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Commissioner 

Alaska Department of Education and Early Development 

P.O. Box 110500 

Juneau, AK 99811-0500 

Dear Superintendent Bishop: 

Thank you for your participation in the U.S. Department of Education’s (Department’s) assessment 

peer review process under Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA). I 

appreciate the efforts of the Alaska Department of Education and Early Development (DEED) to 

prepare for the peer review which occurred in August 2024 and your patience as we worked to provide 

you this response. 

State assessment systems provide essential information that States, districts, schools, educators, and 

parents can use to identify the academic needs of students; strategically target resources and supports 

to meet students’ unique needs; evaluate school and program effectiveness; and bolster academic 

achievement. A high-quality assessment system also provides critical information to parents about 

their children’s advancement against and achievement of grade-level standards. The Department’s peer 

review of State assessment systems is designed to provide feedback to States to support the 

development and administration of high-quality assessments.   

External peer reviewers and Department staff carefully evaluated DEED’s submission, and the 

Department found, based on evidence received, that the following component of Alaska’s assessment 

system have met all statutory and regulatory requirements of the ESEA: the alternate assessments 

based on alternate academic achievement standards (AA-AAAS) in grades 3-8 and high school in 

reading/language arts (R/LA) and mathematics, Dynamic Learning Maps (DLM).  

Congratulations on this significant accomplishment. Assessments that produce valid and reliable 

results are fundamental to a State’s accountability system. Please be aware that approval of DEED’s 

assessments is not a determination that the system complies with Federal civil rights requirements, 

including Title VI of the Civil Rights Acts of 1964, Title IX of the Americans with Disabilities Act, 

and requirements under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. The full peer review notes are 

enclosed. We encourage you to read the full peer review notes for additional suggestions and 

recommendations for improving your assessment system.  

Regarding the other assessments that were peer reviewed, the Department found, based on evidence 

received, that the following components of Alaska’s assessment system meet most but not all statutory 
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and regulatory requirements of the ESEA. Based on the recommendations from this peer review and 

our own internal analysis of the State’s submission, I have determined the following: 

• General assessments in R/LA and mathematics for grades 3-8 and high school (AK STAR):

Substantially meets requirements of the ESEA.

• General assessments in science for grades 5, 8, and high school (AK Science): Substantially

meets requirements of the ESEA.

• AA-AAAS in science for grades 5, 8, and high school (DLM): Substantially meets

requirements of the ESEA.

• General English language proficiency (ELP) assessments (ACCESS): Substantially meets

requirements of the ESEA.

• Alternate ELP assessments (Alternate ACCESS): Substantially meets requirements of the

ESEA.

Substantially meets requirements of the ESEA means that the components of the State’s academic and 

ELP assessment systems meet most of the requirements of the statute and regulations, but some 

additional information is required. The list of items required for DEED to meet all statutory and 

regulatory requirements of the ESEA is enclosed with this letter. The Department expects that DEED 

will likely be able to provide this additional information within one year.  

The full peer review notes from the review are enclosed. These recommendations to the Department 

formed the basis of our determination. Please note that the peers’ recommendations may differ from 

the Department’s feedback; we encourage you to read the full peer notes for additional suggestions and 

recommendations for improving your assessment system beyond what is noted in the Department’s 

feedback. Department staff will reach out to your assessment director in the next few days to discuss 

the peer notes, the Department’s determination and to answer any questions regarding next steps for 

the State. Resubmission of the State’s documentation for peer review should occur once the State has 

all remaining evidence for a particular assessment component.  

Thank you for your ongoing commitment to improving educational outcomes for all students. I 

appreciate the work you are doing to improve your schools and provide a high-quality education for 

your students. If you have any questions, please contact my staff at: ESEA.Assessment@ed.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Hayley B. Sanon 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary  

and Acting Assistant Secretary 

Office of Elementary and Secondary Education 

Enclosures 

cc: Kathy Moffitt, Division Director, Innovation and Education Excellence  

Deb Riddle, Division Operations Manager Innovation and Education Excellence 

/s/

mailto:ESEA.Assessment@ed.gov
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Critical Elements Where Additional Evidence is Needed for Alaska’s Assessment System to Meet 

ESEA Requirements 

  

Critical element Additional Evidence Needed 

1.2 – Coherent and 

Rigorous Academic 

Content Standards and 

English Language 

Proficiency Standards 

For the State’s academic content standards in science:  

• Evidence that the State’s academic content standards for science 

are challenging and aligned with the State’s academic content 

standards and with entrance requirements for credit-bearing 

coursework in the system of public higher education in the State 

and relevant State career and technical education standards such 

that a student who scores at the proficient or above level has 

mastered what students are expected to know and be able to do 

by the time they graduate from high school in order to succeed in 

college and the workforce. 

 

For the State’s English language proficiency (ELP) standards:  

• Evidence demonstrating the ELP standards align to the State 

academic content standards and contain language proficiency 

expectations that reflect the language needed for English learners 

(ELs) to acquire and demonstrate their achievement of the 

knowledge and skills identified in the State’s academic content 

standards appropriate to each grade-level/grade-band in at least 

reading/language arts (R/LA), mathematics, and science.  

2.1 – Test Design and 

Development 

For the general assessments in R/LA & mathematics (AK STAR):  

• Evidence that the State’s test design and test development 

process aligns the assessments to the depth and breadth of the 

State’s academic content standards for the grade that is being 

assessed (e.g., plan and timeline to address and remedy the 

alignment issues and the computer-adaptive test (CAT) item 

identification algorithm concerns identified in the alignment 

studies). 

 

For the DLM science:   

• Evidence that the State’s test design and test development 

process is well-suited for the content, is technically sound, and 

aligns the assessments to the depth and breadth of the State’s 

academic content standards for the grade that is being assessed 

(e.g., provide evidence that the test design adequately samples 

the Essential Elements in science) 

2.2 – Item Development For the AK STAR:  

• Evidence demonstrating reasonable and technically sound 

procedures to develop and select items to assess student 

achievement based on the State’s academic content standards in 

terms of content and cognitive process, including higher-order 

thinking skills (e.g., submission of a plan and timeline for 

development of sufficient items to address issues identified in 

the alignment study). 
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Critical element Additional Evidence Needed 

3.1 – Overall Validity, 

including Validity Based on 

Content 

For the AK STAR:  

• Evidence that the assessments measure the knowledge and skills 

specified in the State’s academic content standards, including 

documentation of adequate alignment between the State’s 

assessments and the academic content standards the assessments 

are designed to measure in terms of content (i.e., submission of a 

plan and timeline for development of sufficient items to address 

issues identified in the alignment study). Evidence requested 

under critical element 2.1 will also likely address this critical 

element. 

 

For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence of adequate alignment between the State’s Alternate 

ELP assessment and the ELP standards the assessment is 

designed to measure in terms of language knowledge and skills, 

the depth and breadth of the State’s ELP standards, across all 

proficiency levels, domains, and modalities identified therein 

(e.g., submission of an external alignment study demonstrating 

alignment between the Alternate ACCESS and the WIDA English 

language development (ELD) standards). 

3.2 – Validity Based on 

Cognitive Processes 

For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence demonstrating adequate validity evidence that its 

assessments tap the intended language processes appropriate for 

each grade level/grade-band as represented in the State’s ELP 

standards (e.g., submission of the planned external alignment 

study demonstrating alignment between the Alternate ACCESS 

and the WIDA ELD standards). 

3.4 – Validity Based on 

Relationships with Other 

Variables 

For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence demonstrating adequate validity evidence that the 

State’s assessment scores are related as expected with other 

variables (e.g., submission of external validity study when 

completed). 

4.1 – Reliability For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence of test reliability by subgroups. 

4.2 – Fairness and 

Accessibility 

For the ACCESS:  

• Evidence that the State has taken reasonable and appropriate 

steps to ensure that its assessments are accessible to all students 

and fair across student groups in their design, development, and 

analysis (e.g., evidence of completed differential item 

functioning (DIF) analyses based on disability status). 

4.3 – Full Performance 

Continuum 

For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence that each assessment provides an adequately precise 

estimate of student performance across the full performance 

continuum for the ELP assessments including performance for 

ELs with high and low levels of English language proficiency 

and with different proficiency profiles across the domains of 
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Critical element Additional Evidence Needed 

speaking, listening, reading, and writing (e.g., submission of a 

plan and timeline for improving assessment precision at lower 

performance levels). 

4.4 – Scoring For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence of the implementation of standardized scoring 

procedures and protocols that are designed to produce reliable 

results, facilitate valid score interpretations, and report 

assessment results in terms of the State’s academic achievement 

standards (e.g., submission of a plan for addressing inter-rater 

reliability issues identified for a small number of items and state 

implementation of test administration training and monitoring to 

ensure scoring is standardized and consistent). 

4.7 – Technical Analysis 

and Ongoing Maintenance 

For the DLM science:   

• Evidence of a system for monitoring and maintaining, and 

improving as needed, the quality of its assessment system, 

including clear and technically sound criteria for the analyses of 

all the assessments in its assessment system. 

 

For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence demonstrating a system for monitoring, maintaining, 

and improving, as needed, the quality of its assessment system, 

including clear and technically sound criteria for the analyses of 

all of the assessments in its assessment system (e.g., minutes from 

technical advisory committee or TAC meetings, evidence of the 

State’s established and clear criteria for analyzing the assessment 

system, or a deliberative cycle for reviewing and updating the 

State’s assessment and submission of the complete technical 

report for an operational administration). 

5.4 – Monitoring Test 

Administration for Special 

Populations 

For the AK STAR and AK Science:  

• Evidence that the State monitors test administration in its 

districts and schools to ensure that appropriate assessments, with 

or without accommodations, are selected for all students with 

disabilities so that they are appropriately included in the 

assessments (e.g., a summary of results of monitoring for the 

most recent year of test administration; or a summary of district 

investigations of reported irregularities). 

 

For the DLM science:   

• Evidence that the State monitors test administration in its 

districts and schools to ensure that appropriate assessments, with 

or without accommodations, are selected for all students with 

disabilities so that they are appropriately included in the 

assessments (e.g., a summary of results of monitoring for the 

most recent year of test administration; or a summary of district 

investigations of reported irregularities). 
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Critical element Additional Evidence Needed 

For the WIDA ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:   

• Evidence that the State monitors test administration in its 

districts and schools to ensure that appropriate assessments, with 

or without accommodations, are selected for all students with 

disabilities so that they are appropriately included in the 

assessments (e.g., a summary of results of monitoring for the 

most recent year of test administration; or a summary of district 

investigations of reported irregularities). 

6.3 – Challenging and 

Aligned Academic 

Achievement Standards 

For the AK STAR:  

• Evidence demonstrating the academic achievement standards for 

R/LA and mathematics and are aligned with entrance 

requirements for credit-bearing coursework in the system of 

public higher education in the State and relevant State career and 

technical education standards. 

 

For the AK Science:   

• Evidence demonstrating the academic achievement standards for 

science and are aligned with entrance requirements for credit-

bearing coursework in the system of public higher education in 

the State and relevant State career and technical education 

standards. 

6.4 – Reporting For the AK STAR and AK Science:  

• Evidence that the State ensures translations of student score 

reports are provided for non-English speaking parents and that 

alternative formats of score reports are available upon request by 

a parent with a disability. 
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Alaska General Science Assessments Grades 5, 8, & HS 
New Submission 

 

 
 
 

U. S. Department of Education 
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education 

Washington, D.C. 20202 
 

Note: Peer review notes provide the combined recommendations of the individual peers to 
the U.S. Department of Education (Department), based on the statute and regulations, the 
Department’s peer review guidance, and the peers’ professional judgement of the evidence 
submitted by the State. These assessment peer review notes, however, do not necessarily 
reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to 
demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for assessment 
peer review. Although the peer notes inform the Secretary’s consideration of each State’s 
assessment system, the Department makes the final decision regarding whether the 
assessment system meets the requirements in the statute and regulations. As a result, these 
peer notes may not completely align with the final determination made by the Department. 
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS 
 
Critical Element 1.1 – State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All Students 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For academic content standards: 
The State formally adopted challenging 
academic content standards for all 
students in reading/language arts, 
mathematics and science and applies its 
academic content standards to all public 
schools and public school students in 
the State. 

R/LA & MATH 
Adoption of Challenging Academic Content 
Standards 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 04.140, page 1 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 

FILE 85 Alaska State Board of Education & Early 
Development June 7-8, 2012 Meeting Minutes, page 9 
 
SCIENCE 
Adoption of Challenging Academic Content 
Standards 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 04.140, page 1 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 

● FILE 40 Alaska State Board of Education State 
Board Meeting Minutes, June 2019, page 2 

● FILE 08 K-12 Science Standards for Alaska 

● FILE 86 State Board Adopts Revised Science 
Standards Press Release 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.1 is sufficient.  
 
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.1 indicates that 
the State adopted the K-12 Science Standards for Alaska in 
2019. This evidence is sufficient. 

Section 1.1 Summary Statement 
__X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.2 – Challenging Academic Content Standards  
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For academic content standards: 
The State’s challenging academic content 
standards in reading/language arts, 
mathematics, and science are aligned with 
entrance requirements for credit-bearing 
coursework in the system of public higher 
education in the State and relevant State 
career and technical education standards. 

R/LA & MATH 
Coherent and Rigorous Academic Content Standards 

• FILE 71 Alaska English/Language Arts and 
Mathematics Standards 

• FILE 64 Letter from UA President Confirming 
State Standards Preparation for College 

• FILE 72 CCSSO Review of Alaska ELA and 
Mathematics Standards 

• FILE 77 Stakeholders Involved in the Development 
of Alaska ELA and Math Standards 

• FILE 78 Alaska ELA and Math Standards Public 
Comment Submitted to the State Board of 
Education and Early Development 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.710, page 4 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 

 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 08 K-12 Science Standards for Alaska 

● FILE 85 State Science Content Standards 
Committees Process and Timeline 

● FILE 41 Alaska State Board of Education & Early 
Development June 2019 Meeting Packet, pages 
372-377 

● FILE 86 State Board Adopts Revised Science 
Standards Press Release 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.2 is sufficient. 
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
The State has documented a process with stakeholder 
engagement; however, the State has not provided evidence 
that the standards are aligned to entrance requirements for 
credit-bearing coursework in the system of public higher 
education in the State and relevant State career and 
technical education standards. There is evidence within the 
timeline that the State intended to engage higher education, 
but there is no evidence that these activities occurred. 
 
 

Section 1.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

 
_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
Science: 

• Evidence that the science standards are aligned with entrance requirements for credit-bearing coursework in the system of public higher education in the 
State and relevant State career and technical education standards. 
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Critical Element 1.3 – Required Assessments  
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State’s assessment system includes 
annual general and alternate assessments 
aligned with grade-level academic 
achievement standards or alternate 
academic achievement standards in: 
• Reading/language arts (R/LA) and 

mathematics in each of grades 3-8 
and at least once in high school 
(grades 9-12); 

• Science at least once in each of three 
grade spans (3-5, 6-9 and 10-12).  

 
AND 
 
The State’s academic content 
assessments must be the same 
assessments administered to all students 
in the tested grades, with the following 
exceptions: 
• Students with the most significant 

cognitive disabilities may take an 
alternate assessment aligned with 
alternate academic achievement 
standards. 

• A State may permit an LEA to 
administer a nationally recognized 
high school academic assessment in 
lieu of the State high school 
assessment if certain conditions are 
met. 

• A State that administers an end-of-
course high school mathematics 
assessment may exempt an 8th grade 
student from the mathematics 
assessment typically administered in 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating Alaska’s assessment 
system includes all required assessments. No additional 
evidence is required.   
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eighth grade and allow the student to 
take the State end-of-course 
mathematics test instead. 

• The Department may have approved 
the State, under the Innovative 
Assessment Demonstration 
Authority, to permit students in some 
LEAs to participate in a 
demonstration assessment system in 
lieu of participating in the State 
assessment. 

Section 1.3 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.4 – Policies for Including All Students in Assessments 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State requires the inclusion of all 
public elementary and secondary school 
students in its assessment system and 
clearly and consistently communicates 
this requirement to districts and schools. 
• For students with disabilities, policies 

state that all students with disabilities 
in the State, including those children 
with disabilities publicly placed in 
private schools as a means of 
providing special education and 
related services, must be included in 
the assessment system; 

• For ELs:  
o Policies state that all ELs must 

be included in all aspects of the 
content assessment system, 
unless the State has chosen the 
statutory option for recently 
arrived ELs under which such 
ELs are exempt from one 
administration of its reading/ 
language arts assessment. 

o If a State has developed native 
language assessments for ELs in 
R/LA, ELs must be assessed in 
R/LA in English if they have 
been enrolled in U.S. schools for 
three or more consecutive years, 
except, if a district determines, 
on a case-by-case basis, that 
native language assessments 
would yield more accurate and 
reliable information, the district 
may assess a student with native 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating policies for the inclusion 
of all students in the State assessment system. No 
additional evidence is required.   
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language assessments for a 
period not to exceed two 
additional consecutive years. 

o If the State uses the flexibility 
for Native American language 
schools and programs: (1) the 
State provides the content 
assessment in the Native 
American language to all 
students in the school or 
program; (2) the State submits 
such content assessment for peer 
review as part of its State 
assessment system; and (3) the 
State continues to provide ELP 
assessments and services for ELs 
as required by law.  The State 
must assess in English the 
students’ achievement in R/LA 
in high school.  

Section 1.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.5 – Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments  
(Note: this is a new requirement under ESSA, so it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (December 2015)). 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

If the State has developed or amended 
challenging academic standards and 
assessments, the State has conducted 
meaningful and timely consultation with: 
• State leaders, including the Governor, 

members of the State legislature and 
State board of education (if the State 
has a State board of education). 

• Local educational agencies (including 
those located in rural areas). 

• Representatives of Indian tribes 
located in the State.  

• Teachers, principals, other school 
leaders, charter school leaders (if the 
State has charter schools), specialized 
instructional support personnel, 
paraprofessionals, administrators, 
other staff, and parents. 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating DEED consultation with 
stakeholders in the development of challenging academic 
content standards for science. This critical element was met 
in prior review for ELP standards. Academic content 
standards for R/LA and mathematics were adopted in 2012. 
DEED has met the requirements for this critical element. 
No additional evidence is required. 

Section 1.5 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
Critical Element 2.1 – Test Design and Development 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future reference) Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS 
and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State’s test design and test 
development process is well-suited 
for the content, is technically sound, 
aligns the assessments to the depth 
and breadth of the State’s 
academic content standards for the 
grade that is being assessed and 
includes:  
• Statement(s) of the purposes of 

the assessments and the 
intended interpretations and 
uses of results; 

• Test blueprints that describe the 
structure of each assessment in 
sufficient detail to support the 
development of assessments 
that are technically sound, 
measure the depth and breadth 
of the State’s grade-level 
academic content standards 
and support the intended 
interpretations and uses of the 
results. 

• Processes to ensure that each 
academic assessment is tailored 
to the knowledge and skills 
included in the State’s 
academic content standards, 
reflects appropriate inclusion of 
challenging content, and 

R/LA & MATH 
Statement(s) of the purpose of the assessments and the 
intended interpretations and uses of results 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 page 14  

• FILE 02 AK STAR Theory of Action, Winter 2022, pages 1-
2 

Test blueprints that describe the structure of each assessment 
in sufficient detail to support the development of assessments 
that are technically sound, measure the depth and breadth of 
the State’s grade-level academic content standards and 
support the intended interpretations and uses of the results 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

o Section 2.6: Blueprints, pages 41-44 
o Appendix A: Test Blueprints, pages 146-159 

• FILE 07 AK STAR Test Blueprints, 2023 

Processes to ensure that each academic assessment is tailored 
to the knowledge and skills included in the State’s academic 
content standards, reflects appropriate inclusion of 
challenging content, and requires complex demonstrations or 
applications of knowledge and skills (i.e., higher-order 
thinking skills) 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023   
o Section 2.1: Summative Test Design and Specifications, 

pages 15-16 
o Section 2.3: Alignment Studies for the ETS Item Pool, 

pages 23-30 
o Section 2.7: ALD Development, pages 44-45 

• FILE 04 AK STAR English Language Arts and Mathematics 
Alignment Study Final Report, 2022, pages 1-11 

R/LA & MATH 
According to the summary of the alignment study on p. 
43 in File 04, the reviewers found a number of 
standards that were not assessed and provided a list of 
recommendations for DEED. The second phase of the 
alignment study (File 13) revealed similar issues, 
including potential challenges with the CAT algorithm 
(see p. 48). The State needs to provide evidence 
demonstrating the steps that the State has taken or 
plans to take to address these issues with alignment and 
implement the proposed recommendations (also applies 
to CE 2.2 and 6.3). 
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 2.1 is sufficient 
(e.g., File 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022; File 59 Third-Party Independent 
Alignment Study Report for Alignment of the Alaska 
Science Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards 
for Alaska; and File 66 Third-Party Independent 
Cognitive Complexity Scenario and Items Study 
Report, pp. 3-6). 
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requires complex 
demonstrations or applications 
of knowledge and skills (i.e., 
higher-order thinking skills). 

• If the State administers 
computer-adaptive assessments, 
the item pool and item selection 
procedures adequately support 
the test design and intended 
uses and interpretations of 
results. 

• If the State administers a 
computer-adaptive assessment, 
it makes proficiency 
determinations with respect to 
the grade in which the student is 
enrolled and uses that 
determination for all reporting. 

• If the State administers a 
content assessment that includes 
portfolios, such assessment may 
be partially administered 
through a portfolio but may not 
be entirely administered 
through a portfolio.  

