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Many people believe that the Kalamazoo Promise raised the 
achievement of Kalamazoo Public Schools students. Previous 
research has shown small increases in standardized test scores 
relative to comparison districts, but these results were not 
statistically significant. I analyzed aggregate test score data 
from 2005-2013 to study changes between Kalamazoo and 
five comparison districts. I found that Kalamazoo made 
statistically significant gains relative to their comparisons in 
every demographic group for nearly every subject. These 
gains were of similar magnitude across ages, genders, and 
racial categories. However, economically disadvantaged 
students improved less than non-economically disadvantaged 
students, although they still made positive gains relative to 
comparison districts. 

  

The data is publicly available MEAP test scores from the 
Center for Educational Performance and Information (CEPI). 
Their data is aggregated meaning that each data point was the 
average score of a district-grade-year-demographic on a 
subject test. The data went from 2005-2013 and included 
Kalamazoo Public Schools as well as 5 comparison districts: 
Battle Creek, Jackson, Lansing, Romulus, and Ypsilanti. The 
method used was comparative interrupted time series analysis. 
The goal is to measure how Kalamazoo changed relative to 
the comparison districts in each year since the introduction of 
the Promise. 
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Adams, and Tim Bartik. I would also like to thank Charles Stull, 
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It is clear that Kalamazoo improved relative to its comparison 
districts since the introduction of the Promise. However, there are 
several possibilities for the precise mechanism which caused this 
increase. 
 
From discussing with people within the district as well as other 
researchers on the subject; there are three main groups of thought 
for how this happened. The Promise exposed issues within the 
district and sparked reforms, The Promise increased enrollment 
which would have numerous benefits, and the Promise increased 
expectations placed on students. 
 
The one most supported by this study is the increased expectations 
on students. In particular, those coming from increased parental 
involvement and investment as well as from more equitable 
teacher expectations and attention. The gradual nature of the 
improvements, the benefits being broadly distributed among all 
demographics, and the statistically greater increases for non-
economically disadvantaged students (as well as for white 
students, although those were not statistically significant) all fit 
perfectly with this explanation. 
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