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About this Report

The 12th annual edition diducation WeeR Quality Countgontinues the cradiéo-OF NS SNJ FNI YSG2N] f | dz
report. But it also reintroduces some of the categories in which we have graded states in the past, though some of th
indicators and the grading have changebhe cradlgo-career perspective emphasizes the connections betweet? K
education and other systems with which it intersects: preschool education, other social and economic institutions, amd furthe
education and training.

To emphasize this approadhge Editorial Projects in Education Research Center last year created two nevpatidemance
measures: the Chander-Success Index and thelR Achievement Index. These indicators, respectively, capture key learning
foundations and outcomes atvarioasii  3Sa Ay I LISNER2yQa fAFS FyR G(GKS LISNF?2
that heightened attention to outcomes, the 2007 editiof Quality Counteexamined a series of policies that states could
pursue to better align public education fropneschool to postsecondary education and into the workplace.

Even as we introduced those new measures last year, we put two of our traditional policy categories on hold: school finant
and efforts to strengthen the teaching profession. We spent the pastr revising those indicators to ensure the report
NEFtSOGa GKS FAStRQa o0Sad YR Y2a0d OdaNNByid UGKAY | Ayte . 2
special theme oQuality Counts 2008.

Most of the 50state indicators tht appear inQuality Countsre based on original data analyses and stievey data from

the EPEResearch Center. But we also draw on published information from a number of outside organiztiality. Counts

has always evolved over time, adding andtsacting indicators to better capture the most important and timely movements
Ay aildS SRdOFGA2Yy LRtAOED {2 GKS NBLRNIQA fSGGSNI NI R
salient forQuality Counts 20Q&jiven the many @mnges in the report since 2006, the last time we graded states.

States were awarded overall letter grades based on their ratings across six areas of performance and policorehance
success; H2 achievement; standards, assessments, and accountability; transitions and alignment; the teaching professiol
and school fiance. Some states performed consistently well or poorly across the full range of categories. But a close
examination of the rankings reveals that most states posted a strong showing in at least one area. This suggests that wt
broad evaluations of stat performance can be useful, a more thorough reading of the results presented in this State
HighlightsReport will provide a more nuanced perspective on the educational condition of the nation and of individual states.

Editorial Projects iftducation Research Center

January 208

About Editorial Projects in Education

Editorial Projects in Education (EPE)is a nonprofit, taxexempt organization based in Bethesda, Ntd primary mission is
to help raise the level of awareness and understanding among professionals and the public of important issues in Amexatiam.&tRE
covess local, state, national, and international news and issues from preschool through the 1&1k. dEditorial Projects in Education In
publishesEducation Week ! YSNA OF Qa y Sgalld LISNI 2T NEatherNRgaAngeldedkINBaDd thef AGehtik:2(
employment resourcelt also producs periodic special reports on issues rangingm technology to textbooks, as well as books of spec
interest to educators.

The EPE Research Center conducts annual policy surveys, collects data, and performs analyses that appeaQuoétlig Counts,
Technology Countand Diplomas Counannualreports. The center also produces independent research reports, contributes original dat:
analysis to special coverageBducation Weeknd edweek.org, and maintains the Education Counts and EdWeek Maps online data reso!

Covemphotographs by Sara D. Davis for Education Week
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QUALITY COUNTS 2008 GRADING SUMMARY

How did the
OVERALL GRADE Minnesota e didive
s A G Ao AN | score?
! aul isSQa 20SNX tt 3INI
scores for the six graded categories.
Chance for success B+ C+
. K-12 achievement C D+
Minnesota: C | fteecnevement & br
Standards, assessments, C B
and accountability
Nation: C - _
Transitions and alignment C- C
Online extra The teaching profession D+ C
Calculate your owQuality Counts (|
grades at _
www.edweek.org/go/qc08/calculator School finance C+ C+

This table reports the detailed scoring behind the grades for the six maj

topicsexamined inQuality CountsScores for those major categoriese
the average of the respective subcategosgores

u.s. u.s.
Minnesota Average Minnesota  Average
Chance for success Transitions and alignment
Early foundations 93.7 81.4 Earlychildhood education 80.0 78.6
School years 82.5 74.8 College readiness 700 584
Adult outcomes 88.0 81.6 Economy and workforce 62.5 85.3
K-12 achievement The teaching profession
Status 77.9 62.4 Accountability for quality 68.8 729
Change 70.2 71.5 Incentives and allocation 64.7 73.0
Equity 75.0 77.9 Building and supporting capacity 67.6 732
Standards, assessments,
and accountability School finance
Standards 76.3 81.6  Equity 88.2 84.9
Assessments 81.7 83.9  Spending 69.2 70.3
School accountability 70.0 85.3

Grading CurveA (93100), A (90-92), B+ (8789), B (8386), B (80-82), C+ (7779), C (7&6), G (70-72), D+ (6%9), D (6366), D (60-62), F (6569)
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CHANCE FOR SUCCESS

The Chance-for-Success Index

To better understand the part thaeducation plays over a lifetime, the Editorial Projects in Education Research Center has
developed the Chanefor-Success Index. Based on an original stgtstate analysis, this index combines information from 13
AYRAOIG2NER GKI ( fondlcrddlieltoytardey Thé Chanmi8udcesa framewdriSallows states to identify strong and
Sl fTAYyla Ay Ala NBxh&rSyyidakir@ectBrirfdad ehildhadythrdughtadufhSod. M@rdzmpo&antly, the
index also provides inforation that could be used to target the efforts of public education systems in ways that better serve
students of all ages.

State Success Indicators

Minnesota National
State Average Rank Averag

Family income

Children fronfamilies with incomes at least 200% of poverty level (2006)
Parent education

Children with at least one parent with a postsecondary degree (2006)
Parental employment 76.6 11 71.8

Children with at least one parent working full time and yeaund (2006)
Linguistic integration

71.0% 6 60.1%

55.9 5 43.3

Children whose parents are fluent English speakers (2006) 91.7 25 84.3
Preschool enrollment
Three and4-yearolds enrolled in preschool (2006) 40.7 35 46.1
Kindergarten enrollment 735 39 75.7
Eligible children enrolled in kindergarten programs (2006)
Elementary reading 36.9 9 31.7
Fourth grade public school students proficient on NAEP (2007)
Middle school mathematics 431 ) 31.0
Eighth grade public school students proficient on NAEP (2007)
High school graduation 78.7 8 69.9

Public high school students who graduate with a diploma (class of 2004)

Postsecondary participation 506 10 51.8

Young adults enrolled in postsecondary or with a degree (2006)

Adult educational attainment

Adults with a twe or four-year postsecondary degree (2006)
Annual income

Adults with incomes at or aboveational median (2006) 55.0 10 50.1
Steady employment 67.2 40 68.2

Adults in labor force working full time and yeaund (2006)

43.9 7 37.2

SCORE 87.2 7 78.4
GRADE B+ C+
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Providing Opportunities for Success

The Chancéor-Success Index captures timportance of education in a person's lifetime from cradle to career. Its 13
individual indicators span a variety of factors, including preparation in early childhood, the performance of the publis, sc
and educational and economic outcomes in adultio®he states are graded using a "bistlass$ rubric, where a score of
100points on the index would mean that a state ranked first in the nation on each and every indicator. State scores rar
from 94.1 (Massachusetts, with an A) to 67.7 (Mississigifh, a Dplus). Further examination shows that while early
foundations and adult outcomes contribute to the index, formal education (the schooling years) proves to be the driving
behind the state rankings.
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