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states, the District of Columbia, the Department of Defense Education Activity, and five extra-state 
jurisdictions. CCSSO seeks its members' consensus on major education issues and expresses their 
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range of concerns about education and provides leadership on major education issues. 

Because the Council represents each state's chief education administrator, it has access to the educa
tional and governmental establishment in each state and to the national influence that accompanies 
this unique position. CCSSO forms coalitions with many other education organizations and is able to 
provide leadership for a variety of policy concerns that affect elementary and secondary education. 
Thus, CCSSO members are able to act cooperatively on matters vital to the education of America's 
young people. 

The State Education Assessment Center is a permanent, central part of the Council of Chief State 
School Officers. The Center was established through a resolution by the membership of CCSSO in 
1984. 
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PREFACE 

This year marks the sixth edition of the Summary of State Student Assessment Programs and the 
second year that the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) has conducted the annual 
survey on its own. In previous years, CCSSO partnered with the North Central Regional 
Educational Laboratory to produce the State Student Assessment Programs (SSAP) database. The 
current survey was funded by the National Center for Education Statistics, and produced with the 
cooperation of stat!=! education. agencies. The State Student Assessment Programs survey, first 
administered in 1977 by the Association of State Assessment Programs, remains the single best 
source for information about statewide student assessment programs. 

The survey summarizes what is occurring in statewide assessment program~, and provides 
information on trends in state assessment activities. The 1998 survey was reviewed and revised 
by the Assessment Subcommittee of the Education Information Advisory Committee (EIAC) and 
the Association of State Assessment Programs (ASAP). The survey was mailed to the states in 
December of 1998, and states were asked to describe the assessment program(s) they operated 
during the 1997·98 school year. Surveys were received from January 1999 through June 1999. 
CCSSO staff processed the survey informaticm, and after completing data entry and initial 
editing, the data were returned to the states for a quality control and verification step, with each 
state assessment director receiving a copy of his or her state's information for review. Revisions 
or updates were sent to CCSSO and changes were made to the database. 

Most commonly, each question in the survey prOduced one data table, sometimes more. Some 
questions generated simple numeric categorical responses, while others were open-ended and 
sometimes generated very extensive text. Still other questions required textual explanation of 
simpler classifications. Searching for specific information in this kind of structure can be difficult. 
We strongly urge the user to begin by studying the survey form included, beginning on page 
one. When it is appropriate, this document provides bottom marginal entries that may contain . 
frequency, count, or average data, as appropriate. 

:rwo staff members who joined CCSSO this past year are responsible for the 1998 SSAP survey. 
John Olson is serving as Director of Assessments in the State Education Assessment Center and 
directs the SSAP project. Carl Andrews is serving as Project Associate in the Center, and is 
responsible for the conduct of the survey, data entry, and summarization of the results. In 
addition to these new staff, Linda Bond of CTB/McGraw Hill continued in her role of providing 
invaluable guidance to the review and summarizati9n of the data. All three worked as a team to 
produce this report. ' 

The Data'fram the Annual Survey of Statewide Student Assessment Programs; 1997-98, Volumes I 
and II, plus the prior six years of data, provide a rich lode of information on the status of, and 
trends in, state assessment policy and practice. The data contained in these documents include 
responses from all 53 states and jurisdictions that responded to the survey. The data are also 
available in electronic form, on either diskette or CD ROM. A companion document, Annual 
Survey of the State Student Assessment Programs: A Summary Report, Fall 1999, is also available 
from cesso, and presents the reader with information about the status of state assessment 
programs, as well as descriptions of how the programs .have changed over the years. An order 
form is attached to this document. Selected information from the databiilse and these 
documents is also available at CCSSO's web site (http://www.ccsso.org). 

Please feel free to contact CCSSO if you have any questions about the survey, this document, 
state assessment programs, or the SSAP database. 