• FILE 13 AK STAR English Language Arts and Mathematics 
Alignment Study - Addendum Draft Report, 2023 pages 6-9 

• FILE 95 AK STAR Standard Setting Report, 2022 pages 4-9 

• FILE 75 AK STAR Achievement Level Descriptors (ALDs), 
January 2023 

If the State administers computer-adaptive assessments, the 
item pool and item selection procedures adequately support 
the test design and intended uses and interpretations of results 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023   

• Section 4.2: Engine Simulations and Evaluation, 59-60 

If the State administers a computer-adaptive assessment, it 
makes proficiency determinations with respect to the grade in 
which the student is enrolled and uses that determination for 
all reporting 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 4: Constraint Based Test Engine, pages 58-60 
o Section 5.5.1: Achievement Levels, page 92 

 
SCIENCE 
Statement(s) of the purposes of the assessments and the 
intended interpretations and uses of results 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report Spring 
2022  

o Chapter 2, Overview of the Alaska Science 
Assessment, pages 2-10 

o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 
pages 54-70 

o Appendix 5, Form Statistics, pages 115-120 
o Appendix 6, Operational Test Item and Threshold 

Difficulty Maps, pages 121-123 

● FILE 68 DEED Alaska Science Assessment Design webpage 
(https://education.alaska.gov/assessments/science/assessment-
design)  
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● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test Administration 
Directions Spring 2022, page 1 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test Coordinator’s 
Manual Spring 2022, pages 1-2 

● FILE 62 Family Guide to Student Reports Spring 2022, page 
1 

● FILE 61 Educator Guide to Alaska Science Assessment 
Reports Spring 2022, pages 1-4 

● FILE 67 Alaska Science Assessment Q & A 

 
Test blueprints that describe the structure of each assessment 
in sufficient detail to support the development of assessments 
that are technically sound, measure the depth and breadth of 
the State’s grade-level academic content standards and 
support the intended interpretations and uses of the results 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report Spring 
2022 

o Chapter 4, Process and Procedures for the 
Development of Alaska Science Assessment, pages 
20-46 

o Blueprint grade 5, pages 31-32 
o Blueprint grade 8, pages 32-33 
o Blueprint grade 10, page 34 
o Table of Specifications grade 5, page 35 
o Table of Specifications grade 8, pages 36-37 
o Table of Specifications grade 10, pages 38-39 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study Report 
for Alignment of the Alaska Science Assessments to the K–
12 Science Standards for Alaska, pages 10-12 

 
Processes to ensure that each academic assessment is tailored 
to the knowledge and skills included in the State’s academic 
content standards, reflects appropriate inclusion of 
challenging content, and requires complex demonstrations or 
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applications of knowledge and skills (i.e., higher-order 
thinking skills) 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report Spring 
2022 

o Chapter 3, DRC’s Item Development Process for 
Items on the Alaska Science Assessment of the 
Technical Report, pages 11-19 

o Chapter 4, Process and Procedures for the 
Development of Alaska Science Assessment of the 
Technical Report, pages 20-46 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study Report 
for Alignment of the Alaska Science Assessments to the K–
12 Science Standards for Alaska, page 3 

● FILE 66 Third-Party Independent Cognitive Complexity 
Scenario and Items Study Report, pages 3-6 

 
Computer-adaptive assessments: the item pool and item 
selection procedures adequately support the test design and 
intended uses and interpretations of results 
Not applicable for Alaska Science Assessment 
 
Computer-adaptive assessment: it makes proficiency 
determinations with respect to the grade in which the student 
is enrolled and uses that determination for all reporting 
Not applicable for Alaska Science Assessment 
 
Content assessment that includes portfolios, such assessment 
may be partially administered through a portfolio but may 
not be entirely administered through a portfolio 
Not applicable for Alaska Science Assessment 

 
Section 2.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA & Math: 
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• Evidence demonstrating the steps that the State has taken or plans to take to address the issues with alignment and implement the proposed 

recommendations:  
o Implement next steps outlined in the external alignment report (i.e., expand item pool for both ELA and math in terms of standard coverage and 

depth and breadth; analyze CAT algorithm item assignments to ensure assignment of items is accurate.) 
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Critical Element 2.2 – Item Development 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State uses reasonable and technically 
sound procedures to develop and select 
items to: 
• Assess student achievement based 

on the State’s academic content 
standards in terms of content and 
cognitive process, including higher-
order thinking skills.  

R/LA & MATH 
Assess student achievement based on the State’s 
academic content standards in terms of content and 
cognitive process, including higher-order thinking 
skills 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

 Section 2.3.3: AK STAR Alignment Study, 
pages 29-31 

 Section 2.5: Items in the AK STAR Summative 
Component, pages 36-40 

• FILE 03 AK STAR Item and Passage Development 
and Review, A collaboration of Assessments: MAP 
Growth and Through-Year from NWEA and 
Winsight from ETS, 2023 
o Pages 27-36 
o Pages 40-44 

• FILE 04 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Final Report, 2022 
pages, 25-46 

• FILE 13 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study - Addendum Draft 
Report, 2023 pages 48-49 

• FILE 105 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Draft Report, 2024  

• FILE 60 Winsight Usability Studies: English 
Language Arts and Mathematics Items  

• FILE 80 AK STAR Math Item Development Plan 
for Spring 2023 

• FILE 81 AK STAR ELA Item Development Plan 
for Spring 2023 

R/LA & MATH 
As discussed in CE 2.1, there is inadequate coverage of 
standards with the current item pool and insufficient range 
of cognitive process, including higher-order thinking skills. 
Next steps outlined in the memo (File 110) should address 
these gaps. 
 
Item Bank Readiness:  
• Pool Criteria 1& 2: Produce Item Bank Report and 
Conduct Analysis (Summer/Fall 2024)  
• Pool Criterion 1: Develop or source additional Grade 9 
Math and ELA content for spring 2026 Field Testing  
• Pool Criterion 2: Prioritize selection of items for 2025 
Field testing that fill DOK and standard coverage gaps  
• Pool Criterion 2: Evaluate sculpting of the item bank, or 
the removal of a select subset of DOK 2 items in this case, 
to create better balance in DOKs of items  
• Pool Criterion 2: Develop or source additional Math and 
ELA content to minimize other gaps in coverage  
 
Test Model and Test Engine Review:  
• Test Criterion 1: Investigate CAT algorithm to see if 
adjustments can result in broader standard coverage  
• Test Criterion 2: Draft recommendations for DEED 
consideration regarding guidelines for coding of 
Vocabulary items to address alignment of items to either 
Language standards or Reading Informational/Reading 
Literature standards  
• Test Criterion 3: Evaluate  
results of Item Bank Review and Analysis specific to DOK 
levels  
• Test Criterion 3: Examine simulation results of test events 
specific to DOK distributions and consider effect of any 
CAT algorithm adjustment  
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• FILE 107 Alaska Field Test Items Client Review 
Log, ELA Grade 3, 2023  

• FILE 98 ETS Research Report Series - 2019 - Stone 
- Building a Validity Argument While Developing 
and Using an Assessment 

• FILE 110 NWEA Memorandum 2024-2025 
Content Plan for AK STAR 

SCIENCE 
The state uses reasonable and technically sound 
procedures to develop and select items. 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 3, DRC’s Item Development Process 

for Items on the Alaska Science Assessment of 
the Technical Report, pages 11-19  

o Chapter 4, Process and Procedures for the 
Development of Alaska Science Assessment of 
the Technical Report, pages 20-46 

o Appendix 1, PowerPoint Presentations, page 
108 

o Appendix 2, Item Review Tracking Sheet, page 
109 

o Chapter 8, Fairness in Testing, pages 75-79 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study 
Report for Alignment of the Alaska Science 
Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards for 
Alaska 
o Page 3 provides an executive summary of the 

study findings. 
o Pages 19-20 describes the alignment models 

(Webb and HumRRO) used for the study. 
o Pages 32-35 provide the result of the study for 

each science assessment. 

The State needs to provide evidence demonstrating the 
steps that the State has taken or plans to take to address 
these issues with alignment and implement the proposed 
recommendations (also applies to CE 2.1 and 6.3). 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.2 is sufficient 
(e.g., File 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report 
Spring 2022; File 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment 
Study Report for Alignment of the Alaska Science 
Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards for Alaska). 
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● FILE 66 Third-Party Independent Cognitive 
Complexity Scenario and Items Study Report, pages 
3-6  

● FILE 07 DRC Science Item Development Manual 
o Qualifications of item writers, page 6 
o Information regarding training item writers to 

write items to be free of bias, pages 6-7 
o Sample of an item-writer training, pages 6-7 

● FILE 64 Guidelines for Training on Bias, Fairness, 
and Sensitivity, pages 3-5 

● FILE 88 Grade 5 Science Item Review Tracking 
Sheet 

● FILE 89 Grade 8 Science Item Review Tracking 
Sheet 

● FILE 90 Grade 10 Science Item Review Tracking 
Sheet 

● FILE 91 Spring 2022 Operational SEP Analysis 

Section 2.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA & Math: 

• The State needs to provide evidence demonstrating the steps that the State took to address the issues with alignment and implement the proposed 
recommendations such as the implementation of content plan (NWEA memorandum) to improve item coverage and conduct a test engine review. 
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Critical Element 2.3 – Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State implements policies and 
procedures for standardized test 
administration; specifically, the State: 
• Has established and communicates to 

educators clear, thorough and 
consistent standardized procedures 
for the administration of its 
assessments, including administration 
with accommodations;   

• Has established procedures to ensure 
that general and special education 
teachers, paraprofessionals, teachers 
of ELs, specialized instructional 
support personnel, and other 
appropriate staff receive necessary 
training to administer assessments 
and know how to administer 
assessments, including, as necessary, 
alternate assessments, and know how 
to make use of appropriate 
accommodations during assessments 
for all students with disabilities; 

• If the State administers technology-
based assessments, the State has 
defined technology and other related 
requirements, included technology-
based test administration in its 
standardized procedures for test 
administration, and established 
contingency plans to address possible 
technology challenges during test 
administration. 

R/LA & MATH 
Establishment and communication of standard 
procedures for administration of assessments 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, pages 7-10 

• FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, pages 3- 6 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition 

• FILE 100 District Test Coordinator Weekly Email 
Sample 

• FILE 111 DEED District Test Coordinator 
Smartsheet screenshot 

Procedures to ensure training for administration of 
assessments 

• FILE 18 District Test Coordinator Training Slide 
Deck, February 2023, page 56-57 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 27 

• FILE 36 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 
2023 

• FILE 37 Test Administration Training for Building 
Test Coordinators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 
2023 

• FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2022-23 

For both R/LA & Math and Science 
Evidence submitted by the State for most components of 
CE 2.3 appears to be sufficient. However, the State should 
also provide evidence that all appropriate staff do actually 
receive and complete necessary training. Such evidence can 
include, for instance, sign-in sheets or screenshots of 
electronic forms for tracking attendance.  
 
According to the State’s notes, “Technology is a unique 
challenge in Alaska due to remote districts and lack of 
technological infrastructure in some regions. As such, no 
single contingency plan can be written and applied for all 
districts. In partnership with DRC and their technical 
support, DEED works with districts experiencing such 
challenges as needed, and on an individual basis. In the 
past, most sites have been able to overcome these 
technology challenges and move forward with testing 
online. In the event that a district cannot overcome a 
technology challenge, DEED would work with them to find 
a solution (e.g., administering paper, testing smaller groups 
of students at a time).” 
 
The State needs to provide evidence of a mechanism for a 
district to contact DEED for help when technology 
challenges arise and an example of how DEED helped 
resolve such challenges in the past. 
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• FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

Technology based assessments requirements, 
administration procedures, and contingency plans 

• FILE 19 AK STAR Technology Director Webinar 
Slide Deck, December 2022 

• FILE 26 NWEA Supported System Requirements, 
August 2022, pages 1-2 

• FILE 17 AK STAR System and Technology Guide, 
2023 pages 1-12  

• FILE 27 Educator Guide to AK STAR Student 
Readiness, Spring 2023, pages 1-3 

• FILE 32 AK STAR Student Readiness webpage 

• FILE 38 AK STAR Student Tutorial (video), Spring 
2023 

• FILE 112 FAQs Alaska’s Summative Assessments 

 
SCIENCE 
Establishment and communication of standard 
procedures for administration of assessments 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, pages 9-12 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, pages 15-
22 
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● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition 

● FILE 47 DTC Weekly Emails Sampler 

● FILE 94 DEED District Test Coordinator 
Smartsheet screenshot 

Procedures to ensure training for administration of 
assessments 

● FILE 09 District Test Coordinator Training Agenda, 
February 2022 

● FILE 10 District Test Coordinator Training Slide 
Deck, February 2022, pages 72-95 

● FILE 11 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Alaska Science 
Assessment, Spring 2022 

● FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2021-22 

● FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

Technology based assessments requirements, 
administration procedures, and contingency plans 

● FILE 12 Alaska DRC INSIGHT Technology 
Readiness Webinar Slide Deck, December 2021 

● FILE 14 DRC INSIGHT Supported System 
Requirements February 2022, pages 2-3 

● FILE 70 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume I 
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● FILE 71 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume II 

● FILE 72 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume III 

● FILE 73 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume IV 

● FILE 15 Educator Guide to Student Preparation, 
Alaska Science Assessment, Spring 2022 page 3 

● FILE 17 Quick Guide - Accessing Online Tools 
Training (OTT) 

● FILE 18 Quick Guide - Alaska Science Student 
Tutorial 

● FILE 52 FAQs Alaska’s Summative Assessments 

● FILE 16 DRC INSIGHT Portal User Guide 

If the State administers technology-based 
assessments, the State has defined technology and 
other related requirements, included technology-
based test administration in its standardized 
procedures for test administration, and established 
contingency plans to address possible technology 
challenges during test administration 

● FILE 32 DRC's Data Privacy and Security Program 
o Section 3.5, Disaster Prevention, Back-Up, 

and Recovery, pages 14-19 
o Section 3.6, Security Incident Management 

& Response, pages 19-21 

● FILE 14 DRC INSIGHT System Requirements, 
pages 5-8 

● FILE 70 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume I 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska General R/LA, Math, & Science Assessments] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

24 
 

● FILE 71 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume II 

● FILE 72 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume III 

● FILE 73 Alaska INSIGHT Technology User Guide, 
Volume IV 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual,  

o DRC INSIGHT Online Learning System, 
page 26 

o DRC INSIGHT Test Engine, page 29 
o Anticipating Challenges During 

Assessment, pages 35-36 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions 

o Technology Challenges During the 
Assessment, pages 21-22 

o Section 6, Scripts, pages 23-43 
o Appendix E, pages 61-66 

 

Section 2.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA, Math, and Science: 

• Evidence that all appropriate staff do actually receive and complete necessary training (e.g., examples of sign-in sheets or screenshots of electronic forms 
for tracking attendance). 

• Evidence of a mechanism for a district to contact DEED for help when technology challenges arise and an example of how DEED helped resolve such 
challenges in the past. 
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Critical Element 2.4 – Monitoring Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State adequately monitors the 
administration of its State assessments to 
ensure that standardized test 
administration procedures are 
implemented with fidelity across districts 
and schools.  Monitoring of test 
administration should be demonstrated for 
all assessments in the State system: the 
general academic assessments and the 
AA-AAAS. 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff reviewed the documentation submitted as 
evidence for this critical element and determined the 
documentation demonstrates State adoption and 
implementation of policies and processes for monitoring 
test administration as well as documentation demonstrating 
that monitoring activities were conducted. The submission 
provided documentation describing the geographic 
challenges of in-person assessment administration 
monitoring of remote LEAs by agency staff. The DEED 
submission described, and provided documentation of 
implementation, of a process where the DEED conducts in-
person monitoring of a sample of LEA classrooms’ test 
administration and provides training for LEA staff to 
monitor test administration in their schools. Staff 
determined the documentation provided sufficient evidence 
demonstrating DEED has met the requirements for this 
critical element. No additional evidence is required. 

Section 2.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska General R/LA, Math, & Science Assessments] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

26 
 

Critical Element 2.5 – Test Security 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has implemented and 
documented an appropriate set of policies 
and procedures to prevent test 
irregularities and ensure the integrity of 
test results through: 
• Prevention of any assessment 

irregularities, including maintaining 
the security of test materials (both 
during test development and at time 
of test administration), proper test 
preparation guidelines and 
administration procedures, incident-
reporting procedures, consequences 
for confirmed violations of test 
security, and requirements for annual 
training at the district and school 
levels for all individuals involved in 
test administration; 

• Detection of test irregularities; 
• Remediation following any test 

security incidents involving any of 
the State’s assessments; 

• Investigation of alleged or factual test 
irregularities.      

• Application of test security 
procedures to all assessments in the 
State system: the general academic 
assessments and the AA-AAAS. 

R/LA & MATH 
Prevention of any assessment irregularities and 
documentation of security procedures 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt  
o 4 AAC 06.761, page 8 
o 4 AAC 06.765, pages 9-10 

• FILE 20 Test Security Agreement Guidance – 
2022-23 

• FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2022-23 

• FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, pages 16-18 

• FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, pages 16-18 

• FILE 18 District Test Coordinator Training Slide 
Deck, February 2023, pages 58-60 

• FILE 25 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

• FILE 36 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 
2023 

R/LA, MATH, and SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.5 indicates that 
the State has implemented and documented an appropriate 
set of policies and procedures to prevent test irregularities 
and ensure the integrity of test results. This evidence is 
sufficient.  
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o pages 53-55 
o page 77  
o pages 82-97 

• FILE 37 Test Administration Training for Building 
Test Coordinators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 
2023 

o pages 80-99 

o pages 128-143 

• FILE 15 NWEA Test Security Handbook, pages 
18-25 

• FILE 16 Test Security and Student Data Privacy 
2022-2023, page 15-19 

• FILE 90 AK STAR Print-on-Demand Secure 
Destroy Instructions, 2023, page 2 

• FILE 91 Alaska Confidentiality Agreement and 
Assignment of Intellectual Property Rights, 
Standard Setting Workshop 2022, pages 1-2 

Detection of test irregularities 
• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 

Spring 2023, FAQ, page 16 

• FILE 39 Assessment Log and Irregularity Report 
Remediation following any test security incidents 
involving any of the State’s assessments 
• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 

Spring 2023, page 18 

• FILE 49 Example redacted letter to districts 
following test security incidents 

• FILE 50 Example redacted PTPC complaint 

• FILE 51 DEED Test Incident Process 
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Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities  

• FILE 25 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

• FILE 51 DEED Test Incident Process 

 
SCIENCE 
Prevention of any assessment irregularities, 
including maintaining the security of test materials, 
proper test preparation guidelines and 
administration procedures, incident-reporting 
procedures, consequences for confirmed violations of 
test security, and requirements for annual training at 
the district and school levels for all individuals 
involved in test administration 

● FILE 32 DRC’s Data Privacy and Security 
Program, pages 21-22  

 
Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities   

● FILE 69 Alaska Science Assessment Time Taken 
on Test, Sessions, and Items Spring 2022 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual Spring 2022, pages 13-15 

● FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

Prevention of any assessment irregularities and 
documentation of security procedures 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt,  
o 4 AAC 06.761, page 8 
o 4 AAC 06.765, page 9-10 

● FILE 20 Test Security Agreement Guidance 2021-
22 
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● FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2021-22 

● FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, pages 13-15 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, pages 11-
13 

● FILE 10 District Test Coordinator Training Slide 
Deck, February 2022, pages 84-106 

● FILE 25 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

● FILE 11 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Alaska Science 
Assessment, Spring 2022 
o pages 78-80 
o pages 100-115 

● FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

Detection of test irregularities; 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator Manual, Spring 2022, pages 13 and 57 

● FILE 27 Alaska Science Assessment Irregularity 
Tracking Log, Spring 2022 

Remediation following any test security incidents 
involving any of the State’s assessments; 
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● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator Manual, Spring 2022, page 12 

● FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

● FILE 49 Example redacted letter to districts 
following test security incidents 

● FILE 50 Example redacted PTPC complaint 

Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities.  

● FILE 25 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

● FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 
 

Section 2.5 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 2.6 – Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has policies and procedures in 
place to protect the integrity and 
confidentiality of its test materials, test-
related data, and personally identifiable 
information, specifically: 
• To protect the integrity of its test-

related data in test administration, 
scoring, storage and use of results; 

• To secure student-level assessment 
data and protect student privacy and 
confidentiality, including guidelines 
for districts and schools;  

• To protect personally identifiable 
information about any individual 
student in reporting, including 
defining the minimum number of 
students necessary to allow reporting 
of scores for all students and student 
groups. 

