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Attendance Data Trends

Statewide Overall
Attendance Rate




Definitions

 Under the federal definition, students are “in
attendance” if they attend class for at least half
their scheduled hours, or for virtual students,
participate in a scheduled check-in.

e Attendance and chronic absenteeism rate
calculations include students who 1) were enrolled
for at least ten days and 2) were not shared-time
students.

* Using the criteria above, attendance rate
is calculated as the total days attended divided by
the total days of possible attendance.
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Statewide Attendance Rate by the Numbers

 The statewide attendance rate for 2024-25 was
91.3%.

e This is an increase of 0.5% from the 2023-24 rate of
90.8%.

* The lowest attendance was among students
experiencing homelessness, with a rate of 83.8%. This
is 7.7% lower than the rate for students who did not

experience homelessness.




Statewide Attendance Rate Trend
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Statewide Attendance by
Student Groups




Attendance Rate by Economic Status
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Attendance Rate by English Learner (EL) Status
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Attendance Rate by Homeless Status
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Attendance Rate by Special Education Status
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Attendance Rate by Student Race/Ethnicity
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Attendance Rate by Foster Care Status
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Attendance Data Trends

Statewide Chronic Absenteeism




Definitions

 Students are considered chronically absent if they
missed 10 percent or more possible days during the
scheduled school year and were enrolled in a
district or building for at least 10 consecutive days.
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Statewide Percent of Chronic Absenteeism
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Statewide Attendance Rate Ranges

School Year  2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021 2021-2022 2022-2023 2023-2024 2024-2025

Greater than 90% 80% 79% 80% 61% 69% 70% 72%
85 -90% 9% 10% 6% 16% 13% 13% 13%

80 - 85% 4% 4% 3% 8% 6% 6% 6%

75 - 80% 2% 2% 2% 4% 3% 3% 3%

70 -75% 1% 1% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2%

Less than 70% 4% 3% 6% 8% 6% 6% 5%




Attendance Data Trends

Statewide Chronic Absenteeism
by Student Groups




Chronic Absenteeism by Economic Status
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Chronic Absenteeism by English Learner (EL) Status

Percent Chronically Absent
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Chronic Absenteeism by Homeless Status

Percent Chronically Absent
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Chronic Absenteeism by Special Education Status

Percent Chronically Absent
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Chronic Absenteeism by Race/Ethnicity
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Chronic Absenteeism by Foster Care Status
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Attendance Rate by Chronic Absenteeism
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Summary: Ml Attendance Data 2024-25

* Though attendance patterns are not uniform across
student groups, most student groups saw some
increases for the third consecutive year.

e Statewide attendance increased to 91.3% in 2024-25.

* The percentage of students who were chronically absent
(those who missed at least 10 percent of their days
in school) decreased by 1.6 points to 27.9%.

.

.



"i' Student Supports

Historical Efforts

Current Departmental Efforts
Current Local Efforts

Next Steps
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Historical Efforts

- EWIMS

Early Warning Intervention and Monitoring System

- Attendance Works

National project to support local districts in addressing
chronic absenteeism via action research

- Student Engagement and Attendance Center Communities of
Practice Professional Learning for State Education Agencies
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Early Warning Intervention
and Monitoring System (EWIMS)

EWIMS helps educators systematically identify students who are off
track for graduation and make decisions about supports and
interventions to help students meet graduation requirements.

The American Institutes for Research (AIR) conducted a rigorous impact
study and found that after one year of implementation, schools using
EWIMS reduced the percentages of students with chronic absences and
course failure.

The Michigan Department of Education (MDE) has twenty EWIMS
coaches available to provide training and implementation support for
schools and districts across the state.

EWIMS coaches provided training and implementation support to 43
identified schools in 2024-25.

g
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Current Departmental Efforts
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MDE Attendance and Engagement
State Team

The purpose of this team is to coordinate MDE’s support to intermediate
school districts, districts, and schools in their efforts to engage students,
improve attendance, reduce chronic absenteeism, and prevent truancy.

This cross-office and agency team includes:

Aimee Alaniz, OHS Hussein Gharib, CEPI

Bersheril Bailey, OES Suzanne Grambush, OES

Diane Golzynski, F&O

Irma Lopez-Barajas, OES

Sarah Lenhoff, Wayne State University

Brandon Baryo, CEPI
Taylor Bays, CEPI

Nate Beelen, Indigenous Education Scott Martin, OHS
Susan Bigelow, OSPI Stephen Nemeckay, OES
Delsa Chapman, DASISS Liz Newell, Sups Office

Kellie Schultz, CEPI

Liesel Carlson, OPD Jeremy Singer, University of Michigan (Flint)

Jessica Daily, MiMTSS TA Center
Yvonne Dixon, OPD

agsta
Fawn Dunbar, CEPI MIC: IGﬁN

Corinne Edwards, OES Department
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Attendance Research Partnership

Through the Michigan Education Research Institute
(MERI), MDE has partnered with Wayne State
University and the University of Michigan - Flint for
an intensive research partnership to study
attendance and chronic absenteeism in Michigan.