John F. Olson Carl C. Andrews Linda Bond 
Director of Assessments Project Associate National Assessment Consultant 
CCSSO CCSSO CrB/McGraw Hill 

http:http://www.ccsso.org
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PARTl GENERAL P~OGRAM OVERVIEW 

1.1 	 Bri~fly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in 1997-98. Please list each 
revised 	 assessment component that will be described in Part 3. For each component, describe: which 

students were assessed, what type(s) ofmeasures were·used and in which subject areas, and for 
what purposes/how results were used. Please attach your state assessment handbook, or if 
'your 'state does not have one, a copy of the state law which specifies how testing must be 
implemented. Use an extra sheet ofpaper ifyou need more space to write your response. Your 
response will be used in a webpage description of state student assessment programs. 

',.",' 
" . 

1.2 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program ' 
during 1997-98? Explain each change, addition, or deletion and who initiated them. (Check 
"No Significant Changes" ifthe~~:wer~ none.) . , . 
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------------------------------------------------------------

Information for September 1997 to August 1998 

D Governor 

D State Board of Education 
--~---------------------------------------------

D Legislature _______________________.,.--____ 

DCourts ____~--------~--------~-------

D State Department ofEducation ______--.,..-~_.....;..,-_____________ 

. '7 

D Other (Ple~e Specify:) ______________________ 

D No Significant Changes' 

1.3 What assessment projects, if any, does your state have under development or plan for the next 
(former! two years (~eptember, 1997 to August, 1999)? Please describe each project briefly. 

y1.5)', '.. . 

1.4 . 
revised 

Does your state have a requirement that loea) districts or schools operate their own assessment 
program(s) in addition to the state assessment program? . . , 

DYes DNo 
. .' 

If Yes, what information do you require local dis,tricts or school to provide? O.e. assessment 
or implementation plans, student score results) , 

'., 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey . 
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Informationfor September 1997 to August'J998 	 r' . 

1.5 	 What kinds of materials has your state or others in'your state developed for assessment program 
new 	 publicity, explanation, or training? Please focus on efforts that were successful, and describe the 

intended audience and what ofmaterials were developed (print, video,sofiware,.etc.). 

1.6 
(former! 
y 1,7) 

What kind of professional development did your state provide to teachers about your statewide 
assessment program (e.g., a series of workshops about using and reporting assessment results)? 
Please describe the content and presentation format. If you have not developed such professional 
development programs, please check "None Provided." 

Content: 
------------------------~----~----~--------------------~-----

Format: 
----------------------------------------------------~----~-----

D None Provided 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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'Information for September J997 to August J998 " 

1.7 Indicatet1:ie total nwnber ofstudents and the nwnber of regular education students, students with 
(formerly disabilities (students that have an IEP or Section 504 plan), limited-English proficient (LEP) 
1.9) students, and migrant students who are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

Complete this table only for the grades at which you test students. Please enter "NA" in any 
space for which the number ofstudents is not currently available. 

Number of Students Enrolled 
Grade Total Regular ~d. SpeCIal ~d. L~P Migrant 

K. 

1 

'2 
: 

---

j 

:> 

0 

7 

H 
" 

':) 

lU 

11 , 

, 12 

1.8 Counting only pennanent SEA employees assigned to your state's assessment unit, how many 
(formerly full-time equivalents (FTE's) worked on any aspect of the assessment programs described in this 
1.10) survey, plus any related development projects, during 1997-98? 

Professional FIE's 

Support FTE's _____ 

i.9 Indicate the total budget for 1997-98 assessment programs described in this survey, plus any 
(formeriy related developmental projects. Include all internal and external costs, such as staffing, travel, 
1.11) contractual, and other costs in your estimate. , 

Total Expenditures """$____ 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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Information for September]997 to August ]998 

PART2 SPECIAL TOPICS 
Each year, special topics are selected for you to complete. These relate to all assessment 
components in your assessment prograril. 

