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in 3 yrs the student is consider proficient..if
less than one=third student’s achievement level
is unaltered. ..uses actual data..students must
demonstrate one third the distance to the target.
The state will interpolate proficiency cut scores
in the non=tested years to keep a 3 yr target for
students in grades 6 and 7.

Proposes to use 99% CI to these targets..argues
that this is consistent with the status
determinations and needs to remain..not
supported mathematically. P.33 provides
comparison of 3 growth to standard scenarios
using no CI and different Cls

Summary Statement

CORE PRINCIPLE 3. ACCOUNTABILITY, SEPARATE FOR READING AND MATH

Specific Comments Regarding State Supporting Evidence
Proposal

1. yes

Summary Statement

CORE PRINCIPLE 4. INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS

Specific Comments Regarding State Supporting Evidence
Proposal

1.will incorporate the alternate assessment.
2.match rates are from 83% to mid 90’s except
for migrant and “other ethnicity” which are in
the 60’s..but process is not described.

Summary Statement

CORE PRINCIPLE 5. STATE ASSESSMENT SYSTEM AND METHODOLOGY

Specific Comments Regarding State Supporting Evidence
Proposal

1.there is no real evidence..the state asserts that
they have the capability is there
2. Fully approved in 2007
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3. No annual resetting of the three year
projection given the baseline year’s value;
Grades in 9 and 10 targets are interpolated ;
missing data points in baseline, students are
removed, individual growth targets using 99%
confidence interval

Summary Statement

CORE PRINCIPLE 6. TRACKING STUDENT PROGRESS

Specific Comments Regarding State Supporting Evidence
Proposal

1.match rates are reasonable but process is not

described

2. data system has been operational since Pg. 11

2005; no information regarding DW or exact
approach used to verify multi-wave data within
the system necessary to support proposal

Summary Statement

CORE PRINCIPLE 7. PARTICIPATION RATES AND ADDITIONAL ACADEMIC INDICATOR

Specific Comments Regarding State Supporting Evidence
Proposal

1.Assurance that additional indicators are
included.

Summary Statement