R/LA & MATH 
For districts: 
• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 

Spring 2023, pages 8-10 

• FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, pages 5-6 

• FILE 20 Test Security Agreement Guidance – 
2022-23 

• FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2022-23 

• FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2022-
23 

• FILE 30 State of Alaska Student Data Reporting 
Manual  
o page 2 
o page 22 
o page 31 

• FILE 29 ZendTo Instructions to Transfer Personally 
Identifiable Information 

• FILE 31 State Report Manager (SRM) System 
Submission Process 

• FILE 45 FAQs About Student Assessment Data 

For the State: 

R/LA, Math, and Science 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.6 is sufficient. 
The peers recommend the State update the State of Alaska 
Student Data Reporting Manual (File 30) given the age of 
the document and updates in technology. 
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• FILE 28 State of Alaska Information Security 
Policy (ISP-122): Privacy of Personally Identifiable 
Information, page 1 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 6 
o 4 AAC 06.765, pages 9-10 

• FILE 56 Statewide Assessments Monitoring for 
Spring 2023 Administration District Response 
Form, page 4 

For the vendor: 
• FILE 15 NWEA Test Security Handbook, pages 10-

16 

• FILE 16 Test Security and Student Data Privacy 
2022-2023, page 21-27 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 
o Section: 3.6.7 Test Content Security, page 56 
o Section: 3.6.8 Data Protection, page 56 
o Section: 3.6.9 Secure Identity and Access 

Management, page 56 
o Section: 3.6.10 Infrastructure Protection, page 

57 
o Section: 3.6.11 Detection and Monitoring, page 

57 
 
SCIENCE 
To protect the integrity of its test-related data in test 
administration, scoring, storage, and use of results 

● FILE 32 DRC’s Data Privacy and Security 
Program, pages 21-22  

 
For districts: 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator Manual, Spring 2022, pages 13-15 
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● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, pages 11-
14 

● FILE 20 Test Security Agreement Guidance 2021-
22 

● FILE 21 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2021-22 

● FILE 22 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 23 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 24 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2021-
22 

● FILE 30 State of Alaska Student Data Reporting 
Manual  
o page 2 
o page 22 
o page 31 

● FILE 29 ZendTo Instructions to Transfer Personally 
Identifiable Information 

● FILE 31 State Report Manager (SRM) System User 
Guide 

● FILE 36 FAQs About Student Assessment Data 
 
For the State: 

● FILE 28 State of Alaska Information Security 
Policy (ISP-122), page 1 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 6 
o 4 AAC 06.765, pages 9-10 

● FILE 56 Assessments Monitoring District Response 
Form, page 4 
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Section 2.6 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY – VALIDITY 
 
Critical Element 3.1 – Overall Validity, Including Validity Based on Content 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has documented adequate 
overall validity evidence for its 
assessments consistent with nationally 
recognized professional and technical 
testing standards. The State’s validity 
evidence includes evidence that: 
 
The State’s academic assessments 
measure the knowledge and skills 
specified in the State’s academic content 
standards, including:   
• Documentation of adequate 

alignment between the State’s 
assessments and the academic 
content standards the assessments are 
designed to measure in terms of 
content (i.e., knowledge and process), 
balance of content, and cognitive 
complexity;   

• Documentation that the assessments 
address the depth and breadth of the 
content standards; 

• If the State has adopted alternate 
academic achievement standards and 
administers alternate assessments 
aligned with those standards, the 
assessments show adequate 
alignment to the State’s academic 
content standards for the grade in 
which the student is enrolled in terms 

R/LA & MATH 
Documentation of adequate alignment between the 
State’s assessments and the academic content 
standards the assessments are designed to measure in 
terms of content (i.e., knowledge and process), 
balance of content, and cognitive complexity 
 
● FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

o Section 2.1: Summative Test Design and 
Specification, page 15 

o Section 2.3: Alignment Studies for the 
ETS Item Pool, pages 23-28 

o Section 2.5: Items in the AK STAR 
Summative Component, pages 36-40 

o Section 2.4: Passages in the AK STAR 
Summative Component, pages 31-35 

o Section 10.2: Evidence Based on Test 
Content, page 133 

● FILE 04 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Final Report, 2022  

o Chapter 3 Alignment Results pages 25-42 

● FILE 13 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study - Addendum Draft 
Report, 2023 

o Chapter 3 Alignment Results pages 10-47 

● FILE 105 Alaska STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Draft Report, 2024  

Documentation that the assessments address the 
depth and breadth of the content standards 
 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.1 is not 
sufficient. As noted in CE 2.1 and 2.2, the alignment 
studies have revealed a number of standards that were not 
assessed and provided a list of recommendations for DEED 
(see also comments for CE 2.1 and 2.2). The State needs to 
provide evidence demonstrating the steps that the State has 
taken or plans to take to address these issues with 
alignment and implement the proposed recommendations 
(also applies to CE 2.1, 2.2, and 6.3). 
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.1 is sufficient. 
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of content match (i.e., no unrelated 
content) and the breadth of content 
and cognitive complexity determined 
in test design to be appropriate for 
students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities. 

● FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 
o Section 2.6: Blueprints, pages 41-44 
o Sections 4.2.1 and 4.3.1: Test Blueprint 

Management Accuracy and Blueprint 
Constraint Management Accuracy, pages 
60-61 

o Section 10.2: Evidence Based on Test 
Content, page 133 

● FILE 04 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Final Report, 2022  

o Chapter 3 Alignment Results pages 25-42 

● FILE 13 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study - Addendum Draft 
Report, 2023 

o Chapter 3 Alignment Results pages 10-47 

● FILE  07 AK STAR Test Blueprint, 2023 
 
SCIENCE 
Documentation of adequate alignment between the 
State’s assessments and the academic content 
standards the assessments are designed to measure in 
terms of content (i.e., knowledge and process), 
balance of content, and cognitive complexity 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 

o Chapter 4, Process and Procedures for the 
Development of Alaska Science 
Assessment of the Technical Report, pages 
40-42 

o Blueprint grade 5, pages 31-32 
o Blueprint grade 8, pages 32-33 
o Blueprint grade 10, page 34 
o Table of Specifications grade 5, page 35 
o Table of Specifications grade 8, pages 36-

37 
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o Table of Specifications grade 10, pages 38-
39 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study 
Report for Alignment of the Alaska Science 
Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards for 
Alaska 

o Page 3 provides an executive summary of 
the study findings. 

o Pages 19-20 describes the alignment 
models (Webb and HumRRO) used for the 
study. 

o Pages 32-35 provide the results of the 
study for each science assessment. 

o Pages 42-43 describes alignment of the 
blueprints to the standards showing depth 
and breadth coverage of the standards over 
time. 

o Page 44 documents the linkage between 
each Alaska Science Assessment and the 
K-12 Science Standards for Alaska. 

● FILE 60 DEED Response to Alaska Science 
Alignment Study Report, pages 1-2 

● FILE 66 Third-Party Independent Cognitive 
Complexity Scenario and Items Study Report, pages 
3-6 

Section 3.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA and Math: 

• Evidence demonstrating the steps that the State has taken or plans to take to address the issues with alignment and implement the proposed 
recommendations.  

o Implement next steps outlined in the external alignment report (i.e., expand item pool for both ELA and math in terms of standard coverage and 
depth and breadth; analyze CAT algorithm item assignments to ensure assignment of items is accurate). 
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Critical Element 3.2 – Validity Based on Cognitive Processes 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has documented adequate 
validity evidence that its assessments tap: 
the intended cognitive processes 
appropriate for each grade level as 
represented in the State’s academic 
content standards. 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

o Section 10.3: Evidence Based on Response 
Processes, page 134 

o Section 9.2.1: Interrater Agreement Statistics, 
page 129 

o Section 9.2.2: Interrater Agreement Results, 
page 130 

• FILE 59 Investigating Evidence of Depth of 
Knowledge through Cognitive Interviews  

• FILE 60 Winsight Usability Studies: English 
Language Arts and Math Items  

• FILE 61 AK STAR ELA Scoring Rubric for Short 
Constructed Responses, Grade 3-5 

• FILE 62 AK STAR ELA Scoring Rubric for Short 
Constructed Responses, Grade 6-8 

• FILE 63 AK STAR ELA Scoring Rubric for Short 
Constructed Responses, Grade 9 

• FILE 92 AK STAR Math Secure Scoring Rubric for 
Short Constructed Responses, Sample Grade 3 Item 

• FILE 93 AK STAR Math Secure Scoring Rubric for 
Short Constructed Responses, Sample Grade 6 Item 

• FILE 94 AK STAR Math Secure Scoring Rubric for 
Short Constructed Responses, Sample Grade 9 Item 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Development as well as the educator item 

review process, pages 12-13 and 40-42 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.2 is generally 
sufficient (e.g., see Table 10.2 in Section 10.3 in File 01 on 
pp. 126-127 that suggests that AK STAR math and ELA 
tapped the intended cognitive processes appropriate for 
each grade level).  
 
The peers request an explanation from the State regarding 
the relationship between the Winsight and AK STAR and 
the use of the rubrics to meet this CE. Given that the State 
will be engaged in additional item development related to 
cognitive complexity, the State should provide a plan to 
monitor this critical element. 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.2 is sufficient. 
The peers encourage the State to continue to conduct the 
Fall 2024 teacher item set review to confirm that the 3 
dimensions (i.e., SPEs, DCIs, and CCCs, see p. 7 in File 
66) are represented by all the items.  
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o Item review details including the processes 
used, the Alaska educator participant 
information, and the number of items reviewed 
and accepted at each meeting, pages 40-42 

o Blueprint grade 5, pages 31-32 
o Blueprint grade 8, pages 32-33 
o Blueprint grade 10, page 34 
o Test design grade 5, pages 25-26 
o Test design grade 8, pages 27-28 
o Test design grade 10, pages 29-30 
o Table of Specifications grade 5, page 35 
o Table of Specifications grade 8, pages 36-37 
o Table of Specifications grade 10, pages 38-39 
o Appendix 1, PowerPoint Presentations, page 

108 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study 
Report for Alignment of the Alaska Science 
Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards for 
Alaska 
o Executive Summary, page 3 
o Describes the evidence of alignment of the 

items to the K-12 Science Standards for 
Alaska, pages 32-35 

● FILE 66 Third-Party Independent Cognitive 
Complexity Scenario and Items Study Report, pages 
3-6 

Section 3.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
R/LA & Math 

• Additional information about the relationship between Winsight and AK STAR.  
• Given that the State will be engaged in additional item development related to cognitive complexity, the State needs to provide a plan to monitor this 

critical element. 
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Critical Element 3.3 – Validity Based on Internal Structure 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has documented adequate 
validity evidence that the scoring and 
reporting structures of its assessments are 
consistent with the sub-domain structures 
of the State’s academic content 
standards. 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 6.4: Correlation by Score Reporting 
Instructional Area, pages 107-108 

o Section 7.1: Classical Item Analysis, page 110 

o Section 7.3. Dimensionality, page 111 

o Section 7.5.4: IRT Calibration, page 117 

o Section 10.4: Evidence Based on Internal 
Structure, page 135 

o Appendix B: Dimensionality Analysis Results, 
page 160-164 

o Appendix G: Item Bank Psychometric 
Analyses and Statistics page 583-591 

 1.1 Classical Item Analysis, pages 583-
585 

 1.1.2 Item Discrimination (Item -Total 
Correlation), pages 586-588 

o Appendix O: AK STAR Summative Item Pool 
Characteristics, page 1084-1088 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 3, DRC’s Item Development Process 

for Items on the Alaska Science Assessment of 
the Technical Report, pages 11-19 

o Item review with Alaska educators’ details both 
the content review and the item data review 
including the processes used, Alaska educator 
participant information, and the number of 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.3 is not 
sufficient. According to p. 127 of File 01, “For AK STAR, 
evidence of validity based on internal structure was 
gathered during the first year of item administration, when 
linear forms were used. Because the Year 2 assessment was 
computer adaptive, each item was administered to students 
with a narrower ability range, so psychometric data from 
that year would not provide appropriate evidence.” Since 
AK STAR has been using an item-adaptive test model 
since 2022, it is unclear if the evidence in File 01 would 
still hold.  
 
Similarly, given the lack of alignment and need for new 
item development along, the State should re-run these 
analyses when the new items are available. 
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.3 is sufficient. 
The peers recommend the State consider conducting a 
confirmatory factor analysis to provide stronger evidence 
of dimensionality. 
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items reviewed and accepted at each meeting, 
pages 40-42 and 44-45 

o Describes the forms construction process 
including the psychometric requirements for 
inclusion of items on the forms, pages 45-46 

o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 
pages 54-70 

o Chapter 7, Scaling and Equating, pages 71-74 
o Chapter 8, Fairness in Testing, pages 75-79 
o Chapter 9, Scale Score and Proficiency Levels, 

pages 80-84 
o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, pages 

85-99 
o Chapter 11, Field Test Summary, pages 100-

103 
o Appendix 5, Form Statistics, page 115-120 
o Appendix 10, Total Score and Subscale Score 

Intercorrelations, page 161-164 
o Appendix 11, Test Dimensionality, page 165-

176 
o Appendix 16, Differential Item Functioning 

(DIF) Classification Rules, page 187 
Section 3.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
R/LA & Math: 

• Resubmit evidence after new item development has occurred. 
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Critical Element 3.4 – Validity Based on Relations to Other Variables 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has documented adequate 
validity evidence that the State’s 
assessment scores are related as expected 
with other variables. 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 10.5 Evidence Based on Relations to 
Other Variables, pages 136-139 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 10, section titled Validity Based on 

Relations to Other Variables, pages 92-93 
o Chapter 10, section titled Correlations between 

Content Area Scores, page 92 
o Chapter 10, section titled Comparison of the 

AK Science and 2019 NAEP National Science 
Achievement-Level Results, pages 92-93 

o Appendix 18, Comparison of the AK Science 
and 2019 NAEP National Science 
Achievement-Level Results, page 191 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.4 is not 
sufficient. Given the need for new item development, the 
State should submit updated evidence for this CE once the 
new items are available. When preparing new evidence, the 
peers recommend that the State use additional data points 
that are unrelated to the current test vendor (e.g., use non-
MAP data). 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 3.4 is sufficient. 

Section 3.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
R/LA & Math: 

• Resubmit evidence after new item development has occurred.  
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY – OTHER   
 

Critical Element 4.1 – Reliability 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has documented adequate 
reliability evidence for its assessments for 
the following measures of reliability for 
the State’s student population overall and 
each student group consistent with 
nationally recognized professional and 
technical testing standards.  If the State’s 
assessments are implemented in multiple 
States, measures of reliability for the 
assessment overall and each student group 
consistent with nationally recognized 
professional and technical testing 
standards, including:  
• Test reliability of the State’s 

assessments estimated for its student 
population; 

• Overall and conditional standard 
error of measurement of the State’s 
assessments, including any domain or 
component sub-tests, as applicable; 

• Consistency and accuracy of 
estimates in categorical classification 
decisions for the cut scores, 
achievement levels or proficiency 
levels based on the assessment 
results; 

• For computer-adaptive tests, 
evidence that the assessments 
produce test forms with adequately 

R/LA & MATH 
Test reliability of the State’s assessments estimated 
for its student population 
 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

a. Section 9.1: Reliability and Standard Error 
of Measurement (SEM), pages 124-128  

b. Appendix N: Reliability by Subgroup for 
AK STAR Summative Scores, pages 1080-
1083 

 
Overall and conditional standard error of 
measurement of the State’s assessments, including 
any domain or component sub-tests, as applicable 
 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

a. Section 9.1:  Reliability and Standard Error of 
Measurement (SEM), pages 124-128 

b. Section 4.2.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 
Precision, page 60 

c. Section 4.3.4: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 
Precision, pages 76- 87 

Consistency and accuracy of estimates in categorical 
classification decisions for the cut scores, 
achievement levels or proficiency levels based on the 
assessment results 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
a. Appendix H: Classification Consistency and 

Accuracy Indices, pages 755-760 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.1 is sufficient. 
The peers recommend the State re-run the reliability 
analyses after new item development.  
 
The peers also note the lower reliability coefficients for 
Alaska Native students and suggest the State investigate the 
cause.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.1 is sufficient. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

precise estimates of a student’s 
academic achievement. 

For computer-adaptive tests, evidence that the 
assessments produce test forms with adequately 
precise estimates of a student’s academic 
achievement. 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
o Section 9.1: Reliability and Standard Error of 

Measurement (SEM), pages 124-128 
o Section 4.2.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, page 60 
o Section 4.3.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, pages 76-87 
 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 

pages 64-70 
o Chapter 7, Scaling and Equating, pages 71-74 
o Chapter 9, Scale Score and Proficiency Levels, 

section titled Reporting Category Subscores, 
page 83  

o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, 
section titled Reliability, page 94 

o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, 
section titled Indicators of Consistency, page 
97 

o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, 
section titled Decision Consistency Index, 
pages 98-99 

o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, 
section titled Standard Error of Measurement, 
page 96 

o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, 
section titled Conditional Standard Error of 
Measurement, pages 96-97 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

o Appendix 5, Form Statistics, pages 115-120 
o Appendix 6, Operational Test Item and 

Threshold Difficulty Maps, pages 121-123 
o Appendix 7, Raw-To-Scale Score Tables, pages 

124-127 
o Appendix 8, Subscale Performance 

Frequencies, pages 128-130 
o Appendix 14, Operational Test Reliability by 

Subpopulations, pages 183-185 
o Appendix 17, Scale Score Frequency, pages 

188-190 
● FILE 61 Educator Guide to Assessment Reports 

Spring 2022, pages 6-17 
Section 4.1 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.2 – Fairness and Accessibility 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
For all State academic assessments, 
assessments should be developed, to the 
extent practicable, using the principles of 
universal design for learning (UDL) (see 
definition1).  
 
For academic content assessments, the 
State has taken reasonable and 
appropriate steps to ensure that its 
assessments are accessible to all students 
and fair across student groups in their 
design, development and analysis.  

R/LA & MATH 
For all State academic assessments, assessments 
should be developed, to the extent practicable, using 
the principles of universal design for learning (UDL).  
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 2.9 Universal Design, page 45 
o Appendix L: Content & Test Accessibility, 

pages 885-902 

For academic content assessments, the State has 
taken reasonable and appropriate steps to ensure 
that its assessments are accessible to all students and 
fair across student groups in their design, 
development, and analysis.  

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
o Section 2.10 Bias and Sensitivity, page 46 
o Section 2.11 Test Construction, pages 47-48 
o Section 3.5 Universal Tools and 

Accommodations, pages 51-53 
o Section 7.2. Differential Item Functioning 

(DIF), page 110 

• FILE 03 AK STAR Item and Passage Development 
Review, A collaboration of Assessments: MAP 
Growth and Through-Year from NWEA and 
Winsight from ETS, 2023 pages 33-36 

SCIENCE 

R/LA & MATH 
The State provided evidence that it flagged items for DIF, 
and there were a number of C-level items. The State should 
provide evidence of what happens once the items are 
flagged and if items are removed from the item pool. 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.2 is sufficient. 

 
1 see page 28 of “A State’s Guide to the U.S. Department of Education’s Assessment Peer Review Process”, September 24, 2018 available at: 
www.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/saa.html 
 

http://www.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/saa.html
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Assessments should be developed, to the extent 
practicable, using the principles of universal design 
for learning (UDL) 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 4, Process and Procedures for the 

Development of Alaska Science Assessment, 
pages 40-42 

o Adherence to the principles of Universal 
Design requirements, page 16 

o Chapter 8, Fairness in Testing, pages 75-79 
o Chapter 11, Field Test Summary, pages 100-

103 

● FILE 07 DRC Science Item Development Manual 
o Information regarding training item writers to 

write items to be free of bias, pages 6 and 8-9 

● FILE 64 Guidelines for Training on Bias, Fairness, 
and Sensitivity, pages 3-5 
o Sample of an item-writer training, page 37 

 
The State has taken reasonable and appropriate 
steps to ensure that its assessments are accessible to 
all students and fair across student groups in their 
design, development and analysis 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 
o Appendix 1, PowerPoint Presentations, page 

108 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual Spring 2022 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions Spring 2022 

● FILE 61 Educator Guide to Alaska Science 
Assessment Reports Spring 2022 
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● FILE 62 Family Guide to Student Reports Spring 
2022 

 
Section 4.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
R/LA & Math: 

• The State should provide evidence of what happens once the items are flagged for DIF and if items are removed from the item pool. 
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Critical Element 4.3 – Full Performance Continuum 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has ensured that each 
assessment provides an adequately precise 
estimate of student performance across 
the full performance continuum for 
academic assessments, including 
performance for high- and low-achieving 
students. 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 2.11.1: Computerized adaptive test 
(CAT), page 47 

o Section 4.1.: Overview, page 58 
o Section 4.2.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, page 60 
o Section 4.3.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, pages 76-87 
 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 

pages 54-70 
o Chapter 7, Scaling and Equating, pages 71-74 
o Chapter 9, Scale Score and Proficiency Levels, 

pages 80-84 
o Appendix 4, Operational Test Item Analysis, 

pages 111-114 
o Appendix 5, Form Statistics, pages 115-120 
o Appendix 6, Operational Test Item and 

Threshold Difficulty Maps, pages 121-123 
o Appendix 7, Raw to Scale Score Tables, pages 

124-127 
o Appendix 17, Scale Score Frequency, pages 

188-190 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.3 is sufficient. 
The peers recommend re-examining this CE after new 
items are developed and operational. 
 
 
  
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.3 is sufficient.   

Section 4.3 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.4 – Scoring 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has established and documented 
standardized scoring procedures and 
protocols for its assessments that are 
designed to produce reliable and 
meaningful results, facilitate valid score 
interpretations, and report assessment 
results in terms of the State’s academic 
achievement standards.    