SECTION 1 NON-TRADITIONAL ASSESSMENT 

2.1 	 Has your state developed or does it plan to develop any approaches to assessment other than 
single.choice multiple-choice items? 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, please complete the grid below. See the legend below the grid for exercise types, grades, 
status, and availability options. Please check the glossary at the end/or definitions ofterms. 

Subject 
Assessment· 
Types Grade Status Availability 

Mathematlcs 
Keaamg 
wntmg 
Uther LA 
SCIence 
:SOCIal :stUQleS 
CIVICS/tiOV t 
EconomIcs , 

tieography 
HIstOry 
Health EducatIon 
PhYSIcal 
Education 
Vance 
MUSIC 
·lheatre 
VISUal Arts 
ForeIgn 
Language 
EmployabIlIty 
Skills 
Career/Voc. Ed. 
Uther (SpecIty:) 

Assessment Types 
I=Multiple-choice, multiple correct answer 
2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation 
3=Short constructed response 
4=Extended constructed response 
5=Observation 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 
7=Portfolios or learning record 
8= Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
9= Computer-adaptive assessment 
10= Gridded response 
II= Examples of Student work 
12=Other 

Grades Status" Availability 
P=Preschool I =Plan to develop I=Not available/secured 
K=Kindergarten 2=Funded, not started 2=May be examined, but not used 
1-12=Grade 3=Begun development . 3=AII are available 

4=Completed development 4=Some are available 
5=Piloted, being refined 5=AII available after use 
6=Ready for use 6=Some available after use . 
7=ln use 

·Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each subject area 
as of August 31. 1998. 
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. Information/or September 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 2 IASA TITLE I ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION 

2.2.1 	 Whatwas yo~ 1997-98 plan for IASA Title I assessment and evaluation? What measures we,re 
used? ' . 

2.2.2 	 Was the 1997-98 plan for IASA Title I assessment and evaluation your Final Assessment Plan? 

DYes DNo 

If No, how does this compare to your Final. Assessment Plan for IASA Title I? What specific 
measures do you plan to use in your Final Asses~ment Plan? 

. " 

2.2.3 What work remains to be done to complete the Final Assessment Plan? 

2.2.4 	 What is the status of your state's final Title I aSsessment/evaluation plans? 

D Still under discussion 

D Developed by staff, but no(approved 

D Approved by state, butnot submitted to USED 


. , D Submitted to USED 

D Approved by USED 


1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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Information/or September 1997toAugu~, 1998 

2.2.5 Briefly describe your s~ate's definition ofAdequate Yearly Prog~ss for Title I purposes. ' 
revised 

2.2.6 Is this the dcefinition you plan to use with yo~ ~nal assessment pl~? 
(former! 
y 2.2.5) 0 Yes 0 No 0 Undecided' . 

2.2.7, , What assessments, if any, do you plan to uSe at the primary level (grades K-3) for IASA Title I 
(formerl assessment and, evaluation in:your, FiIlal Assessm,entPlan? " '\" ' 
y22~, 

'" 


, , .. , ' 

II ., 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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Informationfor September 1997 to Augusi 1998 

. "", 

SECTION 3 STANDARDS 

2.3 At what stage of development is your state in the following academic areas with respect to 
new content and performance standards? Are your assessments'linked to the standards? 

Status Linked'to Standards . 
1 = Planned C =Linked to Content standards 
2 = In Development p. ",;, Linked to Perforrn,anpe standards 
3 =Completed 
4 = Adopted or Approved ~ . . 

5 = Being Revised ..; 

6 =Not Planned at This Time' 


Subject Area Assessments based on 
Standards Status 

Performance '. 
StandarMStatus' standards? 

English/Language,Arts , >. 

