is developing implemented an School is implementing
and in the process of instructional framework

wide instructional afullyaligned

for Nebraska framework in place adopting school-wide that is aligned with instructional framework
framework Nebraska

Instructional
perctional ] g/ O @ O O

School has articulated

School has a basic i School has articulated a X
X School has outlined . and fully implemented
program but written researched based comprehensive scope of 5
curriculum or scope of  curriculum and scope of ~ services and started comprehensive scope of
. N P - ! services and started
services services implementation.

implementation.
Results of the evidence- ELL O O O @
based analysis will also

be included to help

School personnel rarely School personnel use School personnel use Allschool personnel
. ) . X data to design, > systematically use data to
identify schools most in usedatato designand  jmplement, and data to design, design, implement, and
implement Continuous &1 ate continuous implement and evaluate . S
X evaluate continuous
need of support. Improvementplans jmporovement plans  Studentimprovement o

Data for

Continuous o o o o

Improvement
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Connections to
Accreditation
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Evidence-based Analysis

Beginning in Fall 2015

Aligned with Rule 10 requirements and AQUESTT tenets
Schools can identify areas where they need support
Completed in conjunction with Rule 10 Assurance Form
(Due November 1, 2015)

Q0O ® O

College & Assessment Educator Positive Transitions Educational

R=

Career Ready Effectiveness Partnerships, Opportunities
Relationships & & Access
Student
\ Success

|

Systems of Support
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Classification Implementation Plan

« Classification Prototype (2013-2014 data)
— Performance Outcomes (e.qg., NeSA Results, Grad Rate)

— Results released to schools with communication about
upcoming Evidence-based Analysis

 Raw Classification (2014-2015 data)

— Performance Outcomes (e.qg., NeSA Results, Grad Rate)

— Evidence-based Analysis
« Coincide with/eventually replace Rule 10 assurance process

« Other data collections will be reviewed as part of ongoing
data collection improvements

« Final Classification (2014-2015 data)

— Performance Outcomes (e.qg., NeSA Results, Grad Rate)

— Additional indicators from Evidence-based Analysis and
current data collections
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INPUTS ACTVITIES/OUTPUTS OUTCOMES

Classification
Continuous Performance PROTOTYPE

Characteristics Improvement Outcomes (2013-2014 Data)
Indicators NeSA Results,

Graduation Rate
8/2015

RAW Classification
(2014-2015 NeSA Results, Graduation Rate)

10/2015 — NO PUBLIC RELEASE

FINAL Classification

Evidence-based Analysis (2014-2015 NeSA Results, Graduation Rate,

(For ALL Schools Beginning in 2015) —> Additional Outcome Indicators from the
Evidence-based Analysis and existing data
collections)
12/2015 -PUBLIC RELEASE

School Profile
(For ALL Schools Beginning in 2015)

Priority
School

Characteristics ) .
Designation

Evidence-based Analysis Results
Performance Outcomes
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SAMPLE Concept

Good

Sunshine Middle School

Ultra Violet Public Schools, 456 X Way, Solar Flare, NE

A

for Nebraska

UESTT

Profile

Positive Partnerships

The school district partners with
community and organizations
in the area. No documented
process is in place and
administration is unable fo
articulate the process to
communicate

with stakeholders.

Relationships
& Student
Success

Transitions <

Explanation of why the
ranking was given here.

w
)
. . w
Highly Mobile Rate

No Program in Place v
Not Aware of Data v
No Plan for

Implementation 2

Educational
Opportunities
& Access

Educational Opportunities

The school does not offer
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/
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College and Career Ready

College and Career Ready
programs of study are offered
by the school district.

)
= &
/ 7
[ collegea
| Career Ready |
\ / -
S
4 z\
o Assessment
Assessment Status
> Score on NeSA
Assessment rd
* Growth
C * |mprovement
+ Participation
r~ + Graduation Rate

Educator
E"“""'e"ey Educator Effectiveness
= Teacher/Principal Evaluation
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AQUESTT Support and Intervention Processes

Profiles are created for each school. Data from the
classification and evidence-based analysis help
Inform the selection of the three Priority Schools.
Profiles are designed to be diagnostic and support
continuous improvement for ALL schools.

Good

Sunshine Middle School

Ultra Violet Public Schools, 456 X Way, Solar Flare,

AQUESTT

Profile

Great AQuesTT
Profile

Sky’s The L|m|t ngh School

Cloud Public Schoo ue Court, Cirr

e | @ Excellent

SEmstgzm Elementary School
blic Schools, Eas astM St. Sq, Relativity, NE

AQUESTT

Profile
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Priority School Designation

* Priority School Designation will identify the three
schools “most in need of assistance to improve.”

« Designation process is informed by AQUESTT
Classification (i.e., inputs, activities, outputs,
outcomes and Evidence-based Analysis data).

e Priority School recommendations will be made at
the December 2015 State Board meeting.



Classification/Designation Timeline

#ﬁsm UESTT Classification Prototype — August 2015

Raw Classification — October 2015
AQUESTT Evidence-based Analysis — November 2015

Final Classification — December 2015
Broader.
School Profiles - December 2015
Priority School Designation — December 2015
Bolder. / J

Intervention/Assistance Teams - January 2016
Systems of Support - Ongoing
Research and Evaluation — Ongoing

Continuous Improvement Process - Ongoin
Better. P HOIS
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