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 5: Scoring and Reporting, pages 88- 93 
o Section 4.1: Overview, page 58 

• FILE 10 AK STAR Educator Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023 

• FILE 11 AK STAR Family Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023 pgs. 1-4 

• FILE  12 AK STAR Psychometrics Scoring 
Specifications, Spring 2023 pages 4-10 

• FILE 09 AK STAR Content Summary Scoring 
Specifications, Spring 2023, pages 4-6 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 

pages 54-70 
o Chapter 7, Scaling and Equating, pages 71-74 
o Chapter 9, Scale Score and Proficiency Levels, 

pages 80-84 
o Appendix 4, Operational Test Item Analysis, 

pages 111-114 
o Appendix 5, Form Statistics, pages 115-120 
o Appendix 6, Operational Test Item and 

Threshold Difficulty Maps, pages 121-123 
o Appendix 7, Raw-to-Scale Score Tables, pages 

124-127 
o Appendix 17, Scale Score Frequency, pages 

188-190 

● FILE 63 Alaska Science ISR, pages 1-2 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.4 is not 
sufficient. The State should provide more information 
about the rationale for the penalty vs. non-penalty scoring 
model among the accommodated forms. File 12 helps to 
clarify that online testing requires students to respond to a 
question before moving on to the next item, whereas 
students testing on paper may skip items. However, there 
seems to be an inconsistency in the scoring treatments for 
“Print on Demand,” “Braille,” and “ASL” forms.  

 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.4 is sufficient. 
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Section 4.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
R/LA & Math 

• The State should provide more information about the rationale for the penalty vs. non-penalty scoring model among the accommodated forms.  
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Critical Element 4.5 – Multiple Assessment Forms 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
If the State administers multiple forms of 
academic assessments within a content 
area and grade level, within or across 
school years, the State ensures that all 
forms adequately represent the State’s 
academic content standards and yield 
consistent score interpretations such that 
the forms are comparable within and 
across school years. 

R/LA & MATH 
If the State administers multiple forms of academic 
assessments within a content area and grade level, 
within or across school years, the State ensures that 
all forms adequately represent the State’s academic 
content standards and yield consistent score 
interpretations such that the forms are comparable 
within and across school years. 
 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

o Section 2.11.1: Computerized Adaptive Test 
(CAT) page 47-48 

o Section 2.6: Blueprints, page 41-44 
o Sections 4.2.1: Test blueprint management 

accuracy, page 60 
o Section 4.2.3: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, page 60 
o Section 4.3.1: Test constraint management 

accuracy, page 61 
o Section 4.3.4: Ability Estimate Accuracy and 

Precision, pages 76-87 
o Section 7.5.4.1 Calibrating FT Items to the 

Summative Scale, page 118 
o Section 10.2: Evidence Based on Test Content, 

page 133 

• FILE  07 AK STAR Test Blueprint, 2023 

• FILE 88 AK STAR Scale Evaluation TAC 
Presentation, September 2023 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022  

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.5 is sufficient. 
The peers encourage the State to conduct a comparability 
study for the accommodated forms when there is an 
adequate number of students. 
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.5 is insufficient. 
According to p. 72 in File 02 Alaska Science Assessment 
Technical Report, no equating was done in 2022 as the 
Alaska Science Assessment was administered for the first 
time that year. The report states that “a common-item 
anchor design will be used to link the assessments from 
2023 to the established AK Science 2022 base scale” (p. 
72). The State should provide evidence of year-to-year 
equating results. 
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o detailed information regarding the construction 
of the operational forms, pages 45-46 

o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, 
pages 54-70 

o Chapter 7, Scaling and Equating, pages 71-74 
 

Section 4.5 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For Science:  

• Evidence of year-to-year equating results. 
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Critical Element 4.6 – Multiple Versions of an Assessment 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
If the State administers any of its 
assessments in multiple versions within a 
subject area (e.g., online versus paper-
based delivery; or a native language 
version of the academic content 
assessment), grade level, or school year, 
the State: 
• Followed a design and development 

process to support comparable 
interpretations of results for students 
tested across the versions of the 
assessments; 

• Documented adequate evidence of 
comparability of the meaning and 
interpretations of the assessment 
results. 

R/LA & MATH 
Followed a design and development process to 
support comparable interpretations of results for 
students tested across the versions of the assessments 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 2: Test Development, pages 15-48 
o Section 3.5: Universal Tools and 

Accommodations, pages 51-53 

Documented adequate evidence of comparability of 
the meaning and interpretations of the assessment 
results 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
o Section 6: Test Results, pages 101-108 

 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 

Report Spring 2022  
o Appendix 12, Summary of Student 

Demographics, page 177 
 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.6 is not 
sufficient. While the State claims that NWEA followed the 
same test development principles to develop 
accommodated forms of the assessment, there is no 
evidence that these forms yield comparable results. Such 
evidence can include, for instance, results of a 
comparability study of different versions of AK STAR.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.6 is not 
sufficient. The State has accommodated forms for certain 
students with disabilities. According to the State’s notes 
(and supported by data in Appendix 12), few students take 
these accommodated forms. The State should submit a 
comparability study for accommodated forms once it has 
the data to do such analysis.  
 
 
 

Section 4.6 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA and Math and Science 

• Evidence of comparability of the meaning and interpretations of the assessment results (e.g., results of a comparability study). 
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Critical Element 4.7 – Technical Analysis and Ongoing Maintenance 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future reference) Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 

State Documentation or Evidence  
Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS 
and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State: 
• Has a system for monitoring, 

maintaining, and improving, as 
needed, the quality of its 
assessment system, including 
clear and technically sound 
criteria for the analyses of all of 
the assessments in its 
assessment system (i.e., general 
assessments and alternate 
assessments), and 

• Evidence of adequate technical 
quality is made public, 
including on the State’s 
website.  

R/LA & MATH 
Has a system for monitoring, maintaining, and improving, as 
needed, the quality of its assessment system, including clear 
and technically sound criteria for the analyses of all of the 
assessments in its assessment system (i.e., general assessments 
and alternate assessments) 
• FILE 01 AKSTAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 

o Section 5.8 Report Verification, page 99 
o Section 3.6 Test Security, pages 54-57 
o Section 5.4 Constructed- Response Human Scoring, page 

90 

• FILE 12 AKSTAR Psychometrics Scoring Specifications, 
Spring 2023, page 4 

• FILE 68 AK STAR Business Requirements Documents, 
2022-2023 

Evidence of adequate technical quality is made public, 
including on the State’s website 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

• FILE 106 DEED AK STAR Assessment Design webpage 
• FILE 108 Assessment Advisory Panel Solicitation  

• FILE 82 Alaska Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
Summary 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report Spring 

2022 
o Chapter 6, Form Analysis and Item Calibration, pages 

54-70 
o Appendix 4, Operational Test Item Analysis, pages 111-

114 

R/LA,  MATH, and SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.7 is not 
sufficient. The State provides evidence of the existence 
of a TAC, but not its activities. The State should 
provide an example of a recent TAC agenda that is 
specific to the particular assessment. The peers also 
recommend that the State put the technical manual on 
its (or its vendors’) website to promote access to the 
manual.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 4.7 is not 
sufficient. According to the State’s notes, “an item 
analysis is performed each year to make sure the keys 
are correct, as well as reviewing any field test items 
that are flagged for poor statistics. If a field test item is 
flagged for any issues or if it has poor statistics, then 
the item will be marked as do not use (DNU) and not 
chosen for future form construction.” The State should 
provide evidence indicating that such item analyses 
have been performed since the initial administration of 
Alaska Science Assessment in 2022.   
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o Appendix 11, Test Dimensionality, pages 165-176 

● FILE 68 DEED Alaska Science Assessment Design webpage 
(https://education.alaska.gov/assessments/science/assessment-
design)  

● FILE 87 Assessment Advisory Panel Solicitation 

● FILE 92 Alaska Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
Summary 

 
Section 4.7 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA & Math and Science: 

• Recent TAC agendas where the TAC has discussed the specific assessment. 
For Science:  

• Evidence indicating that item analyses have been performed since the initial administration of Alaska Science Assessment in 2022.  
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS 
 
Critical Element 5.1 – Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has in place procedures to 
ensure the inclusion of all public 
elementary and secondary school students 
with disabilities in the State’s assessment 
system.  Decisions about how to assess 
students with disabilities must be made by 
a student’s IEP Team under IDEA, the 
placement team under Section 504, or the 
individual or team designated by a district 
to make that decision under Title II of the 
ADA, as applicable, based on each 
student’s individual abilities and needs. 
 
If a State adopts alternate academic 
achievement standards for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities 
and administers an alternate assessment 
aligned with those standards under ESEA 
section 1111(b)(1)(E) and (b)(2)(D), 
respectively, the State must: 
• Establish guidelines for determining 

whether to assess a student with an 
AA-AAAS, including: 
o A State definition of “students 

with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities” that 
addresses factors related to 
cognitive functioning and 
adaptive behavior; 

R/LA & MATH 
Procedures to ensure the inclusion of all public 
school students 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 
o 4 AAC 06.820 (a), page 16-17 

● FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 3 

Provide explanations of differences between 
assessments based on grade-level standards and 
alternate academic achievement standards, including 
any effects of taking an alternate assessment 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), and (m), pages 11-12,  
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, page 14-15 

● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition  

o pages 4-5 
o pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, p. 59 

● FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 3 

Decisions about how to assess students with 
disabilities must be made by IEP team 

R/LA & MATH and SCIENCE 
 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.1 indicates that the 
State has in place procedures and guidelines to ensure the 
inclusion of all public elementary and secondary school 
students with disabilities in the State’s assessment system.  
 
However, there is no evidence that the State has in place 
and monitors implementation of guidelines for IEP teams 
to apply in determining, on a case-by-case basis, which 
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities will 
be assessed based on alternate academic achievement 
standards. The State should provide evidence such as 
reports of State monitoring that document the 
implementation of the State’s policies. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• Provide information for IEP Teams to 
inform decisions about student 
assessments that:   
o Provides a clear explanation of 

the differences between 
assessments aligned with grade-
level academic achievement 
standards and those aligned 
with alternate academic 
achievement standards, 
including any effects of State 
and local policies on a student's 
education resulting from taking 
an AA-AAAS, such as how 
participation in such 
assessments may delay or 
otherwise affect the student 
from completing the 
requirements for a regular high 
school diploma;  

• Ensure that parents of students 
assessed with an AA-AAAS are 
informed that their child’s 
achievement will be measured based 
on alternate academic achievement 
standards; 

• Not preclude a student with the most 
significant cognitive disabilities who 
takes an AA-AAAS from attempting 
to complete the requirements for a 
regular high school diploma; and 

• Promote, consistent with 
requirements under the IDEA, the 
involvement and progress of students 
with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities in the general education 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 

● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, page 6 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 

o pages 55-56 
o page 67 (Sample IEP) 

● FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, page 11 

● FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 15 

● FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, page 15 

Guidelines for determining whether to assess on 
general assessment with or without accommodations 
or an alternate assessment 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt  
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, page 14-15 

● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, page 59 
(alternate assessment) 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

curriculum that is based on the 
State’s academic content standards 
for the grade in which the student is 
enrolled; and 

• Develop, disseminate information on, 
and promote the use of appropriate 
accommodations to ensure that a 
student with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities who does not 
take an AA-AAAS participates in 
academic instruction and assessments 
for the grade in which the student is 
enrolled. 

• The State has in place and monitors 
implementation of guidelines for IEP 
teams to apply in determining, on a 
case-by-case basis, which students 
with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities will be assessed based on 
alternate academic achievement 
standards, if applicable. Such 
guidelines must be developed in 
accordance with 34 CFR § 200.6(d).2  

Information on accessibility tools, features, and 
accommodations available 
● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 

Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 10-16  

● FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 

o pages 19-25 
o pages 40-54 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

● FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, pages 11-15 

● FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, pages 11-15 

● FILE 109 Accommodations and Assessments 
Special Education Annual Training 

Guidance regarding selection of appropriate 
accommodations 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

● FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022,  

o pages 11-14 
o pages 54-68 

 
2 See the full regulation at 34 CFR § 200.6(d) (online at https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-
idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8) 

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 15 

● FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, 
Spring 2023, page 15 

Eligibility for alternate assessment may be from any 
disability category listed in IDEA 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

Parents of students with significant cognitive 
disabilities are informed that their student’s 
achievement will be based on alternate academic 
achievement standards and of any possible 
consequences of taking the alternate assessments 
resulting from district or state policy 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(e), pages 11-12 

● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, page 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 59-60 

Procedures to ensure that its implementation of 
alternate academic achievement standards for 
students with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities promotes student access to the general 
curriculum 

● FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt  
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), and (m), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

o 4 AAC 06.790, pages 14-15 

● FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, page 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 

o Alternate Assessment, page 59 
o Secondary Transition Program 

Requirements, page 82 

● FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 

o pages 7-8 
o pages 34-35 

 
SCIENCE 
Procedures to ensure the inclusion of all public 
school students 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 
o 4 AAC 06.820 (a), page 16-17 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, page 3 

 
Provide explanations of differences between 
assessments based on grade-level standards and 
alternate academic achievement standards, including 
any effects of taking an alternate assessment 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.775(a), (b), (c), and (m), pages 

11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, page 14-15 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition  

o pages 4-5 
o pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, p. 59 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, page 3 

 
Decisions about how to assess students with 
disabilities must be made by IEP team 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, page 6 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 

o pages 58-60 
o page 66 (Sample IEP) 

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, page 11 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, page 19 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, page 7 

 
Guidelines for determining whether to assess on 
general assessment with or without accommodations 
or an alternate assessment 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
(description of course requirements, alternate 
assessment, certificate of attendance or completion, 
and diploma track) 

o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, page 14-15 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, p. 59 
(alternate assessment) 

 
Information on accessibility tools, features, and 
accommodations available 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 10-16  

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 

o pages 19-25 
o pages 40-54 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, pages 16-19 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, pages 4-7 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 93 Accommodations and Assessments Special 
Education Annual Training 

 
Guidance regarding selection of appropriate 
accommodations 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022,  

o pages 11-14 
o pages 54-68 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, page 19 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Administration Directions, Spring 2022, page 7 

 
Eligibility for alternate assessment may be from any 
disability category listed in IDEA 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

 
Parents of students with significant cognitive 
disabilities are informed that their student’s 
achievement will be based on alternate academic 
achievement standards and of any possible 
consequences of taking the alternate assessments 
resulting from district or state policy 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(e), pages 11-12 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 59-60 

 
Procedures to ensure that its implementation of 
alternate academic achievement standards for 
students with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities promotes student access to the general 
curriculum. 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
(description of course requirements, alternate 
assessment, certificate of attendance or completion, 
and diploma track) 
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), and (m), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 6 
o 4 AAC 06.790, pages 14-15 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 25-27 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 
o Alternate Assessment, page 59 
o Secondary Transition Program Requirements, 

page 82  

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 
o pages 7-8 
o pages 34-35 

 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska General R/LA, Math, & Science Assessments] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

66 
 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Section 5.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA, Math, and Science:  

• Evidence that the State has in place and monitors implementation of guidelines for IEP teams to apply in determining, on a case-by-case basis, which 
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities will be assessed based on alternate academic achievement standards (e.g., reports of State 
monitoring that document the implementation of the State’s policies). 
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Critical Element 5.2 – Procedures for Including English Learners in Academic Content Assessments 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State has in place procedures to 
ensure the inclusion of all ELs in public 
elementary and secondary schools in the 
State’s academic content assessments and 
clearly communicates this information to 
districts, schools, teachers, and parents, 
including, at a minimum: 
• Procedures for determining whether 

an EL should be assessed with a 
linguistic accommodation(s);  

• Information on accessibility tools 
and features available to all students 
and assessment accommodations 
available for ELs; 

• Assistance regarding selection of 
appropriate linguistic 
accommodations for ELs, including 
to the extent practicable, assessments 
in the language most likely to yield 
accurate and reliable information on 
what those students know and can do 
to determine the students’ mastery of 
skills in academic content areas until 
the students have achieved English 
language proficiency. 

R/LA & MATH 
Procedures for determining whether an English 
learner should be assessed with linguistic 
accommodations 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, pages 11-15 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 7 and 23-24  

• FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, pages 32-33 and 59-61 

• FILE 43 Guidance for English Learners 
Identification, Assessment, and Data Reporting, 
page 13 

Information on accessibility tools and features 
available to all students and assessment 
accommodations available for ELs 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition 
o pages 12-13 
o pages 23-24 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023 
o page 22 
o page 26 

• FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, Appendix B, Tool 9, page 66 

• FILE 48 Accommodations for Students Identified as 
English Learners 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.2 is sufficient.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.2 is sufficient.  
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Guidance regarding selection of appropriate 
accommodations for English learners 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 23-24 

• FILE 41 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 

o Section 1: Five-Step Process for Selecting, 
Administering, and Evaluating Use of Student 
Supports, pages 5-24 

o Appendix A: Annotated Table of 
Accommodations, pages 40-54  

o Appendix B: Tools for Educators, Tool 9, 
page 66 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, 
Spring 2023, page 15 

 
SCIENCE 
Procedures for determining whether an English 
learner should be assessed with linguistic 
accommodations 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, page 19 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition 
o page 7 
o pages 23-24  

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, pages 32-33 and 59-61 

Information on accessibility tools and features 
available to all students and assessment 
accommodations available for ELs 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 23-24 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, pages 16-21 

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, Appendix B, Tool 9, page 66 

● FILE 48 Accommodations for Students Identified as 
English Learners 

 
Guidance regarding selection of appropriate 
accommodations for English learners 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2022 
Edition, pages 23-24 

● FILE 06 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022 
o Section 1: Five-Step Process for Selecting, 

Administering, and Evaluating Use of Student 
Supports, pages 5-18 

o Appendix A: Annotated Table of 
Accommodations, pages 40-54  

o Appendix B: Tools for Educators, Tool 9, page 
66 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test 
Coordinator’s Manual, Spring 2022, pages 19-21  

Section 5.2 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 5.3 – Accommodations 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State makes available appropriate 
accommodations and ensures that its 
assessments are accessible to students 
with disabilities and ELs, including 
ELs with disabilities. Specifically, the 
State: 
• Ensures that appropriate 

accommodations, such as, 
interoperability with, and ability 
to use, assistive technology, are 
available to measure the 
academic achievement of 
students with disabilities. 

• Ensures that appropriate 
accommodations are available for 
ELs; 

• Has determined that the 
accommodations it provides (1) 
are appropriate and effective for 
meeting the individual student’s 
need(s) to participate in the 
assessments, (2) do not alter the 
construct being assessed,  and (3) 
allow meaningful interpretations 
of results and comparison of 
scores for students who need and 
receive accommodations and 
students who do not need and do 
not receive accommodations;   

• Has a process to individually 
review and allow exceptional 
requests for a small number of 

R/LA & MATH 
Ensures that appropriate accommodations are available for 
students with disabilities  
• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 AAC 

06.775(a), pages 11-12 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition,  
o page 5 (introduction) 
o page 10 (AK STAR section) 

• FILE 41 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022, page 11 

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, Spring 2023, 
page 15 

• FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, Spring 
2023, page 15 

• FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Guidance for Special Education Personnel, 
February 2020, pages 55-57 

• FILE 44 DEED Accommodations webpage (screenshot) 

• FILE 18 District Test Coordinator Training Slide Deck, 
February 2023, pages 145-155 

• FILE 36 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 2023, 
pages 38-48 

• FILE 37 Test Administration Training for Building Test 
Coordinators, AK STAR and Science, Spring 2023, pages 
68-78 

R/LA & MATH and SCIENCE 
Evidence provided by the State for most components of 
CE 5.3 appears to be sufficient.  
 
However, the State needs to provide evidence of how it 
determines that the accommodations it provides (1) are 
appropriate and effective for meeting the individual 
student’s need(s) to participate in the assessments, (2) 
do not alter the construct being assessed, and (3) allow 
meaningful interpretations of results and comparison of 
scores for students who need and receive 
accommodations and students who do not need and do 
not receive accommodations. Such evidence can come 
from a study demonstrating that scores based on 
accommodated and non-accommodated administrations 
can be meaningfully compared.  
 
The State should also submit a copy of the updated 
Handbook for the Participation Guidelines once the 
exceptional accommodations request has been added. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

students who require 
accommodations beyond those 
routinely allowed. 

• Ensures that accommodations for 
all required assessments do not 
deny students with disabilities or 
ELs the opportunity to participate 
in the assessment and any 
benefits from participation in the 
assessment. 