Keadmg 

Wntmg 


,-.MathematIcs 
~cIence 

:SOCIal :StudIes 
CiVIcs/Uovernment 
lieography 

/ 

HIstOry 
Arts 
Health t.ducatlOn 
PhYSICal t.ducatlOn 
.Foreign Language 
EmployabIllty :SkIlls 
Other (:Specity:) 

.. ', 

, 1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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Informationfor Sepiember 1997 to August 1998 

PART3 PROGRAM COMPONENTS 

In this part of¢.e survey, we ask you questions regarding each component ofyour state assessment 
program in detaiL ' 

We request that y~u complete one copy of Part 3 for each component in your assessment 
program. Please copy this section and fill out.Part 3 for each component. In this way, we are 
better able to understand your responses. ' 

For purposes of this survey, a component is an assessment or set ofassessments that meet one of the 
following two criteria: 

1. 	A component rriay be ~ assessment or assessments that use a similar assessment 
strategy, e.g., a norm-referenced test; or 

2. 	 A component may be a set of assessments ofdifferent or similar types that share a 
common purpose, e.g., amathematics and reading,high school graduation test. 

Generally, different subjects within ~ type of test or purpose do not meet these criteria and should be 
described within one component. You willrecei,ve the components that were described for your state 
last year in the typescript. Several questions within each section are new or have changed from last 
year, so please c~eck to see that your answer still JIlatches the question asked. 

3.0 Name of,Component ___-.:..._____________________ 

Contact Person -------------------.:...--------- 
Telephone ____________ E-Mail_~________'_____ 

1998~all SSAP Survey 
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Informationfor September 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 1 WHOIS ASSESSED, WHEN AND HOW 

3.1.1 	 Use one of the following tables for each subject area assessed in this component to indicate the . 
revised 	 number of students who were assessed in this component at each grade level. Then out of each 

total listed, identify the number of test takers who were identified as students with disabilities 
(students With either an IEP or Section 504 plan) or LEP. students. 

Please include both students who took the test under standard conditions and those who were 
offered testing accommodations. If the number of students With disabilities or LEP students is 

. not known, please write 'NA' in that cell. 

---------------------------------------~--~----------------------------~----------------

Example: A third grade reading test was taken by 25,000 students. Out ofthat number, 2500 of 
the test takers were exempted. 3000 disabled students took the test; 2000 were exempted. 500 
LEP students took the test; 300 were exempted. 100 Migrant students took the test; 200 were 
exempted. 

Subject Reading 

Subject______~.........,.__:_--------.,__----'--

Grade 

Ilotl!1 lotal 
~!Udents . Students 

ested Exempted 

IlJlSamea 
~tudents 
iTested 

~IS~Dlea 
Students 
Exempted 

ILl!.r 
~tudents 
[rested 

ILl!.r 
~tudents 
!Exempted 

1l'ugrant 
~tudents 
Tested . 

~Igrant 
~tudents 
!Exempted· 

K 

I 

1. 

3 ~' . 

4 

5 

6 

7 

H ., 
10 , 

II 

lJ. .. 

Su~ect ___________~--~------

1998 Fall SSAP Survey 
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1nformationforSeptember 1997 to Augusl 1998 

Grade 

Ilotal 
~tudents 
[rested 

I!otal 
!Students 
IExempted 

IJlsaDlea 
Students 
Tested 

IJlsaDlea 
Students 
Exempted 

~t.Y 
Students 
Tested 

!-LY 
Students 
Exempted 

l~lIgrant 
!Students 
[rested 

IMlgrant 
•!Students 

IExempted 

K 
I 

" 

2 

3 
4 

5 
() 

7 

~ 

9 
IU 
11 .' 

12 

Su~ect __________L-________~__________________~ 

Grade 

Ilotal 
~tudents 
~ested 

lotal 
~tudents , 
Exempted 

~~saDledudents 
ested 

UisaDlea 
~tudents 
Exempted 

Lt.C , 

~tudents 
Tested 

~tt;ytudents . 
Exempted 

Migrant 
Students 
Tested 

Migrant 
~tudents 
Exempted 

,K 

I 
]., 

3 
4 

5 
() 

7 
~ 

9 

IU 
11 
12 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey 

11 



Information/or September /997 io August 1998 

Su~ect~------------~--~---------------------

Grade 
K 

i:::nts 
sted 

I!otal . 
~tudents 
IExempted 

~lsaDiea 

Students 
Tested' 

~Is!l.0lea 
Students 
Exempted 

I~t.r 
~tudents 
~ested 

' , 

~u· 
~tudents 
IExempted 

~Igrant 

~!udents
ested 

~lIgrant I 

Students 
Exempted 

I' 

2 
3 

4 

5 

6 
7 

, 

lS 

~. 

