Le « Report card »

Les bulletins de performance sont-ils
Un concurrent ou un complement a
I'evaluation de programme?

20 10 2002 Ghislain Arbour, ENAP.




Deroulement de la presentation

* Introduction

& Definition

*:Fonctions

#* Un modele ideal?

= EdP et bulletins de performance
& Conclusion
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Introduction

= Phenomene de fond
= Gestion par resultats
= llransformations institutionnelles

= Imputabilite, reddition de compte
= LAP

#:LLes bulletins: une reponse
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Intreduction (suite)

* Implantation aux USA et ailleurs:
Feducation
= 36 DOE en 1998-1999
= 45 DOE en 2001-2002 + initiatives privees

= 4 provinces canadiennes (C.-B., Alb., Ont.,
Que.)
=« Royaume-Uni, France
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Intreduction (suite)

& Chez nous:

= Municipalites et universites avec Maclean’s
= Arrivee des bulletins de sante des hopitaux
= [roisieme edition du bulletin des ecoles
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Definition

= Rapport systematique destine au public
sur la performance d'organisations
publigues et remplissant le plus souvent
une fonction de transparence ou
d'imputabilite.

+ EdP? GPR? Tableau de bord?
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Academy International
Elementary School

Letter Grade:

Grade Level(s):

District:
Address:

Comments:

™ Mew Search

A+

Elementary Level
Grades K, 1,2,3,4 5

Academy 20
g5a0 Charity

=e wour broveser's
'Badk buttan to wiew

zearch results

Colorado Springs, CO 80920

(F19) 282-3402
Mo Corrrnents Avallable

EXPLANATION OF THIS LETTER GRADE

acares are reported in percentiles. Percentiles are not percentages. For example,
a score of the B5th percentile means students scared higher than B2 percent of the
students across the nation whao took the test. The &0th percentile is the national
average. Here is how this school scored:
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Grade 5 Percentile Ranks

Reading Language M=ath
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Baszed on the testing results above, we have assigned the abaove grade to this schoal,
The grade of C means a school's group pedormance is average compared to the rest
of the nation. The grades A and B are above average and D and F are below average.

It 15 helpful to know how this school compares with other schools in the district.
Fravided in the chart below 15 the number of schools in the district recewing a

particular grade.

District: Academy 20

Grade

Elermertary

Middles Junior

Senior High

B B a 1
o 0 1 0
O a a 0
F a a I

STUDENT MOBILITY RATE
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Standards in Actien

Accreditation

Educator Licensing

School/District Statistics

State Library

Language Acquisition
State & Federal Grants

Family/Adult Literacy/GED
Laws & Regulations

Automated Data Exchange

CDE Staff Listing

.Y

IR s e* 8 ¢

Fupil Membership...
1999 Pupil Membership

2000 Pupil Membership
2001 Pupil Membership

Graduatiun Etatistics...

.......................................

Class of El]I]l]
Class of 2001

Cropout Statistics...
1998-1999 School Year

19992000 School Year
2000-2001 School Year

Suspension/Expulsion Statistics...
1998-1999 Suspensions and Expulsions

19992000 Suspensions and Expulsions

SchoolDistrict Staff Statistics. .
Average Teacher Salaries

Fall 1999 Staff Data
Fall 2000 Staff Data

Statewide General

Statewide Education Facts 2000
Statewide Education Facts 1999
Statewide Education Facts 1998
Statewide Education Facts 1997
Statewide Education Facts 1996

Schools, Districts & BOCES on the Weh
Education and Library Directory
Districts by Size, Setting, Year Round
Schools
2001 Hon-Public Schools Directory
Mailing Labels Request Form
Definitions of Terms

MEW CDE Data Requests
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Recherche d'un Lycée d'Enseignement Géneéral et Technologique

saisizser dans le formulare ci-dessous le oules Elément(s) permettant de localiser le oules Iycéeis) dont wous
souhatter connaitre les indicateurs de performance

Ville : |Payis Département : |

Nom du lycée : | . Séries : ||

N° établissement : |

Vous pourvez choisir aucune, une, ou plusieurs séries
en mainfenant enforcée la fouche [CTRL] de vofre clavier.