Ensures that appropriate accommodations are available for 
English learners  

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 AAC 
06.776(b), page 13 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition, pages 10-16  

• FILE 41 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022, page 32  

• FILE 05 AK STAR Test Coordinator Manual, Spring 2023, 
page 15 

• FILE 06 AK STAR Test Administration Directions, Spring 
2023, page 15 

• FILE 18 District Test Coordinator Training Slide Deck, 
February 2023, pages 75-80 

Has determined that the accommodations it provides are 
provides (i) are appropriate and effective for meeting the 
individual student’s need(s) to participate in the 
assessments, (ii) do not alter the construct being assessed, 
and (iii) allow meaningful interpretations of results and 
comparison of scores for students who need and receive 
accommodations and students who do not need and do not 
receive accommodations 

• FILE 40 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition, pages 5-7 
(universal design)  

• FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Guidance for Special Education Personnel, 
February 2020 (pages 58-59 “Annual Review of IEPs”) 

• FILE 41 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022, page 18  
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Has a process to individually review and allow exceptional 
requests for a small number of students who require 
accommodations beyond those routinely allowed  

• FILE 52 DEED Process for Reviewing Exceptional 
Accommodations Requests 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023 
o Section 3.5: Universal Tools and Accommodations, 

pages 51-53 
 
SCIENCE 
Ensures that appropriate accommodations are available for 
students with disabilities  

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 AAC 
06.775(a), pages 11-12 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition, pages 10-16 

● FILE 06 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022 (page 11 “Select and Document Accommodations for 
Instruction and Assessment”) 

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test Coordinator’s 
Manual, Spring 2022, pages 19-21 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test Administration 
Directions, Spring 2022, pages 7-8 

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Guidance for Special Education Personnel, 
February 2020, (pages 58-60) 

● FILE 44 Department of Education & Early Development 
Accommodations Webpage 
(https://education.alaska.gov/assessments/accommodations) 

● FILE 10 District Test Coordinator Training Slide Deck, 
February 2022, pages 181-199 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 11 Test Administration Training for Test 
Administrators, AK STAR and Alaska Science 
Assessment, Spring 2022, pages 50-71 

 
Ensures that appropriate accommodations are available for 
English learners  

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 AAC 
06.776(b), page 13 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition, pages 10-16  

● FILE 06 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022, pages 32-33  

● FILE 03 Alaska Science Assessment Test Coordinator’s 
Manual, Spring 2022, pages 19-21 

● FILE 04 Alaska Science Assessment Test Administration 
Directions, Spring 2022, pages 7-8 

● FILE 10 District Test Coordinator Training Slide Deck, 
February 2022, pages 181-199 

 
Has determined that the accommodations it provides (i) are 
appropriate and effective for meeting the individual 
student’s need(s) to participate in the assessments, (ii) do 
not alter the construct being assessed, and (iii) allow 
meaningful interpretations of results and comparison of 
scores for students who need and receive accommodations 
and students who do not need and do not receive 
accommodations 

● FILE 05 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2022 Edition, pages 5-7 
(universal design)  
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 58 State of Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Guidance for Special Education Personnel, 
February 2020, pages 58-60  

● FILE 06 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, March 
2022 (page 18 “Evaluate and Improve Accommodations 
Use”) 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical Report 
Spring 2022 
o Chapter 10, Test Validity and Reliability, section titled 

Validity Evidence for Different Student Populations, 
page 91 

o Appendix 12, Summary of Student Demographics, 
pages 177-179 

o Appendix 13, Summary of Primary Disability and 
Student Accommodations, pages 180-182 

 
Has a process to individually review and allow exceptional 
requests for a small number of students who require 
accommodations beyond those routinely allowed  
• FILE 46 DEED Process for Reviewing Exceptional 

Accommodations Requests 
Section 5.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA, Math, and Science:  

• Evidence of how the State determines that the accommodations it provides (1) are appropriate and effective for meeting the individual student’s need(s) to 
participate in the assessments, (2) do not alter the construct being assessed, and (3) allow meaningful interpretations of results and comparison of scores for 
students who need and receive accommodations and students who do not need and do not receive accommodations (e.g., results of a study demonstrating 
that scores based on accommodated and non-accommodated administrations can be meaningfully compared). 

• Submit a copy of the updated Handbook for the Participation Guidelines once the exceptional accommodations request has been added. 
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Critical Element 5.4 – Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State monitors test administration in 
its districts and schools to ensure that 
appropriate assessments, with or without 
accommodations, are selected for all 
students with disabilities and ELs so that 
they are appropriately included in 
assessments and receive accommodations 
that are:   
• Consistent with the State’s policies 

for accommodations; 
• Appropriate for addressing a 

student’s disability or language needs 
for each assessment administered; 

• Consistent with accommodations 
provided to the students during 
instruction and/or practice;  

• Consistent with the assessment 
accommodations identified by a 
student’s IEP Team under IDEA, 
placement team convened under 
Section 504; or for students covered 
by Title II of the ADA, the individual 
or team designated by a district to 
make these decisions; or another 
process for an EL;  

• Administered with fidelity to test 
administration procedures; 

• Monitored for administrations of all 
required academic content 
assessments and AA-AAAS. 

 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 54 Alaska Statewide Assessment Monitoring 

Guide 

• FILE 55 Assessment Observation Form and 
Guidance 2023 

• FILE 56 Statewide Assessments Monitoring for 
Spring 2023 Administration District Response 
Form, page 5 

• FILE 109 Accommodations and Assessments 
Special Education Annual Training 

 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 54 Alaska Statewide Assessments Monitoring 

Guide 

● FILE 56 Assessments Monitoring District Response 
Form, page 5 

● FILE 93 Accommodations and Assessments Special 
Education Annual Training 

● FILE 55 Assessment Observation Form and 
Guidance 2022 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 
o Appendix 12, Summary of Student 

Demographics, pages 177-179 
o Appendix 13, Summary of Primary Disability 

and Student Accommodations, pages 180-182 
o Appendix 14, Operational Test reliability by 

Subpopulations, pages 183-185 
 

R/LA & MATH and SCIENCE 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.4 indicates that the 
State has procedures for monitoring test administration in 
its districts and schools to ensure that appropriate 
assessments, with or without accommodations, are selected 
for all students with disabilities and ELs so that they are 
appropriately included in assessments and receive 
accommodations. However, there is no evidence of the 
actual monitoring. The State should provide, for instance, a 
summary of the results of monitoring for the most recent 
year. 
 
The State must also provide evidence to support that 
accommodations on assessments are consistent with 
accommodations provided to the students during 
instruction and/or practice.  
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Section 5.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA, Math, and Science:  

• Evidence of the actual monitoring (e.g., summary of the results of monitoring for the most recent year). 
• Evidence that the accommodations provided during the assessment are consistent with accommodations provided to the students during instruction and/or 

practice. 
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SECTION 6: ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING 
Critical Element 6.1 – State Adoption of Academic Achievement Standards for All Students 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For academic content standards:  
Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State formally adopted challenging 
academic achievement standards in 
reading/language arts, mathematics, and 
science for all students, specifically: 
• The State formally adopted academic 

achievement standards in the required 
tested grades and, at its option, 
alternate academic achievement 
standards for students with the most 
significant cognitive disabilities; 

• The State applies its academic 
achievement standards to all public 
elementary and secondary school 
students enrolled in the grade to 
which they apply, with the exception 
of students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities to whom 
alternate academic achievement 
standards may apply; 

The State’s academic achievement 
standards and, as applicable, alternate 
academic achievement standards, include: 
(1) at least three levels of achievement, 
with two for high achievement and a third 
for lower achievement; (2) descriptions of 
the competencies associated with each 
achievement level; and (3) achievement 
scores that differentiate among the 
achievement levels. 

R/LA & MATH 
The State formally adopted challenging academic 
achievement standards in reading/language arts, 
mathematics, and science for all students 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
a. 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 
b. 4 AAC 06.739, page 7 
c. 4 AAC 06.775, pages 11-12 

• FILE 97 Alaska State Board of Education Meeting 
Minutes, September 2022 

• FILE 96 Alaska State Board of Education and Early 
Development September 2022 Meeting Packet 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
a. Section 2.7: ALD Development, page 44 

• FILE 14 Achievement Level Explorer Tool  

• FILE 95 AK STAR Standard Setting Report, 2022  

• FILE 65 Standards Validation Report, 2023, 
a. pages 10-25 
b. Appendix C: Threshold Achievement Level 

Descriptors, pages 47-82 

• FILE 89 Process to Establish Score Ranges for 
Summative Assessment Achievement Levels 

• FILE 101 Policy Review Meeting Agenda, August 
1, 2023 

• FILE 102 Policy Review Meeting Summary, 
August 1, 2023 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.1 is sufficient. 
 
SCIENCE 
Evidence provided by the State for CE 6.1 is sufficient. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• FILE 103 Policy Review Meeting Agenda, August 
28, 2023 

• FILE 104 Policy Review Meeting Summary, 
August 28, 2023 

The State’s academic achievement standards and, as 
applicable, alternate academic achievement 
standards, include: (1) at least three levels of 
achievement, with two for high achievement and a 
third for lower achievement; (2) descriptions of the 
competencies associated with each achievement level; 
and (3) achievement scores that differentiate among 
the achievement levels 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
o Section 5.5.1 Achievement Levels, page 92 
o Section 5.5.2 Scale Score Range, page 92 

 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 39 Alaska Science Assessment Standard 

Setting Technical Report 2022 
o Executive Summary, pages ii-iii 
o Standard Setting Methodology and Results, 

pages 2-19 
 
Formal adoption of academic achievement standards 
in the required tested grades  
 
Academic achievement standards for the Alaska Science 
Assessment 

● FILE 82 Alaska State Board of Education and Early 
Development September 2022 Meeting Packet 

● FILE 83 Alaska State Board of Education Meeting 
Minutes, September 2022 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Grade-level academic achievement standards applied 
to all public school students enrolled in the grade to 
which they apply, with the exception of students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities to whom 
alternate academic achievement standards may 
apply; 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 
o 4 AAC 06.739, page 7 
o 4 AAC 06.775, pages 11-12 

Section 6.1 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 6.2 – Achievement Standards Setting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State used a technically sound 
method and process that involved 
panelists with appropriate experience and 
expertise for setting: 
• Academic achievement standards 

and, as applicable, alternate 
academic achievement standards. 

R/LA & MATH 
The State used a technically sound method and 
process that involved panelists with appropriate 
experience and expertise for standard setting 

• FILE 95 AK STAR Standard Setting Report, 2022 

• FILE 65 AK STAR Standards Validation Report, 
2023 pages 1-2 
o Appendix A: Demographic Survey pages 27-40 

• FILE 89 Process to Establish Score Ranges for 
Summative Assessment Achievement Levels 

• FILE 101 Policy Review Meeting Agenda, August 
1, 2023 

• FILE 102 Policy Review Meeting Summary, 
August 1, 2023 

• FILE 103 Policy Review Meeting Agenda, August 
28, 2023 

• FILE 104 Policy Review Meeting Summary, 
August 28, 2023 

 
SCIENCE 
● FILE 39 Alaska Science Assessment Standard 

Setting Technical Report 2022 
o Executive Summary, pages ii-iii 
o Standard Setting Methodology and Results, 

pages 2-19 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.2 is sufficient.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.2 is sufficient.   

Section 6.2 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 6.3 – Challenging and Aligned Academic Achievement Standards 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
For academic achievement standards:  
The State’s academic achievement 
standards are challenging and aligned 
with the State’s academic content 
standards and with entrance requirements 
for credit-bearing coursework in the 
system of public higher education in the 
State and relevant State career and 
technical education standards such that a 
student who scores at the proficient or 
above level has mastered what students 
are expected to know and be able to do by 
the time they graduate from high school 
in order to succeed in college and the 
workforce.   
 
If the State has adopted alternate 
academic achievement standards for 
students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities, the alternate 
academic achievement standards (1) are 
aligned with the State’s challenging  
academic content standards for the grade 
in which a student is enrolled; (2) 
promote access to the general curriculum 
consistent with the IDEA; (3)  reflect 
professional judgment as to the highest 
possible standards achievable for such 
students; (4) are designated in the IEP for 
each student for whom alternate academic 
achievement standards apply; and (5) are 
aligned to ensure that a student who meets 

R/LA & MATH 
• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  

o Section 2.3.3: AK STAR Alignment Study 

• FILE 14 Achievement Level Explorer Tool 

• FILE 95 AK STAR Standard Setting Report, 2022 

• FILE 65 AK STAR Standards Validation Report, 
2023 
o Appendix C: Threshold Achievement Level 

Descriptors pages 46-82 

• FILE 04 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study Final Report, 2022, 
pages 1-11 

• FILE 13 AK STAR English Language Arts and 
Mathematics Alignment Study - Addendum Draft 
Report, 2023 pages 6-9 

SCIENCE 
● FILE 39 Alaska Science Assessment Standard 

Setting Technical Report 2022 
o Executive Summary, pages ii-iii 
o Standard Setting Methodology and Results, 

pages 2-19 

● FILE 66 Third-Party Independent Cognitive 
Complexity Scenario and Items Study Report, pages 
3-5 

● FILE 59 Third-Party Independent Alignment Study 
Report for Alignment of the Alaska Science 
Assessments to the K–12 Science Standards for 
Alaska, page 3 

R/LA & MATH 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.3 is not 
sufficient. According to the summary of the alignment 
study on p. 43 in File 04, the reviewers found a number of 
standards that were not assessed and provided a list of 
recommendations for DEED. The second phase of the 
alignment study (File 13) revealed similar issues (see p. 
48). The State needs to provide evidence demonstrating the 
steps that the State took to address these issues with 
alignment and implement the proposed recommendations.  
 
 
SCIENCE 
 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.3 is not 
sufficient. The State contends that the K-12 Science 
Assessment Standards for Alaska are associated with the 
knowledge and skills that students need to be on-track for 
college. However, the State did not provide evidence to 
support this assertion in CE 1.2. The State must provide 
evidence to address how the achievement standards are 
aligned to entrance requirements for credit-bearing 
coursework. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

the alternate academic achievement 
standards is on track to pursue 
postsecondary education or competitive 
integrated employment.   
Section 6.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA and Math: 

• Evidence demonstrating the steps that the State took to address the issues with alignment and implement the proposed recommendations of the independent 
alignment study.  

For Science: 
• Evidence to address how the achievement standards are aligned to entrance requirements for credit-bearing coursework. 
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Critical Element 6.4 – Reporting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Alaska R/LA & Math 3-8 & HS and 
Science 5, 8, & HS Assessments 
The State reports its assessment results for 
all students assessed, and the reporting 
facilitates timely, appropriate, credible, 
and defensible interpretations and uses of 
those results by parents, educators, State 
officials, policymakers and other 
stakeholders, and the public. 
 
The State reports to the public its 
assessment results on student academic 
achievement for all students and each 
student group at each achievement 
level3  
 
For academic content assessments, the 
State reports assessment results, including 
itemized score analyses, to districts and 
schools so that parents, teachers, 
principals, and administrators can 
interpret the results and address the 
specific academic needs of students, and 
the State also provides interpretive guides 
to support appropriate uses of the 
assessment results.   
• The State provides for the production 

and delivery of individual student 
interpretive, descriptive, and 

R/LA & MATH 
The State reports its assessment results for all 
students assessed, and the reporting facilitates 
timely, appropriate, credible, and defensible 
interpretations and uses of those results by parents, 
educators, State officials, policymakers and other 
stakeholders, and the public 

• FILE 01 AK STAR Technical Report, Spring 2023  
a. Section 5.6 Report Summary, pages 94- 98 
 Table 5.11 Summary of Reports, page 96 

• FILE 10 AK STAR Educator Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023 

• FILE 11 AK STAR Family Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023 

• FILE 73 2023 AK STAR Individual Student Report 
Sample 

• FILE 86 AK STAR District Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 87 AK STAR School Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 33 Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Four-Way Primary Suppression Rules    

• FILE 34 Protocol for Reporting Assessment Results 
– Two Categories of Achievement 

 
R/LA & MATH and SCIENCE 
Evidence submitted by the State for most of the 
components of CE 6.4 appears to be sufficient.  
However, the State should also provide evidence that 
assessment results:  

- are, to the extent practicable, written in a language 
that parents and guardians can understand or, if it 
is not practicable to provide written translations to 
a parent or guardian with limited English 
proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or 
guardian; and 

- upon request by a parent who is an individual with 
a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, 
are provided in an alternative format accessible to 
that parent. 

According to the State’s notes, “Report dissemination is the 
responsibility of the districts who communicate with their 
families and other stakeholders. DEED has not received 
any direct requests for reports or guides to be provided in 
alternate formats or languages. Anecdotal evidence from 
districts suggests that local schools are able to 
accommodate the needs of their families by providing local 
translation.” 
 
The peers also recommend that the State have a process to 
monitor whether parents receive score reports.  
 
  
 

 
3 Although all students with disabilities must be included in a State’s assessment system, requirements for public reporting in ESEA section 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) 
apply only to children with disabilities as defined in section 602(3) of the IDEA. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

diagnostic reports after each 
administration of its academic 
content assessments that: 
o Provide valid and reliable 

information regarding a 
student’s academic 
achievement;    

o Report the student’s academic 
achievement in terms of the 
State’s grade-level academic 
achievement standards;  

o Provide information to help 
parents, teachers, and principals 
interpret the test results and 
address the specific academic 
needs of students;  

o Are provided in an 
understandable and uniform 
format; 

o Are, to the extent practicable, 
written in a language that parents 
and guardians can understand or, 
if it is not practicable to provide 
written translations to a parent or 
guardian with limited English 
proficiency, are orally translated 
for such parent or guardian; 

o Upon request by a parent who is 
an individual with a disability as 
defined by the ADA, as 
amended, are provided in an 
alternative format accessible to 
that parent. 

• The State follows a process and 
timeline for delivering individual 
student reports to parents, teachers, 

• FILE 35 Protocol for Reporting Assessment Results 
– Four Categories of Achievement 

Reporting to the public assessment results at each 
proficiency level and participation rate and each 
group 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738(b)-(d), page 6  

• FILE 47 AK STAR Spring 2023 Test Results Press 
Release 

Data provided on DEED website (sample webpages 
provided) 

• FILE 66 Spring 2023 AK STAR Statewide Results  

• FILE 67 Alaska Report Card to the Public 2022-23 
(webpage) 

• FILE 99 Alaska Report Card to the Public 2022-23, 
Accountability Indicators Report  

• FILE 69 Spring 2023 AK STAR Districtwide 
Results 

• FILE 70 Spring 2023 AK STAR Schoolwide 
Results 

• FILE 11 AK STAR Family Guide to Student 
Reports, Spring 2023  

• FILE 10 AK STAR Educator Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023, pages 23-27 

• FILE 83 Introduction to AK STAR Reports for 
Leaders 

• FILE 84 Introduction to AK STAR Reports for 
Teachers 

SCIENCE 
The State should provide the most recent state report card 
as evidence that the State reports to the public its 
assessment results on student academic achievement for all 
students and each student group at each achievement level. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

and principals as soon as practicable 
after each test administration. 

Reports and data provided to districts/schools: 

• FILE 87 AK STAR School Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 86 AK STAR District Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 74 AK STAR Student Score Data File 
Format, Spring 2023   

Report the student’s achievement in terms of the 
state’s grade-level academic achievement standards 
(including performance-level descriptors) 

• FILE 73 AK STAR Individual Student Report 
Sample 

• FILE 87 AK STAR School Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 86 AK STAR District Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 74 AK STAR Student Score Data File 
Format, Spring 2023   

• FILE 75 AK STAR Achievement Level Descriptors 
(ALDs), January 2023 

Provide information to help parents and educators 
interpret the results and address specific academic 
needs of students 

• FILE 10 AK STAR Educator Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023, pages 23-27 

• FILE 11 AK STAR Family Guide to Student 
Reports, Spring 2023 

• FILE 73 AK STAR Individual Student Report 
Sample 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• FILE 86 AK STAR District Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 87 AK STAR School Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 112 FAQs Alaska’s Summative Assessments 

Process and timeline for delivering individual 
student reports 

• FILE 08 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738 (d), page 6 

• FILE 76 Email to District Test Coordinators Re: 
AK STAR 2023 Results 

• FILE 79 Letter to Superintendents Re: AK STAR 
2023 Results, March 2024 

• FILE 10 Educator Guide to Assessment Reports, 
Spring 2023, pages 23-27 

• FILE 11 AK STAR Family Guide to Assessment 
Reports, Spring 2023 

• FILE 73 AK STAR Individual Student Report 
Spring 2023 

• FILE 87 AK STAR School Summary Report 
Sample 

• FILE 86 AK STAR District Summary Report 
Sample 

SCIENCE 
Reporting to the public assessment results at each 
proficiency level and participation rate and each 
group 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738(b)-(d), page 6  
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 79 DEED Releases Statewide Assessment 
Results Press Release 

 
Data provided on DEED website (sample webpages 
provided) 

● FILE 42 Spring 2022 Alaska Science Assessment 
Statewide Results  

● FILE 51 Alaska Report Card to the Public 2021-
2022 

● FILE 33 Alaska Department of Education & Early 
Development Four-Way Suppression Rules 

● FILE 34 DEED Reporting Protocol – 2 Levels of 
Achievement 

● FILE 35 DEED Reporting Protocol – 4 Levels of 
Achievement    

 
Reporting of assessment results with itemized score 
analysis to schools and districts in order to interpret 
the results and address the specific academic needs of 
students, and the state also provides interpretive 
guides to support appropriate uses of the assessment 
results 

Data provided on DEED Website 

● FILE 13 Spring 2022 Alaska Science Assessment 
Districtwide Results 

● FILE 37 Spring 2022 Alaska Science Assessment 
Schoolwide Results 

● FILE 62 Family Guide to Student Reports- Spring 
2022 

● FILE 61 Educator Guide to 2022 Alaska Science 
Assessment Reports 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

o Score Interpretation section, pages 6-16  
o Achievement Level Descriptors, Appendix B, 

pages 51-54 

● FILE 80 Spring 2022 Alaska Reporting Resource 
for Leaders Slide Deck 

● FILE 81 Spring 2022 Reporting Talking Points for 
District and School Leaders 

 
Reports and data provided to districts/schools 

● FILE 74 Alaska Science Assessment District 
Summary Report 

● FILE 75 Alaska Science Assessment School 
Summary Report 

● FILE 76 Alaska Science Assessment School Roster 
Report 

● FILE 77 District Student Data File Layout Spring 
2022 

 
Report the student’s achievement in terms of the 
state’s grade-level academic achievement standards 
(including performance-level descriptors) 

● FILE 63 Alaska Science Assessment ISR  

● FILE 65 Alaska Science Assessment Achievement 
Level Descriptors (ALDs) 

● FILE 74 Alaska Science Assessment District 
Summary Report 

● FILE 75 Alaska Science Assessment School 
Summary Report 

● FILE 76 Alaska Science Assessment School Roster 
Report 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 77 District Student Data File Layout Spring 
2022 

Provide information to help parents and educators 
interpret the results and address specific academic 
needs of students 

● FILE 61 Educator Guide to Alaska Science 
Assessment Reports Spring 2022, pages 6-16 

● FILE 62 Family Guide to Student Reports Spring 
2022 

● FILE 63 Alaska Science Assessment ISR Spring 

● FILE 74 Alaska Science Assessment District 
Summary Report 

● FILE 75 Alaska Science Assessment School 
Summary Report 

● FILE 76 Alaska Science Assessment School Roster 
Report 

● FILE 52 FAQs Alaska’s Summative Assessments 
 
Process and timeline for delivering individual 
student reports 

● FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738 (d), page 6 

● FILE 26 Email to DTCs and Superintendents: 
Notification of Results available, November 2022 

● FILE 02 Alaska Science Assessment Technical 
Report Spring 2022 
o Chapter 9, pages 80-84 
o Appendix 8, Subscale Performance 

Frequencies, pages 128-130 
o Appendix 10, Total Score and Subscale Score 

Intercorrelations, pages 161-164 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

● FILE 62 Family Guide to Student Reports Spring 
2022, pages 1-4 

● FILE 61 Educator Guide to Alaska Science 
Assessment Reports Spring 2022, pages 8-16 

● FILE 63 Alaska Science Assessment ISR 

● FILE 74 Alaska Science Assessment District 
Summary Report 

● FILE 75 Alaska Science Assessment School 
Summary Report 

● FILE 76 Alaska Science Assessment School Roster 
Report 

 
 

Section 6.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For R/LA, Math, and Science:  

• Evidence that assessment results:  
o are, to the extent practicable, written in a language that parents and guardians can understand or, if it is not practicable to provide written 

translations to a parent or guardian with limited English proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or guardian; and 
o upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, are provided in an alternative format 

accessible to that parent. 
For Science: 

• A copy of its most recent state report card to demonstrate that the State publicly reports proficiency for student subgroups. 
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SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS  
(if applicable; evidence for this section would be submitted in ADDITION to evidence for sections 1 through 6) 
 
(Does Not Apply to this Assessment) 
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS 
 
Critical Element 1.1 – State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All Students 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 1.2 – Challenging Academic Content Standards  
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 1.3 – Required Assessments  
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 1.4 – Policies for Including All Students in Assessments 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 1.5 – Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments  
(Note: this is a new requirement under ESSA, so it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (December 2015)). 
Met in prior peer review 
 
SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
 
Critical Element 2.1 – Test Design and Development 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 2.2 – Item Development 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 2.3 – Test Administration 
Met in prior peer review 
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Critical Element 2.4 – Monitoring Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For all Assessments 
• Evidence that the policies and 

procedures for monitoring have been 
implemented during test 
administrations (e.g., a statewide 
summary report of LEA-reported 
irregularities and/or observations; a 
summary of the percentage of LEA 
staff that received required training 
out of the total number of LEA staff 
who administered tests). 