IU 
H 

12 

Subject---'-____________~..,.;_--------__,__,_-------------

I!otal ~u: Lt.r IMlgrant 
dents nts .' ~tudents ~tudents ~tudents 

G sted ~xempted . Tested Exempted lTested 

'K 
I 

·2 

I 3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

lS 

.~ 

IU 
11 

n 
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Information for September 1997 to A~gust 1998 .' 

3.1.2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed each year? . 
(formerly 
3.1.3) 

3.1.3 	 What percentage ofth~ test items used in'this component are released each year? 

new 

3.1.4 	 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment component most recently revised 
substantially? If it haS not been revised substantially, please write"NA." 

School Year (e.g., 1997-98) ______-----,_____ 


How was it revised? 

----------~--------------------~~----------------

. 3.1.5 	 When were the assessments in this componerit administered to students and results returned' to 
school districts? ' 

~ 

Month(s) , Month(s) . 

Administered Resul ts Returned 


.; 

I 
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----------------------------------------

information for September i 997 to August i 998 

,r 3.1.6 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in this component during 1997 -98? 
new Explain each charige~ addition, or deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant 

changes'~ if there were none.) , 

o Governor 
--~----------------------------------------~------------

o state Board of Education 
--~----------------------------------~-----

o Legislature ________________________________-----------,----------

o Courts 
------------------------~------~-----------------------

o State Department ofEducation _...,_-----'-----------__-------------.,; 

o Other (Please Specify:) ___----'-____-'--__----'-_____----'-___ 

'0 No Significant Changes 
.', . 

3.1.7 Are there any changes that you foresee in'the next year (September, 1998 to Aug~st, 1999) in 
(formerly this component? If so, who is initiating them and what are they? Mark each source of change 
3,1.6) and describe tlle change. ' , ' 

o Governor 
--------~--------~----~~-----------------

o State Board of Education 

o Legisla~e ____------:--~--------'-'------------------------------

o Courts 
---------------------------------------------~---

,0 State Department of Education '.,..,.'___'--________________________ 

.1998 Fall SSAP SlJ!Vey, , 
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Information for September 1997 to August 1998 

o Other(Please Specify:) ________________~___.....,

o No Significant Changes Expected 

3.1.8 Is this component used to define Adequate Yearly Progress for schools or LEAs? 
(formerly 

3.1.7) DYes 0 No 

.. IfYes, is this component' being used to identify schools in need of improvement for Title I 
purposes? . 


Transitional Plan DYes 0 No D Undecided 


Final Plan '. DYes D No D Undecided 
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Informationfor September 1997 to August 1998 

3.1.9 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were assessed in this 
'(formerly 	component, the type(s) of measures used, the types of items contained in those measures, and 
3.1.8) how the assessment items were given to students. 

Please complete the grid below. See the legend below the grid for the options. You may choose ' 
mUltiple codes for a cell if it best describes the component. Check the glossary atthe end for 
definitions of terms. 

Subject Student Groups. 
, 

Test Types . Item Types Assessment 
Administration 

MathematIcs 
Keac1mg 
Wntmg 
Uther LA 
SCIence 
SocIal StudIes 
CIVICS 
economICs 
ueography .' 

