




















Growth Model Peer Report: Hawaii
Page 6 of 6

Is the assessment system safe, secure, and of known high quality? Imposing a sophisticated analysis system on top of that makes the whole system in need
of quality control. Gut reaction: nice idea, but it’s too soon. This is still just a conceptual model, and it’s hard to approve such a model. We can give
Hawaii feedback as to how they can do this probability projection. We need to know if it’s compensatory or not.

Point 1: There’s enough uncertainty that approval is unwarranted at this time. Point 2: It’s an innovative model, and it would be nice to see someone try
this at some point when the state is ready to do it.

Point 1: We should be clear about how we build school factors into the projections. If we guide Hawaii on this, we should get clarity on the issue
ourselves. Point 2: We should give them counsel about how to resubmit in a more clear fashion. There are two issues in clarity. One is how clearly it’s
conveyed, the other is the simplicity of the underlying model. The underlying methodology can be complex, if it can be presented clearly. And, it’s most
important for the system to make good projections. But, can we make those judgments without results? You need multiple years of data to know how well
the systems work and whether it’s valid.

A peer would like to know more about the disparities in the match rates across racial groups. A peer noted it could be because of small groups of racial
minorities, but that’s just speculation. It would be nice to know the real reasons behind the non-matches. In the future, we would like to know this.

A peer doesn’t think that the crediting growth between schools with different structures was done very well. Whatever school the student is in gets credit
for the growth. If a middle school has strong feeder elementary schools, the middle school gets the credit. Data shows that the last school the student is in

actually has the dominant effect on the student’s growth. This model doesn’t try to get an estimate of the school effect on student learning.

Point 1: Their standard of growth is where the student should be in 3 years. But, this will probably fail because they’re projecting for kids that have lagged
in the past.

The consequences are for schools where the student is now.

Dissenting comments:
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