RECHERCHER || RECOMMENCER |

[Page d'accuedl ]

2 2002 - hlinistére de 'éducation nationale
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Taux de réussite au Bac par série

Taux L ES 8 | 8TT | 8TI  STL | 5MS | TMD | AAP | HOT | TOTAL
Brui 100 o7 o5 3 & % z z 4 4 95
Attendu
—! PR o3 26 a0 e . = = = . = a0
Attendu
—! i i ) B e ? - o z z 4 - 2a
Présents 34 37 20 3 = B : : 3 = 151

Taux d'accés de la Seconde et de la Premére au Bac

Taux Brut Attendu (hase acad.] | Attendu (hase France) Effectf
neconde 20 77 77 | Neconde 156

Premiere ] e 90 | Premiere 153

Proportion de hacheliers parmi les sortants de ...

pour 'étahlissement pour 1'académie pour la France
2eme, lére,
Taivatral 23 &y 9
Terminale oF 85 91

Sources | Direcfion de la Programmation ef du Develonpement

Clhiquez o1 pour wisualiser les graphiques correspondant a ces mdicateurs.

th
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Rosseau Lake College

Report Card on Ontario’s Secondary Schools: 2001 Edition
E Detailed School Results: Group 15
Search |
-Media Releases . :
Haliburton Highland Secondary School How the school
-Events ranks
~Online - Last 5
A Fubl 1993-99
Publications S Years
-Order Grade 12 enrollment: 214 Fanking in province: gég ¢ nia
Publications
Actual rating vs.
Bk o Farent's average education (yrs): 13.0 predictad 0.7
Programs 4 W5 ' (given parent's
| Radio education):
hational Media  acqdemic Indicators: 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999  Trends
. Fercentage of advanced courses taken 474 4590 444 449 491 516 —
-Membership
Fercentage of courses passed 84,2 B854 92 nfa 927 939 nia
~Other Core courses taken per student 2B 259 ZbB 25 28 2b —
Resources CardarEs
~Employment Language Arts mark difference Fal F30 F30na MI10OF70 nfa
_ A bt Ls Mathermatics mark difference E E E nfa E EAEE nia
Overall rating out of ten 8% BB BS5 nfa BB 58 nia
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Institut Economique
de Montréal

[

LANAUDIERE
Ecole Secondaire Saint-Sacrement 2000 | 1996-2000
Secteur prive, frangais Mombre d'éleves: 1321 Rang provincial;,, 67463 61437
EHDAA (%) 0.0 En retard (%) 0,0 Rang régional:, 1724 1i19
Ajustement

Fevenus des parents: a3 500 % yaleur ajoutée; -0,8
Performance scolaire 1994 1905 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 Tendances
Resultats aux epreuves (%) +

Langue maternelle 31,5 80,5 323 ar.a 4.6 ar.6 91,8

Langue seconde 401 arn 244 ar.n 91,2 91,0 ad.4

Histoire a3,1 az2.4 82,8 a1,2 aa,6 26,1 22,8

Sciences physigues nd G54 nd G4 36,2 354 90,1
Eche (%) 1,8 1,4 1,2 0,8 0,5 02 0,1 1
Surestimation par I'école (%) 0,0 a1 0,0 a,n 0,0 0,3 a,n —
Ecart sexes (%) langue maternelle F1.1 F2a il 0,3 F24 Fian F 46 F3a —

sciences physigues fid Fo1 fid hd 1.0 FOA F1,4 fid

Taux de promaotion (%) fd hd fd hd fd hd 99 4 fd
Cote globale (sur 10) 9,7 9.3 9.4 9.3 9.4 9,7 9.9 t




SONDAGE DONNEES MINISTERIELLES

SATISFACTION DES PATIENTS .
: . \ ) ) EFFICACITE PERFORMANCE
[ '
ACCESSIELTE | ouauTE | commMumé | memTE | oUAUTE oF |sapsFacTioN DE L'LURGENCE FINANCIERE
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Fonctions

## 1: Instrument de transparence

©.# 2. Systeme de correction systematique
ou de surveillance

*# 3: Alternative a la regulation etatique

20 10 2002 Ghislain Arbour, ENAP




Un modele idéal

& Evaluation de la performance

= Choix des indicateurs: disponibilite vs utilite
*. Resultats
& Contexte
= Comparabilite
& Uniformisation
® Cote globale

* Communication
s Accessibilite
= Comprehension
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Evaluation et Report card

& Concurrence

*:Complementarité

* Point de depart
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Evaluation et bulletins: concurrence

. Cadre comparatif
= Superiorite quant au rendement relatif

® Systematisation
= Feedback continu
= Institutionnalisation de I'exercice: transparence

& Simplicite
= Independance interpretative
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Evaluation et bulletins:
complementarite

= \/Ision horizontale vs verticale

#:Clienteles differentes et besoins
Informationnels differents
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Evaluation et bulletins:
point de depart mutuels

% Bulletins pour 'EdP

= Etude préliminaire pour circonscrire des
problematiques specifigues
= Vateriel statistiqgue initial

& EdP pour les bulletins
s Construction causale
= Choix de I'information
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Conclusion

& Positionnement de I'evaluateur de
programme

= Opposition = autruche:
perdant / perdant

= [irer avantage = stratégique:
gagnant / gagnant
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