HIStOry 
Health cd. 
Phys. cd. 
Uance 
MUSIC 
'lheatre 
VISUal Arts 
roreign Lang. 
employ. Skllls 
Career/ V oc. cd. 
computer Skllls 
Uther (SpecIty) 

'. 
r 

Student Groups 
I =Allstudents statewide 
2=Students sampled by district 
3=Students sampled by school 
4=Students sampled by classroom 
5=lndividual student sampling 
6=Voluntary at district level 
7=Voluntary at school level 
8=Voluntary at student level 

Assessment Type(s) 
I =Norm-referenced test 
2=Criterion-referenced test 

. 3=Writing assessment 
4=Performance assessment 
5=Portfol ios 
6=Other 

Item Type(s) Assess. Admin. 
I =MultipJe-choice, single correct answer I=AII students take 
2=Multiple-choice, multiple correct answer . common test 
3=Multiple-choice, with student explanation 2=Multiple forms with 
4=FiII in the blank or cloze common items (anchor) 
5=Short constructed response 3=Multiple forms with 
6=Extended constructed response no common items 
7=Observation 
8=Examples of student work 
9=lndividual hands-on performance tasks 

, lO=Group hands-on performance tasks 
II =Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12=Computer administered 'items 
I3=Gridded 
14=Other 
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Information for September J997 to August 1998 

3.1.10 Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed in this 
component? 

revised 
DYes D No D Not Applicable 

A. If Yes, which of the following best characterizes the use ofcalculators on the assessments 
used in this component? 

D Calculators were supplied by student. 

o Calculators were supplied by school 


D Calculators were supplied with the test materials and were collected afterwards .. 


B. 	IfYes, what kind of calculators were allowed? 

D Graphic calculators 

D Scientific calculators 

D Four function calculators 

C. 	 Were there any sections of the test that students were not permitted to use the. calculator? 

DYes DNo 

D. Were there any items on the assessment that are" calculator-dependent" (that is, very 
. difficult or impossible toanswer without a calculator)? 

DYes DNo 

3.1.11 	 Were any manipulatives (e.g. math tiles, protractors paper rulers) provided to students on any 
subjects assessed in this component? 

DYes 0 No D Not Applicable 


IfYes, which manipulatives were provided? 


3.1.12 Were any reference materials (e.g. reference sheets, dictionaries, word lists) provided? 
new 

DYes 0 No DNot Applicable 

If Yes, which reference materials were 

provided?__________________ 


"
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Information for September 1997 to August 1998 

3.1.13 Was this component produced by or developed with the assistance of external contractors? 
(formerly 
3.1.12) , 0 Yes 0 No 

If Yes, what kind of assessments are they and what is the assessment name( s) and contractor? 

o Off-the-shelf (Please specify) ______________-'--_____ 

o Customized off-the-shelf (Please specify) _.___----'-'-______----'-_____ 

o Built from comm~rcial item banks (Name) 

o Custom developed _________-'--____--'-___________ 

External Contractor .. 
~--------------~-----------

SEA Contract ' Manager __________.,---_____________ 

3.1.14 Was this component scored with the assistance of external contractors? 
new 

DYes DNo 

External 'Contractor 
----~-:---------------------~-

. , 

3.1.15 In what way were teachers involved in the develppment and/or scoring of this 'component? Check 
all that apply. . 

new 

o Teachers developed items. 
o Teachers edited items .. 
o Teachers piloted items .. 
o Teachers helped to select items. 
o Teachers scored items. 

1998 Fall. SSAP Survey 
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Informationfor September 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 2 ASSESSMENT PURPOSES :, 

3.2.1 ' Were assessment results from this component used for ins'tructional p\ll'Poses? 

DYes' DNo ' 

If Yes, check each purpose and briefly describe who uses the results and how they were applied: 
o St;udent diagnosis' ' , 	 . 
o Student placement " 	 , " 
o Individual student instructional planning ':---:-__--";_--,-__"--__- 
,0 Improve:ment of instruction for gr6up& of students,,--:-'-'--"---.:.....:..:....;-.:..._-.:..._-'--_--:..:. 