For Department Department staff reviewed the documentation submitted as 
evidence for this critical element and determined the 
documentation demonstrates State adoption and 
implementation of policies and processes for monitoring 
test administration as well as documentation demonstrating 
that monitoring activities were conducted. The submission 
provided documentation describing the geographic 
challenges of in-person assessment administration 
monitoring of remote LEAs by agency staff. The DEED 
submission described, and provided documentation of 
implementation, of a process where the DEED conducts in-
person monitoring of a sample of LEA classrooms’ test 
administration and provides training for LEA staff to 
monitor test administration in their schools. Staff 
determined the documentation provided sufficient evidence 
demonstrating DEED has met the requirements for this 
critical element. No additional evidence is required. 

Section 2.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 
Critical Element 2.5 – Test Security 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 2.6 – Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy 
Met in prior peer review 
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY – VALIDITY 
 
Critical Element 3.1 – Overall Validity, Including Validity Based on Content 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.2 – Validity Based on Cognitive Processes 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.3 – Validity Based on Internal Structure 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.4 – Validity Based on Relations to Other Variables 
Met in prior peer review 
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY – OTHER   
Critical Element 4.1 – Reliability 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.2 – Fairness and Accessibility 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.3 – Full Performance Continuum 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.4 – Scoring 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.5 – Multiple Assessment Forms 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.6 – Multiple Versions of an Assessment 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.7 – Technical Analysis and Ongoing Maintenance 
Met in prior peer review 
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS 
 
Critical Element 5.1 – Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 5.2 – Procedures for Including English Learners in Academic Content Assessments 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 5.3 – Accommodations 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 5.4 – Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations 
Met in prior peer review 
 
 
SECTION 6: ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING 
 
Critical Element 6.1 – State Adoption of Academic Achievement Standards for All Students 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 6.2 – Achievement Standards Setting 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 6.3 – Challenging and Aligned Academic Achievement Standards 
Met in prior peer review 
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Critical Element 6.4 – Reporting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For all Assessments: 
• Evidence that the State ensures LEAs 

provide alternative formats of score 
reports, upon request.  

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738(b)-(d), page 6  

• FILE 08 DLM Alaska webpage (screenshot) 

• FILE 09 DEED DLM Results webpage (screenshot) 

• FILE 10 Email to DTCs and Superintendents: 
Notification of Results available, November 2023 

• FILE 11 DTC Weekly Emails Sampler 

The State should provide evidence that assessment results:  
- upon request by a parent who is an individual with 

a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, 
are provided in an alternative format accessible to 
that parent. 

 
According to the State’s notes, “Report dissemination is the 
responsibility of the districts who communicate with their 
families and other stakeholders. DEED has not received 
any direct requests for reports or guides to be provided in 
alternate formats or languages. Anecdotal evidence from 
districts suggests that local schools are able to 
accommodate the needs of their families by providing local 
translation.” 
 
 

Section 6.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence that assessment results:  
o upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, are provided in an alternative format 

accessible to that parent. 
 
SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS  
(Does Not Apply to this Assessment) 
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Note: Peer review notes provide the combined recommendations of the individual peers to 
the U.S. Department of Education (Department), based on the statute and regulations, the 
Department’s peer review guidance, and the peers’ professional judgement of the evidence 
submitted by the State. These assessment peer review notes, however, do not necessarily 
reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to 
demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for assessment 
peer review. Although the peer notes inform the Secretary’s consideration of each State’s 
assessment system, the Department makes the final decision regarding whether the 
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assessment system meets the requirements in the statute and regulations. As a result, these 
peer notes may not completely align with the final determination made by the Department. 
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS 
 
Critical Element 1.1 – State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All Students 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For Science Content Standards 
The State formally adopted challenging 
academic content standards for all 
students in reading/language arts, 
mathematics and science and applies its 
academic content standards to all public 
schools and public school students in 
the State. 

Adoption of Challenging Academic Content 
Standards 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 04.140, page 1 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 

• FILE 09 Alaska State Board of Education State 
Board Meeting Minutes, June 2019, page 2 

• FILE 13 K-12 Science Standards for Alaska 

• FILE 14 State Board Adopts Revised Science 
Standards Press Release 

• FILE 46 DLM Accessibility Manual, page 10 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 1.1 indicates that the 
State adopted K-12 Science Standards for Alaska in 2019. 
However, there is no evidence that the State adopted DLM 
for Science. According to the State’s submission, the 
DEED intends to create “a crosswalk between the Essential 
Elements and the K-12 Science Standards for Alaska” in 
the 2024-2025 school year and expects that “the Essential 
Elements will be adopted and put into state regulation.” 
The State will need to submit the evidence for CE 1.1 once 
the DLM Essential Elements are adopted. 
 

Section 1.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence the State formally adopted challenging academic content standards for all students in science and applies its academic content standards to all 
public schools and public school students in the State. 
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Critical Element 1.2 – Challenging Academic Content Standards  
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For Science Content Standards 
The State’s challenging academic content 
standards in reading/language arts, 
mathematics, and science are aligned with 
entrance requirements for credit-bearing 
coursework in the system of public higher 
education in the State and relevant State 
career and technical education standards. 

• FILE 13 K-12 Science Standards for Alaska 

• FILE 15 State Science Content Standards 
Committees Process and Timeline 

• FILE 16 Alaska State Board of Education & Early 
Development June 2019 Meeting Packet, pages 
372-377 

• FILE 14 State Board Adopts Revised Science 
Standards Press Release 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.2 indicates that 
the K-12 Science Standards for Alaska are in essence the 
same as the Next Generation Science Standards (NGSS), 
with a few minor modifications (see p. 7 in File 13). While 
the State did provide evidence of setting up different 
committees (i.e., the Science Standards Writing Committee 
and the Science Standards Review Committee) to produce 
a set of standards, the State did not provide evidence that 
the K-12 Science Standards for Alaska are aligned with 
entrance requirements for credit-bearing coursework in the 
system of public higher education in the State and relevant 
State career and technical education standards.  
Similarly, there is no such evidence for DLM Science.  
 
 

Section 1.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• The State’s challenging academic content standards in science are aligned with entrance requirements for credit-bearing coursework in the system of public 
higher education in the State and relevant State career and technical education standards. 
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Critical Element 1.3 – Required Assessments  
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State’s assessment system includes 
annual general and alternate assessments 
aligned with grade-level academic 
achievement standards or alternate 
academic achievement standards in: 
• Reading/language arts (R/LA) and 

mathematics in each of grades 3-8 
and at least once in high school 
(grades 9-12); 

• Science at least once in each of three 
grade spans (3-5, 6-9 and 10-12).  

 
AND 
 
The State’s academic content 
assessments must be the same 
assessments administered to all students 
in the tested grades, with the following 
exceptions: 
• Students with the most significant 

cognitive disabilities may take an 
alternate assessment aligned with 
alternate academic achievement 
standards. 

• A State may permit an LEA to 
administer a nationally recognized 
high school academic assessment in 
lieu of the State high school 
assessment if certain conditions are 
met. 

• A State that administers an end-of-
course high school mathematics 
assessment may exempt an 8th grade 
student from the mathematics 
assessment typically administered in 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating Alaska’s assessment 
system includes all required assessments. No additional 
evidence is required.   
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eighth grade and allow the student to 
take the State end-of-course 
mathematics test instead. 

• The Department may have approved 
the State, under the Innovative 
Assessment Demonstration 
Authority, to permit students in some 
LEAs to participate in a 
demonstration assessment system in 
lieu of participating in the State 
assessment. 

Section 1.3 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.4 – Policies for Including All Students in Assessments 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State requires the inclusion of all 
public elementary and secondary school 
students in its assessment system and 
clearly and consistently communicates 
this requirement to districts and schools. 
• For students with disabilities, policies 

state that all students with disabilities 
in the State, including those children 
with disabilities publicly placed in 
private schools as a means of 
providing special education and 
related services, must be included in 
the assessment system; 

• For ELs:  
o Policies state that all ELs must 

be included in all aspects of the 
content assessment system, 
unless the State has chosen the 
statutory option for recently 
arrived ELs under which such 
ELs are exempt from one 
administration of its reading/ 
language arts assessment. 

o If a State has developed native 
language assessments for ELs in 
R/LA, ELs must be assessed in 
R/LA in English if they have 
been enrolled in U.S. schools for 
three or more consecutive years, 
except, if a district determines, 
on a case-by-case basis, that 
native language assessments 
would yield more accurate and 
reliable information, the district 
may assess a student with native 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating policies for the inclusion 
of all students in the State assessment system. No 
additional evidence is required.   
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language assessments for a 
period not to exceed two 
additional consecutive years. 

o If the State uses the flexibility 
for Native American language 
schools and programs: (1) the 
State provides the content 
assessment in the Native 
American language to all 
students in the school or 
program; (2) the State submits 
such content assessment for peer 
review as part of its State 
assessment system; and (3) the 
State continues to provide ELP 
assessments and services for ELs 
as required by law.  The State 
must assess in English the 
students’ achievement in R/LA 
in high school.  

Section 1.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.5 – Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments  
(Note: this is a new requirement under ESSA, so it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (December 2015)). 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For Science Content Standards 
If the State has developed or amended 
challenging academic standards and 
assessments, the State has conducted 
meaningful and timely consultation with: 
• State leaders, including the Governor, 

members of the State legislature and 
State board of education (if the State 
has a State board of education). 

• Local educational agencies (including 
those located in rural areas). 

• Representatives of Indian tribes 
located in the State.  

• Teachers, principals, other school 
leaders, charter school leaders (if the 
State has charter schools), specialized 
instructional support personnel, 
paraprofessionals, administrators, 
other staff, and parents. 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff determined the submission provided 
sufficient evidence demonstrating DEED consultation with 
stakeholders in the development of challenging academic 
content standards for science. This critical element was met 
in prior review for ELP standards. Academic content 
standards for R/LA and mathematics were adopted in 2012. 
DEED has met the requirements for this critical element. 
No additional evidence is required. 

Section 1.5 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
 
Critical Element 2.1 – Test Design and Development 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• Evidence that the State’s test design 
and test development process is well-
suited for the content, is technically 
sound, and aligns the assessments to 
the depth and breadth of the State’s 
academic content standards for the 
grade that is being assessed (e.g., 
provide evidence that the test design 
adequately samples the Essential 
Elements in science). 

 Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 2.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 
Critical Element 2.2 – Item Development 
Met in prior peer review 
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Critical Element 2.3 – Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State implements policies and 
procedures for standardized test 
administration; specifically, the State: 
• Has established and communicates to 

educators clear, thorough and 
consistent standardized procedures 
for the administration of its 
assessments, including administration 
with accommodations;   

• Has established procedures to ensure 
that general and special education 
teachers, paraprofessionals, teachers 
of ELs, specialized instructional 
support personnel, and other 
appropriate staff receive necessary 
training to administer assessments 
and know how to administer 
assessments, including, as necessary, 
alternate assessments, and know how 
to make use of appropriate 
accommodations during assessments 
for all students with disabilities; 

• If the State administers technology-
based assessments, the State has 
defined technology and other related 
requirements, included technology-
based test administration in its 
standardized procedures for test 
administration, and established 
contingency plans to address possible 
technology challenges during test 
administration. 

Establishment and communication of standard 
procedures for administration of assessments 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 Edition 

• FILE 55 Alaska DLM Activities Calendar 

• FILE 20 DTC Weekly Emails Sampler 

• FILE 10 DEED Alternate Assessment webpage 
(screenshot) 

• FILE 11 DEED District Test Coordinator 
Smartsheet (screenshot) 

Procedures to ensure training for administration of 
assessments 

• FILE 64 Slide Deck for DTC Webinar, November 
2023 
o pages 44-46 
o pages 52-53 

• FILE 53 Guide to DLM Required Test 
Administrator Training 2023-2024 

• FILE 48 Educator Portal User Guide 2023-2024 

• FILE 24 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2023-24 

• FILE 25 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 26 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.3 indicates that 
the State:  

- has established and communicates to educators 
clear, thorough and consistent standardized 
procedures for the administration of its 
assessments, including DLM Science, e.g., 
screenshot of the DEED Alternate Assessment 
webpage (FILE 10) and a copy of DTC Weekly 
Email with links to the Guide to DLM Required 
Test Administrator Training (File 20).  

- has established procedures to ensure that all 
appropriate staff receive necessary training to 
administer assessments and know how to 
administer assessments (see p. 10 in File 08: 
DEED makes vendor-provided training modules 
available for DLM and requires that “any staff 
involved in testing MUST complete the applicable 
training prior to administering any assessments”; 
also File 64 with DTC Training slides). 

 
However, there is no evidence of participation in such 
training. The State should provide, for instance, examples 
of sign-in sheets or screenshots of electronic forms for 
tracking attendance.  
 
Similarly, there is no evidence indicating that the State has 
established contingency plans to address possible 
technology challenges during test administration for DLM 
Science. According to the State’s notes, “Technology is a 
unique challenge in Alaska due to remote districts and lack 
of technological infrastructure in some regions. As such, no 
single contingency plan can be written and applied for all 
districts. In partnership with DLM and their technical 
support, DEED works with districts experiencing such 
challenges as needed, and on an individual basis. In the 
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• FILE 27 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 64 Slide Deck for DTC Webinar, November 
2023 
o Pages 44-46 
o Pages 52-53 

• FILE 20 DTC Weekly Emails Sampler 

Technology based assessments requirements, 
administration procedures, and contingency plans 
 
• FILE 51 DLM Technology Specifications Manual 

2023-2024 

• FILE 53 Guide to DLM Required Test 
Administrator Training 2023-2024 

• FILE 52 DLM Guide to Practice Activities and 
Released Testlets 

See also DLM submission. 

past, most sites have been able to overcome these 
technology challenges and move forward with testing 
online. In the event that a district cannot overcome a 
technology challenge, DEED would work with them to find 
a solution (e.g., administering paper).” 
 
Evidence of how DEED works with districts on an 
individual basis to address such technology challenges for 
DLM Science is needed. 
 

Section 2.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence of staff participation in DLM Science training. 
• Evidence of established contingency plans to address possible technology challenges during test administration. 

 
 
Critical Element 2.4 – Monitoring Test Administration 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State adequately monitors the 
administration of its State assessments to 
ensure that standardized test 
administration procedures are 
implemented with fidelity across districts 
and schools.  Monitoring of test 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff reviewed the documentation submitted as 
evidence for this critical element and determined the 
documentation demonstrates State adoption and 
implementation of policies and processes for monitoring 
test administration as well as documentation demonstrating 
that monitoring activities were conducted. The submission 
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administration should be demonstrated for 
all assessments in the State system: the 
general academic assessments and the 
AA-AAAS. 

provided documentation describing the geographic 
challenges of in-person assessment administration 
monitoring of remote LEAs by agency staff. The DEED 
submission described, and provided documentation of 
implementation, of a process where the DEED conducts in-
person monitoring of a sample of LEA classrooms’ test 
administration and provides training for LEA staff to 
monitor test administration in their schools. Staff 
determined the documentation provided sufficient evidence 
demonstrating DEED has met the requirements for this 
critical element. No additional evidence is required. 

Section 2.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 
 
 
Critical Element 2.5 – Test Security 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State has implemented and 
documented an appropriate set of policies 
and procedures to prevent test 
irregularities and ensure the integrity of 
test results through: 
• Prevention of any assessment 

irregularities, including maintaining 
the security of test materials (both 
during test development and at time 
of test administration), proper test 
preparation guidelines and 
administration procedures, incident-
reporting procedures, consequences 

Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities   

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook 

• FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

• FILE 28 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

Prevention of any assessment irregularities and 
documentation of security procedures 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt,  
o 4 AAC 06.761, page 8 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.5 indicates that 
the State has implemented policies and procedures to 
prevent test irregularities and ensure the integrity of test 
results (e.g., pp. 7-8 in File 08 Alaska Assessment Policy 
and Test Security Handbook; File 45 DEED Test Incident 
Process; File 28 Test Security Note-Taking Incident 
Guide), which seem to include DLM Science (see File 08). 
According to the State’s notes, “In 2024, there were no 
calls or contacts made regarding test irregularities for DLM 
Science.” It is unclear though if/how any irregularities had 
been detected in the previous years, with examples of 
remediation following test security incidents (File 49 and 
50) being for other assessments rather than DLM Science. 
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for confirmed violations of test 
security, and requirements for annual 
training at the district and school 
levels for all individuals involved in 
test administration; 

• Detection of test irregularities; 
• Remediation following any test 

security incidents involving any of 
the State’s assessments; 

• Investigation of alleged or factual test 
irregularities.      

• Application of test security 
procedures to all assessments in the 
State system: the general academic 
assessments and the AA-AAAS. 

o 4 AAC 06.765, page 9-10 

• FILE 23 Test Security Agreement Guidance 2023-
24 

• FILE 24 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2023-24 

• FILE 25 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 26 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 27 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, pages 7-9 

• FILE 47 DLM Assessment Coordinator Manual 
2023-2024 

• FILE 54 Test Administration Training for Building 
Test Coordinators  

• FILE 53 Guide to DLM Required Test 
Administrator Training 

• FILE 28 District Test Coordinator and Building 
Test Coordinator Test Security Note-Taking 
Incident Guide 

• FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

Detection of test irregularities; 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, pages 7-9 

• FILE 63 DEED Irregularity Tracking Log Template 

Remediation following any test security incidents 
involving any of the State’s assessments; 

Overall, while the State does appear to have implemented 
policies and procedures to prevent test irregularities and 
ensure the integrity of test results (including DLM 
Science), the State needs to clarify if/how test security 
incidents for DLM Science were detected, investigated, and 
remedied in previous years (i.e., before 2024).   
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• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, page 9 

• FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

• FILE 49 Example redacted letter to districts 
following test security incidents 

• FILE 50 Example redacted PTPC complaint 

Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities.  

• FILE 45 DEED Test Incident Process 

See also DLM submission. 
Section 2.5 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Detection of test irregularities; 
• Remediation following any test security incidents involving any of the State’s assessments; 
• Investigation of alleged or factual test irregularities.    

 
 
Critical Element 2.6 – Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State has policies and procedures in 
place to protect the integrity and 
confidentiality of its test materials, test-
related data, and personally identifiable 
information, specifically: 
• To protect the integrity of its test-

related data in test administration, 
scoring, storage and use of results; 

• To secure student-level assessment 
data and protect student privacy and 
confidentiality, including guidelines 
for districts and schools;  

For districts: 
• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 

Security Handbook, pages 7-9 

• FILE 23 Test Security Agreement Guidance 2023-
24 

• FILE 24 Level 1-2 Test Security Agreement – 
2023-24 

• FILE 25 Level 3 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 26 Level 4 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

The State has provided evidence that it has policies and 
procedures in place to protect the integrity and 
confidentiality of its test materials, test-related data, and 
personally identifiable information. To fully meet this 
critical element, the State needs evidence that DLM 
Science also has policies and procedures in place to protect 
the integrity and confidentiality of its test materials, test-
related data, and personally identifiable information. The 
peers note that ED may want to confirm that the DLM 
Science consortium submission provides evidence that 
policies and procedures are in place to meet this critical 
element. 
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• To protect personally identifiable 
information about any individual 
student in reporting, including 
defining the minimum number of 
students necessary to allow reporting 
of scores for all students and student 
groups. 