Michigan Education Research Institute




Student Attendance Improvement
trategies Survey

STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
GRETCHEN WHITMER LANSING MICHAEL F. RICE, Ph.D.
GOVERNOR STATE SUPERINTEMDENT

The research team, in ——
consultation with MDE,

TO: Local and Intermediate School District Superintendants
Public School Academy Directors

FROM: Delsa D. Chapman, Ed.D., Deputy 5uperintendent‘-""‘b ‘

eve O p e a Division of Assessment, School Improvement, and Systems Support
SUBJECT: Student Attendance Improvement Strategies Survey

L]

Researchers at Wayne State University are conducting a voluntary statewide
survey of principals to learn about the strategies schools are using to
improve student attendance. The purposes of the research are to identify
promising practices that will help educators reduce chronic absenteeism and to

: : inform the Michigan Department of Education (MDE) as the department provides
I S S e I I l I n a e O S C O O attendance-related support to schools and districts. MDE is encouraging principals to
complete the survey to help address this critical issue for student and school success.
[ [ [ ’ Surveys were sent to principals March 17-31. The survey will take approximately 15-
rI n I | V I M D E 20 minutes. Principals who plete the survey will receive five state
continuing education clock hours (SCECHs) for completing the survey. The

survey will close on Friday, June 13, 2025, but we encourage early participation.

: : Individual responses to the survey will be kept strictly confidential. All responses will
e e y O I I l I I l u n I C a I O n be summarized so that no person or school can be identified.

If you have guestions about the attendance research or the survey, or if you have a
principal who did not receive the survey link, please contact Dr. Jeremy Singer at

(shown here). L

cc:  Michigan Education Alliance
Confederation of Michigan Tribal Education Departments

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
FAMELA FUGH — PRESIDENT « ELLEN COGEN LIFTON { TIFFANY D. TILLEY — COVICE PRESIDENTS
JUDITH PRITCHETT — SECRETARY « MARSHALL BULLOCH Il - TREASURER
MITCHELL ROBINSON — MASEE DELEGATE « TOM MCMILLIM « NIKKI SNYDER

508 WEST ALLEGAN STREET « F.0. BOX 30008 « LANSING, MICHIGAN 4E909 « WWW.MICHIGAN GOV/MDE = B33-633.5763




Continued Partnership

- MDE’s Attendance and Engagement Team is using
the survey findings and report to inform further
refinement of the attendance guidance for
Michigan districts.

- The intensive research continues — the researchers
plan to extend the research further into case study
protocols and develop a coordinated plan for
outreach to districts.
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Current Local Efforts & Outcomes:
EWIMS Districts (n=263)

171 districts showed an increase in attendance
rate

169 districts showed an improvement
in chronically absent

149 districts showed improvement in both
their attendance rate and chronically absent

g
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Current Local Efforts

School District of the Lawrence Public Schools
City of Flint
Attendance rate increase of 1.67% Attendance rate increase of 1.01%
78.25% (24-25) vs. 76.58% (23-24) 94.06% (24-25) vs. 93.05% (23-24)
Chronically absent decrease of Chronically absent decrease of
5.7% (or 416 students) 2.2% (or 14 students)
2,262 students (24-25) 79 students (24-25)
VS. VS.
2,678 students (23-24) 93 students (23-24)
MICHIGAN

Department

‘Education



Current Local Efforts

School District of the
City of Flint

District-wide EWIMS
implementation

Academic progress monitoring with
intentional and consistent feedback

Family engagement program in
partnership with local agencies to

provide support and resources for
home and school

“Strive for Five” City-wide
Attendance Campaign

Student Success Coordinators

Lawrence Public Schools

Business and industry partnerships to
improve housing opportunities,
resulting in families returning to the
district.

Implemented alternative learning
options, including virtual and hybrid
schedules, improving flexibility.

Administrative staffing reduction in
order to employ more support staff
for direct student services to monitor
absences with check-in protocols.

City wide attendance campaign using
social media as the outreach to
engage students and their families

MICHIGAN
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Next Steps

- Student Engagement and Attendance Guidance Document
Targeted Release Date: Later this fall

- Graduation Rate Increase Guidance for Elementary Students:
Supporting Students to and through Graduation: Ensuring a
Solid Foundation Begins in Elementary School

Targeted Release Date: Later this fall
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Thank Youl!
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