, 0 	 Curriculum planning at the schooVdistrict level ___'--_-,...,..______ 
D, Program evaluation (e.g., Title I) ____'___--:-"'---'-___-.:...__ 
o Identification ofstudents at risk 

--------~----,----------, 0 Professional development ______________________ 
'0 'Other (Please specify:) ___---,-,-,--______________ 

3.2.2 Were assessment res4its from this component used for student accountability purposes? . 	 ' 

DYes ONo 
, ' 

, If Yes, check each purpose and briefly describe who uses the results and how they were applied: 
" 0 Student non-monetary awards/ ,,'' 

recognition (e.g., certificates) _-;-._______--,----____..:...:...-'-____---,---,-_ 
o Student financial awards or scholarships ,_''__-'-________________ 
o Student promotion/retention ________--:-________..--_______..--_ 
O,Honorshigh school diploma ________-'--________________--'-
o Endorsed high school diploma _:--_-:---:--_~---__:_-,----__:_-----'--
o High school graduation (exit requirement)' ________-'-_________ 
D. Certificate ofmastery ____________--------:-----..--------''--- 
o Required' remediation ' _______-,-________'---____________________ 
o Other (Please specif)::) _-'--_--'-_--:-_______--:-____-;-__ 

J.2.3Were assessment results from'this component used for school a~c,ountabilitypurposes (affecting 
all people in school building)? 

, '. ' 

DYes' ONo 

If Yes, ch~k each purpose and briefly describe w~o u~es the results and how they were applied: 
o Schoq.l non-monetary awards! ; 

, recogriition (e;g., certificates) ______________________ 
D School monetary awards _',..--.,.--,-__-'-'---'--_--'-_________-.,.-___________ 
o Exemptschoolftomregulations_'________________--,----____ 
o School accreditation 

--,..--:------:--..-------'--~:----~----:-"----------~-o School performance reporting (e.g., school report cards) ___----'______________ 
o High school skills guarantee ~___-'-__' _____--,----_______..,.--
o School improvement plans ____-:----:---:-__-=':-:---::-:-__...,..-________________ 

D. Provide additional assistance to schools (e.g., Title I) -:'-_______________--'-___ 
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Information for September I R97 to August 1998 

'D'Provide additional financial· resources 
to low-performing schools _.,--__________________ 