• FILE 27 Level 5 Test Security Agreement – 2023-
24 

• FILE 30 State of Alaska Student Data Reporting 
Manual  
o page 2 
o page 22 
o page 31 

• FILE 29 ZendTo Instructions to Transfer Personally 
Identifiable Information 

• FILE 31 State Report Manager (SRM) System User 
Guide 

• FILE 36 FAQs About Student Assessment Data 

For the State: 

• FILE 32 State of Alaska Information Security 
Policy (ISP-122), page 1 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 6 
o 4 AAC 06.765, pages 9-10 

• FILE 04 Assessment Monitoring District Response 
Form, page 4 

See also DLM submission 
Section 2.6 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence that DLM Science has policies and procedures in place to protect the integrity and confidentiality of its test materials, test-related data, and 
personally identifiable information. 
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY – VALIDITY 
 
Critical Element 3.1 – Overall Validity, Including Validity Based on Content 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.2 – Validity Based on Cognitive Processes 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.3 – Validity Based on Internal Structure 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.4 – Validity Based on Relations to Other Variables 
Met in prior peer review 
 
SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY – OTHER   

 
Critical Element 4.1 – Reliability 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.2 – Fairness and Accessibility 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.3 – Full Performance Continuum 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.4 – Scoring 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.5 – Multiple Assessment Forms 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.6 – Multiple Versions of an Assessment 
Met in prior peer review
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Critical Element 4.7 – Technical Analysis and Ongoing Maintenance 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State: 
• Has a system for monitoring, 

maintaining, and improving, as 
needed, the quality of its assessment 
system, including clear and 
technically sound criteria for the 
analyses of all of the assessments in 
its assessment system (i.e., general 
assessments and alternate 
assessments), and 

• Evidence of adequate technical 
quality is made public, including on 
the State’s website.  

• FILE 87 Assessment Advisory Panel Solicitation 

• FILE 33 Alaska Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC) Summary 

 
See also DLM submission. 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 4.7 indicates that the 
State has two committees that provide advising and support 
on state assessments. However, there is no evidence that 
the State has a system for monitoring, maintaining, and 
improving, as needed, the quality of DLM Science, or that 
the State has made information about the technical quality 
of DLM Science publicly available.  
 
 
 

Section 4.7 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
• Evidence that the State has a system for monitoring, maintaining, and improving, as needed, the quality of its assessment system, including clear and 

technically sound criteria for the analyses of all of the assessments in its assessment system (i.e., general assessments and alternate assessments), and 
• Evidence of adequate technical quality is made public, including on the State’s website. 
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS 
 
Critical Element 5.1 – Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State has in place procedures to 
ensure the inclusion of all public 
elementary and secondary school students 
with disabilities in the State’s assessment 
system.  Decisions about how to assess 
students with disabilities must be made by 
a student’s IEP Team under IDEA, the 
placement team under Section 504, or the 
individual or team designated by a district 
to make that decision under Title II of the 
ADA, as applicable, based on each 
student’s individual abilities and needs. 
 
If a State adopts alternate academic 
achievement standards for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities 
and administers an alternate assessment 
aligned with those standards under ESEA 
section 1111(b)(1)(E) and (b)(2)(D), 
respectively, the State must: 
• Establish guidelines for determining 

whether to assess a student with an 
AA-AAAS, including: 
o A State definition of “students 

with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities” that 
addresses factors related to 
cognitive functioning and 
adaptive behavior; 

• Provide information for IEP Teams to 
inform decisions about student 
assessments that:   

Procedures to ensure the inclusion of all public 
school students 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.737, page 5 
o 4 AAC 06.820 (a), pages 16-17 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, page 3 

 
Provide explanations of differences between 
assessments based on grade-level standards and 
alternate academic achievement standards, including 
any effects of taking an alternate assessment 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.775(a), (b), (c), and (m), pages 11-

12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, pages 14-15 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, page 26 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, page 59 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, page 3 

Decisions about how to assess students with 
disabilities must be made by IEP team 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.1 indicates that the 
State has in place procedures and guidelines to ensure the 
inclusion of all public elementary and secondary school 
students with disabilities in the State’s assessment system.  
 
However, there is no evidence that the State has in place 
and monitors implementation of guidelines for IEP teams 
to apply in determining, on a case-by-case basis, which 
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities will 
be assessed based on alternate academic achievement 
standards. The State should provide evidence such as 
reports of State monitoring that document the 
implementation of the State’s policies. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

o Provides a clear explanation of 
the differences between 
assessments aligned with grade-
level academic achievement 
standards and those aligned 
with alternate academic 
achievement standards, 
including any effects of State 
and local policies on a student's 
education resulting from taking 
an AA-AAAS, such as how 
participation in such 
assessments may delay or 
otherwise affect the student 
from completing the 
requirements for a regular high 
school diploma;  

• Ensure that parents of students 
assessed with an AA-AAAS are 
informed that their child’s 
achievement will be measured based 
on alternate academic achievement 
standards; 

• Not preclude a student with the most 
significant cognitive disabilities who 
takes an AA-AAAS from attempting 
to complete the requirements for a 
regular high school diploma; and 

• Promote, consistent with 
requirements under the IDEA, the 
involvement and progress of students 
with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities in the general education 
curriculum that is based on the 
State’s academic content standards 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, page 3 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 
o pages 58-60 
o page 66 (Sample IEP) 

• FILE 18 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, page 11 

• FILE 08 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook, page 3 

Guidelines for determining whether to assess on 
general assessment with or without accommodations 
or an alternate assessment 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt  
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.078, page 2 
o 4 AAC 06.790, pages 14-15 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, pages 26-27 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, page 59 
(alternate assessment) 

Information on accessibility tools, features, and 
accommodations available 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska DLM Science 5, 8, & HS] 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

23 
 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

for the grade in which the student is 
enrolled; and 

• Develop, disseminate information on, 
and promote the use of appropriate 
accommodations to ensure that a 
student with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities who does not 
take an AA-AAAS participates in 
academic instruction and assessments 
for the grade in which the student is 
enrolled. 

• The State has in place and monitors 
implementation of guidelines for IEP 
teams to apply in determining, on a 
case-by-case basis, which students 
with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities will be assessed based on 
alternate academic achievement 
standards, if applicable. Such 
guidelines must be developed in 
accordance with 34 CFR § 200.6(d).1  

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, pages 26-30  

• FILE 18 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, page 34 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

Guidance regarding selection of appropriate 
accommodations 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

• FILE 18 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2022, page 34 

Eligibility for alternate assessment may be from any 
disability category listed in IDEA 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 58-60 

Parents of students with significant cognitive 
disabilities are informed that their student’s 
achievement will be based on alternate academic 
achievement standards and of any possible 
consequences of taking the alternate assessments 
resulting from district or state policy 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.775(e), pages 11-12 

 
1 See the full regulation at 34 CFR § 200.6(d) (online at https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-
idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8) 

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, page 26 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020, pages 59-60 

Procedures to ensure that its implementation of 
alternate academic achievement standards for 
students with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities promotes student access to the general 
curriculum. 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.775(a-c), and (m), pages 11-12 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 6 
o 4 AAC 06.790, pages 14-15 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, page 26 

• FILE 34 State of Alaska Department of Education 
& Early Development Guidance for Special 
Education Personnel, February 2020 
o Alternate Assessment, page 59 
o Secondary Transition Program Requirements, 

page 82  

• FILE 18 Handbook for Participation Guidelines, 
March 2023, page 34 

 
Section 5.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• Evidence that the State has in place and monitors implementation of guidelines for IEP teams to apply in determining, on a case-by-case basis, which 
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities will be assessed based on alternate academic achievement standards (e.g., reports of State 
monitoring that document the implementation of the State’s policies). 
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Critical Element 5.2 – Procedures for Including English Learners in Academic Content Assessments 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State has in place procedures to 
ensure the inclusion of all ELs in public 
elementary and secondary schools in the 
State’s academic content assessments and 
clearly communicates this information to 
districts, schools, teachers, and parents, 
including, at a minimum: 
• Procedures for determining whether 

an EL should be assessed with a 
linguistic accommodation(s);  

• Information on accessibility tools 
and features available to all students 
and assessment accommodations 
available for ELs; 

• Assistance regarding selection of 
appropriate linguistic 
accommodations for ELs, including 
to the extent practicable, assessments 
in the language most likely to yield 
accurate and reliable information on 
what those students know and can do 
to determine the students’ mastery of 
skills in academic content areas until 
the students have achieved English 
language proficiency. 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, pages 21-22 

• FILE 46 DLM Accessibility Manual 2023-2024, 
page 24 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.2 indicates that the 
State has in place procedures to ensure the inclusion of all 
ELs in public elementary and secondary schools in the 
State’s academic content assessments and clearly 
communicates this information to districts, schools, 
teachers, and parents, including information on 
accessibility tools and features available to all students and 
assessment accommodations available for ELs (i.e., pp. 21-
22 in File 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 Edition).  
 
However, there is no evidence that the State has (a)  
procedures for determining whether an EL should be 
assessed with a linguistic accommodation(s); and (b)  
assistance regarding selection of appropriate linguistic 
accommodations for ELs, including to the extent 
practicable, assessments in the language most likely to 
yield accurate and reliable information on what those 
students know and can do to determine the students’ 
mastery of skills in academic content areas until the 
students have achieved English language proficiency. 
 
 

Section 5.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence of procedures for determining whether an EL should be assessed with a linguistic accommodation(s); and  
• Evidence of assistance regarding selection of appropriate linguistic accommodations for ELs, including to the extent practicable, assessments in the 

language most likely to yield accurate and reliable information on what those students know and can do to determine the students’ mastery of skills in 
academic content areas until the students have achieved English language proficiency. 
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Critical Element 5.3 – Accommodations 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State makes available appropriate 
accommodations and ensures that its 
assessments are accessible to students 
with disabilities and ELs, including ELs 
with disabilities. Specifically, the State: 
• Ensures that appropriate 

accommodations, such as, 
interoperability with, and ability to 
use, assistive technology, are 
available to measure the academic 
achievement of students with 
disabilities. 

• Ensures that appropriate 
accommodations are available for 
ELs; 

• Has determined that the 
accommodations it provides (1) are 
appropriate and effective for meeting 
the individual student’s need(s) to 
participate in the assessments, (2) do 
not alter the construct being assessed, 
and (3) allow meaningful 
interpretations of results and 
comparison of scores for students 
who need and receive 
accommodations and students who 
do not need and do not receive 
accommodations;   

• Has a process to individually review 
and allow exceptional requests for a 
small number of students who require 
accommodations beyond those 
routinely allowed. 

• Ensures that accommodations for all 
required assessments do not deny 

• FILE 17 Participation Guidelines for Inclusion of 
Alaska Students in State Assessments, 2023 
Edition, page 27 

• FILE 46 DLM Accessibility Manual 2023-2024 
o pages 18-19 
o page 24 

 
See also DLM submission. 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.3 is not sufficient, 
and the State appears to be relying on the DLM submission 
for the majority of this CE.  
 
There is no evidence that the State makes available 
appropriate accommodations and ensures that its 
assessments are accessible to students with disabilities and 
ELs, including ELs with disabilities. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

students with disabilities or ELs the 
opportunity to participate in the 
assessment and any benefits from 
participation in the assessment. 

Section 5.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
• The State ensures that appropriate accommodations, such as, interoperability with, and ability to use, assistive technology, are available to measure the 

academic achievement of students with disabilities; 
• Ensures that appropriate accommodations are available for ELs; 
• Has determined that the accommodations it provides (1) are appropriate and effective for meeting the individual student’s need(s) to participate in the 

assessments, (2) do not alter the construct being assessed, and (3) allow meaningful interpretations of results and comparison of scores for students who need 
and receive accommodations and students who do not need and do not receive accommodations;   

• Has a process to individually review and allow exceptional requests for a small number of students who require accommodations beyond those routinely 
allowed; and 

• Ensures that accommodations for all required assessments do not deny students with disabilities or ELs the opportunity to participate in the assessment and any 
benefits from participation in the assessment. 
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Critical Element 5.4 – Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State monitors test administration in 
its districts and schools to ensure that 
appropriate assessments, with or without 
accommodations, are selected for all 
students with disabilities and ELs so that 
they are appropriately included in 
assessments and receive accommodations 
that are:   
• Consistent with the State’s policies 

for accommodations; 
• Appropriate for addressing a 

student’s disability or language needs 
for each assessment administered; 

• Consistent with accommodations 
provided to the students during 
instruction and/or practice;  

• Consistent with the assessment 
accommodations identified by a 
student’s IEP Team under IDEA, 
placement team convened under 
Section 504; or for students covered 
by Title II of the ADA, the individual 
or team designated by a district to 
make these decisions; or another 
process for an EL;  

• Administered with fidelity to test 
administration procedures; 

• Monitored for administrations of all 
required academic content 
assessments and AA-AAAS. 

• FILE 02 Alaska Assessment Monitoring Guide 

• FILE 04 Assessment Monitoring District 
Response Form, page 5 

• FILE 07 Assessment Observation Form and 
Guidance 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.4 indicates that the 
State has procedures for monitoring test administration in 
its districts and schools to ensure that appropriate 
assessments, with or without accommodations, are selected 
for all students with disabilities and ELs so that they are 
appropriately included in assessments and receive 
accommodations (e.g., Files 02, 04, and 07). 
 
However, there is no evidence of the actual monitoring. 
The State should provide, for instance, a summary of 
results of monitoring for the most recent year of DLM 
Science administration.   
 

Section 5.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• The State monitored for administrations of all required academic content assessments and AA-AAAS (e.g., summary of results of monitoring for the most 
recent year of DLM Science administration). 
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SECTION 6: ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING 
 
Critical Element 6.1 – State Adoption of Academic Achievement Standards for All Students 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For academic content standards:  
The State formally adopted challenging 
academic achievement standards in 
reading/language arts, mathematics, and 
science for all students, specifically: 
• The State formally adopted academic 

achievement standards in the required 
tested grades and, at its option, 
alternate academic achievement 
standards for students with the most 
significant cognitive disabilities; 

• The State applies its academic 
achievement standards to all public 
elementary and secondary school 
students enrolled in the grade to 
which they apply, with the exception 
of students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities to whom 
alternate academic achievement 
standards may apply; 

The State’s academic achievement 
standards and, as applicable, alternate 
academic achievement standards, include: 
(1) at least three levels of achievement, 
with two for high achievement and a third 
for lower achievement; (2) descriptions of 
the competencies associated with each 
achievement level; and (3) achievement 
scores that differentiate among the 
achievement levels. 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
a. 4 AAC 06.775 (1) and (2), pages 11-12  
b. 4 AAC 06.739(b), page 7 

• FILE 35 State Board of Education & Early 
Development Meeting Minutes, June 2022 

• FILE 37 State Board of Education & Early 
Development Cover Memo and Proposed 
Regulation Changes, June 2022 

See also DLM submission. 
 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 6.1 indicates that the 
State formally adopted alternate academic achievement 
standards in June 2022 (File 35 and 37), including the 
updated cut scores for Science (see p. 3 in File 37). 
However, the State did not provide any evidence that the 
standards include (1) at least three levels of achievement, 
with two for high achievement and a third for lower 
achievement; and (2) descriptions of the competencies 
associated with each achievement level.   
 
 

Section 6.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence that the State’s academic achievement standards and, as applicable, alternate academic achievement standards, include: (1) at least three levels of 
achievement, with two for high achievement and a third for lower achievement; (2) descriptions of the competencies associated with each achievement 
level. 
 

 
Critical Element 6.2 – Achievement Standards Setting 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 6.3 – Challenging and Aligned Academic Achievement Standards 
Met in prior peer review 
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Critical Element 6.4 – Reporting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The State reports its assessment results for 
all students assessed, and the reporting 
facilitates timely, appropriate, credible, 
and defensible interpretations and uses of 
those results by parents, educators, State 
officials, policymakers and other 
stakeholders, and the public. 
 
The State reports to the public its 
assessment results on student academic 
achievement for all students and each 
student group at each achievement 
level2  
 
For academic content assessments, the 
State reports assessment results, including 
itemized score analyses, to districts and 
schools so that parents, teachers, 
principals, and administrators can 
interpret the results and address the 
specific academic needs of students, and 
the State also provides interpretive guides 
to support appropriate uses of the 
assessment results.   
• The State provides for the production 

and delivery of individual student 
interpretive, descriptive, and 
diagnostic reports after each 
administration of its academic 
content assessments that: 

Reporting to the public assessment results at each 
proficiency level and participation rate and each 
group 
• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 

AAC 06.738(b)-(d), page 6  

• FILE 41 DEED Releases Statewide Assessment 
Results Press Release 

 
Data and resources provided on DEED website 
(sample webpages provided) 

• FILE 57 DEED DLM Results Webpage  

• FILE 12 DLM Alaska webpage (screenshot) 

• FILE 56 A Report Card to the Public, 
Accountability Indicators Report  

• FILE 42 Spring 2023 DLM Statewide Results 

• FILE 44 Spring 2023 DLM Districtwide Results 

• FILE 62 DLM Parent Interpretive Guide for Year-
End Model States  

• FILE 59 DLM Score Report Videos for Year-End 
States 

• FILE 60 Talking to Parents about DLM Score 
Reports for Year-End Model States 

• FILE 39 Protocol for Reporting Results – 2 
Categories of Achievement 

Evidence submitted by the State for most of the 
components of CE 6.4 appears to be sufficient.  
 
However, the State should provide evidence that 
assessment results:  

- are, to the extent practicable, written in a language 
that parents and guardians can understand or, if it 
is not practicable to provide written translations to 
a parent or guardian with limited English 
proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or 
guardian; and 

- upon request by a parent who is an individual with 
a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, 
are provided in an alternative format accessible to 
that parent. 

 
According to the State’s notes, “Report dissemination is the 
responsibility of the districts who communicate with their 
families and other stakeholders. DEED has not received 
any direct requests for reports or guides to be provided in 
alternate formats or languages. Anecdotal evidence from 
districts suggests that local schools are able to 
accommodate the needs of their families by providing local 
translation.” 
 
The peers also recommend that the State have a process to 
monitor whether parents receive score reports.  
 
The State also must provide evidence that it reports to the 
public its assessment results on student academic 
achievement for all students and each student group at each 

 
2 Although all students with disabilities must be included in a State’s assessment system, requirements for public reporting in ESEA section 1111(h)(1)(C)(ii) 
apply only to children with disabilities as defined in section 602(3) of the IDEA. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

o Provide valid and reliable 
information regarding a 
student’s academic 
achievement;    

o Report the student’s academic 
achievement in terms of the 
State’s grade-level academic 
achievement standards;  

o Provide information to help 
parents, teachers, and principals 
interpret the test results and 
address the specific academic 
needs of students;  

o Are provided in an 
understandable and uniform 
format; 

o Are, to the extent practicable, 
written in a language that parents 
and guardians can understand or, 
if it is not practicable to provide 
written translations to a parent or 
guardian with limited English 
proficiency, are orally translated 
for such parent or guardian; 

o Upon request by a parent who is 
an individual with a disability as 
defined by the ADA, as 
amended, are provided in an 
alternative format accessible to 
that parent. 

• The State follows a process and 
timeline for delivering individual 
student reports to parents, teachers, 
and principals as soon as practicable 
after each test administration. 

• FILE 40 Protocol for Reporting Results – 4 
Categories of Achievement 

Process and timeline for delivering individual 
student reports 

• FILE 01 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738 (d), page 6 

• FILE 61 Email to DTCs and Superintendents: 
Notification of Results available, November 2023 

• FILE 20 DTC Weekly Emails Sampler 

 
See also DLM submission. 

achievement level. The 2022-2023 report card only 
included English Language Arts and Math, but not Science. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Section 6.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Evidence that assessment results:  
o are, to the extent practicable, written in a language that parents and guardians can understand or, if it is not practicable to provide written 

translations to a parent or guardian with limited English proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or guardian; and 
o upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, are provided in an alternative format 

accessible to that parent. 
• A copy of its most recent state report card to support that the State publicly reports proficiency for student subgroups. 

 
SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS  
(Does Not Apply to this Assessment) 
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS 
 
Critical Element 1.1 – State Adoption of ELP Standards for All English Learners 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For English language proficiency (ELP) 
standards: 
The State formally adopted K-12 ELP 
standards for all ELs in public schools in 
the State. 

• FILE 84 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 04.155, page 1 

• FILE 68 Alaska State Board of Education Cover 
Memo Adopting WIDA 2020 Standards 
Framework, June 2021 

• FILE 69 Alaska State Board of Education Official 
Minutes from June 10, 2021 Meeting 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.1 is sufficient. 
 
 

Section 1.1 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 1.2 – Coherent and Progressive ELP Standards that Correspond to the State’s Academic Content 
Standards  

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

The ELP standards: 
• For science, evidence that the ELP 

standards contain language 
proficiency expectations that reflect 
the language needed for ELs to 
acquire and demonstrate their 
achievement of the knowledge and 
skills identified in the State’s 
academic content standards 
appropriate to each grade-
level/grade-band. 

