Building Local Capacity for an Inclusive Assessment System


General Assessment 
Focus Group Notes

Facilitated by: Rachel Quenemoen & Karin Hess
Emerging concerns about alternate assessment choices.
How do we defend the choices we make on the way we generate data on kids with most significant cognitive disabilities?
Round Robin Burning Questions:

American Samoa:

statewide assessment – only use the SAT as statewide assess – didn’t align to state standards and have been using it to report (are hesitant to do reporting because it’s not aligned – entity has failed to do this...will we be cited for non-compliance?) What are the options for us to fill in the gaps? Developing content standards (grades 3, 4, 8, 10...should we go ahead and use the SBA to do reporting?) Options for generating reporting data? How do we do an alignment study to stand up to the scrutiny?

Guam:

Guam tests all grade levels except K (alignment to DI level); use SAT 10 – have alignment (formerly SAT 9, updated to SAT 10); aligned content standards w/ performance indicators, with adopted texts, & SAT 10 (currently on website); don’t have a statewide assessment to the standards (last time they created was in 1999 – we’re due); strong linkage/alignment

CNMI:
Standards based assessment in place (gr. 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11 – reading, math, LA, science); standards based assessment (test in major content areas in each grade level); utilize SAT 10: grades 3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 11); working on getting documentation in place (electronically); CNMI does scoring, reporting locally (teachers involved)
Reading: 4, 8, 11

LA: 5, 7, 11

Math: 3, 7, 10

Science: 4, 8, 12

Social Studies: 4, 6, 8, 12

How do you document what you decided? Technical adequacy piece

Palau:
Standards based assessment: grades 4, 6, 8, 10, 12; greatest concern is alignment (alternate achievement standards – develop another set of content standards for SPED?) – Same content standards for all children; how do your children perform – alt. achievement standards have to do with that piece and how you define success (focus heavily on in July); important key to documenting system (defining differently the degree of achievement on the same content as everyone else)

RMI:
3rd year of implementation of standards’ based tests...alignment study? No. 
Biggest concern is instruction is poorly aligned (alignment issues with curriculum, instruction & assessment)

FSM:
Criterion referenced test (reading, LA, math); SPED limited participation in development of standards, et al (how we think about students with disabilities...aligning content standards; instruction & access) – gr. 6, 8, 10 (content standards have been revised) – move to assessing all grade levels from early-12; grade levels 4, 5 clustered; supports?

National standards that all states consider – set minimum standards (national test tests minimum standards)

How to think about alignment (1-way alignment)

Test has 10 questions – standards A, B, C, D, and E
Start with each test item & ask the questions:

1. Does it match the CONTENT of a standard?

2. Does it match the COMPLEXITY”?

2-way alignment

Look at standards and determine the GAPS (if it’s not aligned to all the standards...not giving the full picture)

What does the test emphasize? I.e. standard A is well emphasized and it’s also hitting standard C (test blueprint: standards assessed, this is the complexity, and sometimes it’s a changing complexity)

(Karin’s NE example) Reading content clusters...follows standards (test blueprint uses alignment info so every year they build a test that’s comparable to last year’s test) – transition from and old test to a new test

Rachel – excerpts from Needs Assessment (section 4 on tech quality, back of front page series of questions that defend the entire assessment system that yields data OSEP will accept – box B-E)

Some ways to do an alignment study:

1. hire someone to come in and do it (important to ask for what you need in your alignment report)

2. work with teachers – takes training (to get alignment with instruction of standards)

If you find gaps...what do you do in the short term with a mismatch?  Options?  We don’t want a report on the old tests...we’re moving to the new tests. What do you report? States were asking for time to say how they’re going to fix it...

1. We have this test and we know it’s not good for everything...look at ways to do additional testing locally – augment. We want to custom design to hit some of the gaps – together those pieces give the full 2-way alignment.

2. Augment LOCALLY and decide common assessment tasks – develop some standards-based elements that have scoring protocols and administer locally (sit together, score, report out)

“Change is slow but transformation happens in an instant.”
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