• For reading/language arts (R/LA) and 
mathematics, evidence of alignment 
of its current ELP standards to the 
State’s academic content standards, 
including a plan to address findings 
of the previous alignment study.  

• FILE 44 CCSSO Summary of the Comparison of 
Alaska English/Language Arts and Math Standards 
to Common Core State Standards 

• FILE 103 WIDA English Language Development 
Standards, 2020 Edition Public Input Report to 
WIDA Consortium Members 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 1.2 is not 
sufficient.  
 
According to the State’s notes, “DEED is currently 
advocating for a comparison between the WIDA ELD 
Standards, 2020 Edition and the Alaska state standards for 
ELA, math, and science. This work is expected to be 
completed by two new content specialists recently hired at 
DEED, beginning work on July 1.” The State will need to 
provide evidence once this alignment study is complete.  
 
 
 
 

Section 1.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• For science, evidence that the ELP standards contain language proficiency expectations that reflect the language needed for ELs to acquire and demonstrate 
their achievement of the knowledge and skills identified in the State’s academic content standards appropriate to each grade-level/grade-band. 

• For reading/language arts (R/LA) and mathematics, evidence of alignment of its current ELP standards to the State’s academic content standards, including 
a plan to address findings of the previous alignment study. 
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Critical Element 1.3 – Required Assessments 
Resolved with implementation of Kindergarten ELP Alternate assessment. 
 
Critical Element 1.4 – Policies for Including All ELs in ELP Assessments 
Resolved with implementation of Kindergarten ELP Alternate assessment. 
 
Critical Element 1.5 – Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments 
(Note: this is a new requirement under ESSA, so it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (December 2015)). 
Met in prior peer review 
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SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
 
Critical Element 2.1 – Test Design and Development 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.   
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that both assessments are 

aligned to the depth and breadth of 
the State’s ELP standards, including:  
o Statement of the purposes and 

intended uses of results. 
o Test blueprints.  
o Processes to ensure that the ELP 

assessment is tailored to the 
knowledge and skills included in 
the State’s ELP standards and 
reflects appropriate inclusion of 
the range of complexity found in 
the standards (e.g., detail about 
the routing rules, detail of the 
item selection process for paper 
forms to ensure it adheres to the 
blueprint). 

 Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 2.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

8 
 

Critical Element 2.2 – Item Development 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
Evidence of reasonable and technically 
sound procedures to develop and select 
items to assess ELP (e.g., involvement of 
experts with knowledge of ELs with 
significant cognitive disabilities). 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 2.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 2.3 – Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence of established 

communication to educators of clear, 
thorough and consistent standardized 
procedures for the administration of 
its assessments, including 
administration with accommodations 
(e.g., guidelines or recommended 
qualifications of test administrators 
including volunteers, training of 
volunteers, and qualifications and 
training for the human providers of 
accommodations). 

• Evidence of established procedures to 
ensure that general and special 
education teachers, paraprofessionals, 
teachers of ELs, specialized 
instruction support personnel, and 
other appropriate staff receive 
necessary training to administer 
assessments and know how to 
administer assessments, including, as 
necessary, alternate assessments, and 
know how to make use of appropriate 
accommodations during assessments 
for all students with disabilities (e.g., 
content of training modules, evidence 
that training is required for test 
administrators and evidence of 
participation in such training). 

 
For ACCESS: 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 70 District Test Coordinator Training Slide 
Deck, February 2023, pages 50-57 

• FILE 71 District Test Coordinator Webinar Slide 
Deck, October 2023, pages 26-27 

• FILE 59 Alaska ACCESS for ELLs Online 
Checklist 2023-2024 and FILE 60 Alaska ACCESS 
for ELLs Paper Checklist 2023-2024 
o Page 2 outlines qualifications for test 

administrators. 
o Page 3 refers staff to the Participation 

Guidelines for more information regarding 
accommodations. 

o Page 2 communicates the requirement to 
recertify annually. 

o Throughout the documents, staff are referred to 
the specific training tutorials and manuals. 

• FILE 61 Guidance for English Learners (EL) 
Identification, Assessment, and Data Reporting, 
June 2023 
o Page 12 outlines the training requirement for 

all test administrators. 
o Page 13 references the requirement to provide 

accommodations. 
o Page 36 contains the Alternate ACCESS 

participation checklist and guidance for IEP 
teams. 

 

For ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.3 indicates that 
the State  

• established communication to educators of clear, 
thorough and consistent standardized procedures 
for the administration of its assessments, including 
administration with accommodations (e.g., 
guidelines or recommended qualifications of test 
administrators including volunteers, training of 
volunteers, and qualifications and training for the 
human providers of accommodations), and  

• established procedures to ensure that general and 
special education teachers, paraprofessionals, 
teachers of ELs, specialized instruction support 
personnel, and other appropriate staff receive 
necessary training to administer assessments and 
know how to administer assessments, including, 
as necessary, alternate assessments, and know how 
to make use of appropriate accommodations 
during assessments for all students with 
disabilities. 

 
However, there is no evidence of participation in such 
training. The State should provide, for instance, examples 
of sign-in sheets or screenshots of electronic forms for 
tracking attendance.  
 
For ACCESS 
According to the State’s notes, “Technology is a unique 
challenge in Alaska. As such, no single contingency plan 
can be written and applied for all districts. In partnership 
with DRC and their technical support, DEED works with 
districts experiencing such challenges as needed, and on an 
individual basis. In the past, most districts have been able 
to overcome these technology challenges and move 
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• Evidence of established contingency 
plans to address possible technology 
challenges during test administration. 

forward with testing online. In the event that a district 
cannot overcome a technology challenge, DEED would 
work with them to find a solution (e.g., administering 
paper, testing smaller groups of students at a time).” 
The State needs to provide evidence of a mechanism for a 
district to contact DEED for help when technology 
challenges arise and an example of how DEED helped 
resolve such challenges in the past. 
 

Section 2.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS: 

• Evidence of staff participation in ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS training. 
For the Alternate ACCESS:  

• Evidence of established contingency plans to address possible technology challenges during test administration. 
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Critical Element 2.4 – Monitoring Test Administration 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS:  
• Evidence that the State adequately 

monitors the administration of its 
State assessments to ensure that 
standardized test administration 
procedures are implemented with 
fidelity across districts and schools. 

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Department staff reviewed the documentation submitted as 
evidence for this critical element and determined the 
documentation demonstrates State adoption and 
implementation of policies and processes for monitoring 
test administration as well as documentation demonstrating 
that monitoring activities were conducted. The submission 
provided documentation describing the geographic 
challenges of in-person assessment administration 
monitoring of remote LEAs by agency staff. The DEED 
submission described, and provided documentation of 
implementation, of a process where the DEED conducts in-
person monitoring of a sample of LEA classrooms’ test 
administration and provides training for LEA staff to 
monitor test administration in their schools. Staff 
determined the documentation provided sufficient evidence 
demonstrating DEED has met the requirements for this 
critical element. No additional evidence is required. 

Section 2.4 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

12 
 

Critical Element 2.5 – Test Security 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence of policies and procedures 

that prevent assessment irregularities, 
including maintaining the security of 
test materials (both during test 
development and at time of test 
administration), proper test 
preparation guidelines and 
administration procedures, incident-
reporting procedures, consequences 
for confirmed violations of test 
security, and requirements for annual 
training at the district and school 
levels for all individuals involved in 
test administration. 
o Specifically, evidence for the 

Alternate ACCESS of policies 
and procedures to protect the 
integrity of the test given that the 
test form is unchanged for the 
past several years. 

• Evidence of detection of test 
irregularities. 

• Evidence of remediation following 
any test security incidents. 

• Evidence of the investigation of 
alleged or factual test irregularities 
(e.g., forensic analysis and plans to 
address concerns). 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS: 

• FILE 79 Alaska Assessment Policy and Test 
Security Handbook 
o Pages 7-9 for information on test security 
o Page 10 for information on training 

requirements 

• FILE 80 ACCESS for ELLs and Alternate 
ACCESS State Incident Log, Spring 2023 

• FILE 85 DEED Test Incident Process 

• FILE 81 ACCESS Testing Incident District Notes 

• FILE 82 Email thread between DEED and district 

• FILE 83 Final Determination Letter from DEED 
• FILE 86 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 

Level 1-2 
• FILE 87 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 

Level 3 
• FILE 88 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 

Level 4 
• FILE 89 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 

Level 5 

The State notes that WIDA conducts test development such 
that a security protocol is not in place. The State should 
work with WIDA to provide consortium-level information 
to support this critical element.  

Section 2.5 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS: 
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• Consortium-level information that a security protocol is in place. 
 

 
Critical Element 2.6 – Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Policies and procedures to protect the 

integrity of test-related data in test 
administration (e.g., how data are 
protected by all parties, including 
during handoffs). 

• Policies and procedures to maintain 
secure student-level data that protect 
student privacy and confidentiality 
(e.g., guidelines for districts and 
schools).   

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS   

• FILE 32 State of Alaska Information Security 
Policy (ISP-122): Privacy of Personally Identifiable 
Information, page 1 

• FILE 84 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt 
o 4 AAC 06.738, page 5 
o 4 AAC 06.765, pages 7-8 

• FILE 86 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 
Level 1-2 

• FILE 87 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 
Level 3 

• FILE 88 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 
Level 4 

• FILE 89 2023-2024 Test Security Agreement – 
Level 5 

• FILE 36 State of Alaska Student Data Reporting 
Manual 
o page 2 
o page 22 
o page 31 

• FILE 35 ZendTo Instructions to Transfer Personally 
Identifiable Information 

• FILE 90 State Report Manager (SRM) System User 
Guide 

• FILE 63 FAQs About Student Assessment Data 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 2.6 is sufficient. 
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• FILE 75 Assessment Monitoring District Response 
Form, page 4 

 
Section 2.6 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY – VALIDITY 
 
Critical Element 3.1 – Overall Validity, Including Validity Based on Content 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
Evidence of adequate linkage to the 
State’s ELP standards in terms of content 
match (i.e., no unrelated content) and that 
the breadth of content and linguistic 
complexity determined in test design is 
appropriate for ELs who are students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 3.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 3.2 – Validity Based on Linguistic Processes 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
Adequate validity evidence that its 
assessments tap the intended language 
processes appropriate for each grade 
level/grade-band as represented in the 
State’s ELP standards. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 3.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 
Critical Element 3.3 – Validity Based on Internal Structure 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 3.4 – Validity Based on Relations to Other Variables 
Met in prior peer review 
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY – OTHER   
 

Critical Element 4.1 – Reliability 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence of test reliability, including:  

o Reliability by subgroups; 
o Consistency and accuracy of 

estimates in categorical 
classification decisions for the 
cut scores, achievement levels or 
proficiency levels based on the 
assessment results;  

o Evidence that reliability statistics 
are used to inform ongoing 
maintenance and development. 

• Evidence of reliability, including test 
information functions (TIFs) for 
overall composite scores. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 4.1 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.2 – Fairness and Accessibility 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the assessments are 

accessible to all students and fair 
across student groups in design, 
development, and analysis (e.g., the 
implementation of universal design 
principles, to the extent practicable, 
during item development and review, 
and additional differential item 
functioning (DIF) analyses to include 
more student subgroups). 

 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the State has taken 

reasonable and appropriate steps to 
ensure that its assessments are 
accessible to all EL students and fair 
across student groups, including ELs 
with disabilities, in their design, 
development, and analysis, guidance 
and instructions on appropriate 
instructional supports that can be 
used during the assessment, 
particularly for Braille and alternate 
modes of communication. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 4.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.3 – Full Performance Continuum 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS:  
Evidence that each assessment provides 
an adequately precise estimate of student 
performance across the full performance 
continuum for ELP assessments, 
including performance for EL students 
with high and low levels of ELP. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 4.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.4 – Scoring 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
Evidence of the implementation of 
standardized scoring procedures and 
protocols (e.g., definitions of key terms 
and test administration and scoring 
procedures). 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 4.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 4.5 – Multiple Assessment Forms 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
Evidence that all forms adequately 
represent the State’s ELP standards and 
yield consistent score interpretations such 
that the forms are comparable within and 
across settings (e.g., evidence that using 
the same test items every year does not 
impact validity).   

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 4.5 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
 

 



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FOR [Alaska ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS] 
 

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by the peer reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a 
State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer review.  As a result, a State should 
refer to the letter to the State, including the list of additional evidence needed, if any, from the Department. 

22 
 

Critical Element 4.6 – Multiple Versions of an Assessment 
Met in prior peer review 
 
Critical Element 4.7 – Technical Analysis and Ongoing Maintenance 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence of adequate technical 

quality is made public, including on 
the State’s website. 
 

For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence of a system for monitoring, 

maintaining, and improving, as 
needed, the quality of its assessment 
system. 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS: 

• FILE 97 DEED ELP Assessment webpage 

• FILE 62 Assessment Advisory Panel Solicitation 

• FILE 72 Alaska Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC) Summary 

 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 
The State provided sufficient evidence of adequate 
technical quality that is made public, including on the 
State’s website. 
 
Alternate ACCESS 
The State provided evidence of the existence of a TAC, but 
not its activities. The State should provide an example of a 
recent TAC agenda that is specific to Alternate ACCESS.  
The peers also recommend that the State put the technical 
manual on its (or its vendors’) website to promote access to 
the manual.  
 
 

Section 4.7 Summary Statement 
 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 

• Recent TAC agendas where the TAC has discussed the specific assessment. 
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS 
 
Critical Element 5.1 – Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence of policies that require the 

inclusion of an EL with a disability 
that precludes assessment of the 
student in one or more of the required 
domains (i.e., ensuring that the 
student will be assessed based on the 
remaining components in which it is 
possible to assess the student). 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 64 Alaska’s Revised State Template for the 
Consolidated State Plan, page 85 

• FILE 65 Alternate Scoring Process Guide 

• FILE 66 Application for Alternate Scoring 

• FILE 67 Guidance for Alternate Scoring Eligibility 
(video) 

• FILE 84 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 34.055(d), page 18 

• FILE 101 EL Stakeholder Group Presentation 

• FILE 102 TAC Meeting Notes from June 2019 

 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.1 is sufficient. 

Section 5.1 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 5.2 – DOES NOT APPLY to ELP Assessment Peer Review 
 
Critical Element 5.3 – Accommodations 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the provided 

accommodations:  
o Are appropriate and effective for 

meeting the individual student’s 
need(s) to participate in the 
assessments. 

o Do not alter the construct being 
assessed.  

o Allow meaningful interpretations 
of results and comparison of 
scores for students who need and 
receive accommodations and 
students who do not need and do 
not receive accommodations. 

• Evidence of a process to individually 
review and allow exceptional 
requests for a small number of 
students who require 
accommodations beyond those 
routinely allowed. 

 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that appropriate 

accommodations are available for 
ELs. 

• Evidence that accommodations do 
not deny students with disabilities or 
ELs the opportunity to participate in 
the assessment. 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 93 DEED Process for Reviewing Exceptional 
Accommodations Requests 

• FILE 91 Participation Guidelines for Alaska 
Students in State Assessments, 2023 Edition 

• FILE 92 Handbook for the Participation Guidelines, 
pages 55-65 

• FILE 94 WIDA 2023-2024 Accessibility & 
Accommodations Manual 

 

Evidence provided by the State for CE 5.3 is mostly 
sufficient.  
 
According to the State’s notes, “As part of Alaska’s content 
assessment peer review, DEED created a formal process for 
requesting, approving, and tracking exceptional 
accommodation requests. This process was put in place 
beginning in the 2019-2020 school year. See FILE 93. Any 
unusual requests are sent to DEED staff and evaluated on a 
case-by-case basis. In 2024-25, DEED plans to add a notice 
to districts in the Handbook for the Participation Guidelines 
that this process exists and that exceptional 
accommodations may be requested.” 
 
The State should submit a copy of the updated Handbook 
for the Participation Guidelines once the exceptional 
accommodations request has been added. 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

Section 5.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• Submit a copy of the updated Handbook for the Participation Guidelines once the process for requesting exceptional accommodations has been added. 
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Critical Element 5.4 – Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the State monitors test 

administration in its districts and 
schools to ensure that appropriate 
assessments, with or without 
accommodations, are selected for 
ELs with disabilities so that they are 
appropriately included in the ELP 
assessments and receive 
accommodations that are:   
o Consistent with the State’s 

policies for accommodations. 
o Consistent with accommodations 

provided to the students during 
instruction and/or practice. 

o Consistent with the assessment 
accommodations identified by a 
student’s IEP Team under the 
Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act, placement team 
convened under Section 504; or 
for students covered by Title II 
of the ADA, the individual or 
team designated by a district to 
make these decisions; or another 
process for an EL. 

o Administered with fidelity to test 
administration procedures. 

o Monitored for administrations of 
all required ELP assessments and 
AELPA. 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 73 Alaska Assessment Monitoring Guide, 
page 6 

• FILE 75 Assessment Monitoring District Response 
Form, page 5 

• FILE 77 Assessment Monitoring Response Letter 
Sample 

 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 5.4 indicates that 
the State has clear policies for assessment monitoring (e.g., 
File 73). However, there is no evidence of the actual 
monitoring (apart from the sample monitoring response 
letter, File 77). The State should provide evidence of 
monitoring such as summary of results of monitoring for 
the most recent year of test administration. 

Section 5.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence of monitoring the test administration. 
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SECTION 6: ELP ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING 
 
Critical Element 6.1 – State Adoption of ELP Achievement Standards for All Students 

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the State adopted ELP 

achievement standards that address 
the different proficiency levels of 
ELs. 

• If the State has developed alternate 
ELP achievement standards, 
evidence that it has adopted them 
only for ELs who are students with 
the most significant cognitive 
disabilities who cannot participate in 
the regular ELP assessment even 
with appropriate accommodations. 

• FILE 98 Alaska WIDA Consortium 
Memorandum of Understanding, 2021-2024 

 

Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.1 is sufficient.  
 

Section 6.1 Summary Statement 
_X_ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
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Critical Element 6.2 – ELP Achievement Standards Setting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the State used a 

technically sound method and 
process for setting ELP achievement 
standards, such that cut scores are 
developed for every grade/grade 
band, content domain/language 
domain, and/or composite for which 
proficiency-level scores are reported. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 6.2 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 6.3 –Aligned ELP Achievement Standards 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For the ACCESS:  
Met in consortia peer review.  
 
For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• If the State has developed alternate 

ELP achievement standards, evidence 
that the alternate ELP achievement 
standards are linked to the State’s 
grade-level/grade-band ELP 
standards and reflect professional 
judgment of the highest ELP 
achievement standards possible for 
ELs who are students with the most 
significant cognitive disabilities. 

Consortium-Specific CE Consortium-Specific CE 

Section 6.3 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 

• [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale] 
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Critical Element 6.4 – Reporting 
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 

reference) 
Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

For ACCESS and the Alternate 
ACCESS: 
• Evidence that the State’s reporting of 

assessment results facilitates timely 
interpretations and uses of those 
results by parents, educators, State 
officials, policymakers and other 
stakeholders, and the public. 

• Evidence that the State provides 
coherent and timely information 
about each student’s attainment of the 
State’s ELP standards to parents that 
are, to the extent practicable, written 
in a language that parents and 
guardians can understand or, if it is 
not practicable to provide written 
translations to a parent or guardian 
with limited English proficiency, are 
orally translated for such parent or 
guardian. 

• Evidence that student reports are, 
upon request by an individual with a 
disability, provided in an alternative 
format accessible to that parent.  
 

For the Alternate ACCESS: 
• Evidence that performance level 

descriptors are included on student 
score reports. 

ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 84 State of Alaska Regulations Excerpt, 4 
AAC 06.738, page 5 

• FILE 95 Assessment Results webpage screenshot 

• FILE 96 District Test Coordinator Email Example, 
Reports Released 

• FILE 97 DEED ELP Assessment webpage 

• FILE 71 District Test Coordinator Webinar Slide 
Deck, October 2023, pages 78-79 

Alternate ACCESS 

• FILE 58 Alternate ACCESS Student Score Report 
Sample 

• FILE 99 DEED Reporting Protocol – 2 Levels of 
Achievement 

• FILE 100 DEED Reporting Protocol – 4 Levels of 
Achievement 

 

For ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS 
Evidence submitted by the State for CE 6.4 is not 
sufficient. The State needs to provide evidence of a 
timeline that shows results are reported to districts, schools, 
families, and teachers in a timely manner.  
 
According to the State’s notes, “DEED has not received 
any direct requests for reports or guides to be provided in 
alternate formats or languages. Anecdotal evidence from 
districts suggests that local schools are able to 
accommodate the needs of their families by providing local 
translation or WIDA’s translated reports.”  
The State needs to provide evidence of a mechanism for (a) 
parents or guardians with limited English proficiency to 
request information about each student’s attainment of the 
State’s ELP standards in a language that parents or 
guardians can understand, and (b) parents or guardians with 
a disability to request student reports in an alternative 
format that is accessible to them.  
 

Section 6.4 Summary Statement 
___ No additional evidence is required or 
 
_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale: 
ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS: 

• Evidence of a timeline that shows results are reported to districts, schools, families, and teachers in a timely manner; 
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future 
reference) 

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding 
State Documentation or Evidence  

• Evidence that assessment results:  
o are, to the extent practicable, written in a language that parents and guardians can understand or, if it is not practicable to provide written 

translations to a parent or guardian with limited English proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or guardian; and 
o upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, are provided in an alternative format 

accessible to that parent. 
 

 
SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS  
(Does Not Apply to this Assessment) 
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