D Give warnings to schools _._-,----,,_,____------,---------------,------- 
D Put schools on probation/watch lists _________--,-_________ 
D School monetary penalties '"...,_---'-___._'_-,----"---_-'-'-_______-'--___---'-
bTak~overschools_~__~---------------~_,____---
D Dissolve schools 

~~~~-----------------~---,-----D Other (Please specify:) ___________-'--_____---'-____ 

3.2.4 	 Were assessment results fr.om this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting' 
individual staff)? . .. 

" 'I~' 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, check each purpose and briefly describe who uses the ~es~lts.~d how they ~ere applied: 
D Staff non-monetary awards/ 

recognition (e.g., certificates) ____________-,--______ 
[] Staff monetary awards (e.g., one-time bonuses) ______________-'--_____________ 
D staff salary increases (i.e., merit pay) __________________________________ 
D Staff monetary penalties 
D Staff evaluation or certifi'-c-at--:-io-n-----------'-------------- 

D Staff dismissal ' , .. 
-~--------------"------------

D Other (Please specify:) ---,-_____________________ 

·r 

;',' 

/ 

.' . 

',' 

J 
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Information for September J997 to August J998 

SECTION 3 STANDARDS 

3.3.1 . The relationship ofthis assessment to state content standards is best described as: 
new 

o No relationship to content standards. 

D Addresses all content standards. 

D Addresses a subset of content standards. 

D Based on a separate set of standards that has been developed for this component. 

D Other (Specify:) ___________________ 

3.3.2 	 Have student or school performance standards been s~t for this component? 
(formerly 
3.3.1) 	 Student DYes DNo. 

School DYes DNo 

If Yes, what procedures did you state·use to set performance standards for this component? 

3.3.3 	 Are there plans to change, review,or validate. the performance standards set for this assessment 
component? . . 

DYes D No 

IfYes, how do you plan to change, review, or validate the performance standards? 
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Information/or September 1997 to August 1998· 

3.3.4 	 What levels ofstudent performance have been set for this assessment component? Indicate the 
subject( s), grade(s) names, and brief definition for each level. Please copy this page ifmore , 
space is necessary. 

Subject(s) _____--;-___ 

Grade(s) _________ 
I . 

Level __________ Description ________--'________ 

Level __________ Description _________________ 

Level_---'._______.,..- Description ______~----------

Level __________ Description ____--:-____________ 

Level _________,...- Description ___-.,.-_____________ 

Subject(s) _________ 

, Grade(s) _________ 

Level __________ Description _________________ 

Level_-'--________ Description _________________ 

Level·______'---___ Description._·_________________ 
I ' 

Level __________ Description __________'--______ 

Level __________ Description _____:...-___________ 

Subject(s),_---,---''--__---,-__ 

Grade(s) ---,-________ 

Level __-,-_______ Description ______________--'-__ 

Level ___--'-_~____ Description _________________ 

Level __________ Description _________________ 

Level ______--'-___ Description _-.,.-_______________ 

Level _____---:____ Description ________.....,-_,.--__,---___ 

3.3.5 Circle the level of student performance above thatcorresponds to the lowest level ofacceptable 
revised performance. ., . 
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Information for September 1997 to August 1998 

3.3.6 	 What levels of school performance have Qeen set for this assessment component? Indicate the 
names and definitions. 

Level· 	 Description 

Level Description 


Level Description . 


. Level 	 Description 

Level 	 Description 

3.3:7 	 Circle the level of school performance that ~orrespon4s to the lowest of minimum level of . 
acceptable performance? .. 

What percentage of schools are at or above this level? 

1998 Fall SSAP Survey· 
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. InformationforSeptember, 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 4' 	 STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES (STUDENTS WITH AN IEP OR 

SECTION 504 PLAN) - EXEMPTIONS AND ACCOMMODATIONS 


3.4.1 Are LEAs allowed to exempt students with disabilitIes (with an IEP or Section 504 Plan) from' 
. revised the assessments in this component? . 

DYes DNo 

A. 	If Yes, mark the exemption 'criteria and whether the criteria are state- or locally-developed: 

Criteria State Local 
Type or severity of disability 
Time spent in special education settings or programs 
Alignrilent of student's 'instructional g<;>als and test content 
Coursework comple~ed in regular education settings 
Special Ed. students not part ofnorming sample 
Other (please specify): _____-'-_____ 

B. 	If Yes, who makes the decision? 

D IEPCommittee 

D Parl;!nts alone 

D Other (I'leasespecify): . 


o D 
o D 
D D 
D D 
o D 

" D D 

3.4.2 Has the number of special education exemptions over the past 2-3 years: 
new 

. D Increased 
D Decreased 
D 	Stayed the same 

3.4.3 . What has led-to this change? Check all that apply: 
new 

D Parent request 

D Educator request 

D Public pressure : . 

D Legislative or state board action 

DOther ___________________________________ 
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, Information for September 1997 to August 1998 

. 	 , ' . 

3.4.4 Does the state,pennit LEAs,to offer accomm~dati~ns to students with disabilities (with an IEP 

(farmerIy or Section 504 Plan) on the assessments used In , thIS' component? , ' , , 

1~n 	 ' 

DYes, DNo 

A. 	 If Yes, what is the na~ ofthe state accommodations policies? 
D Very specific' ' 
D General guidelines ", 

D Other ____-:---:--_____-:-_-'- 

B. 	If Yes, what kind of accommodations are allowed? Check all that apply. 
, ' . ' 	 , .' ' , 

,', 	 ",

Presentation F omiat 	
' 

Setting " 

D Oral reading of questions': 
 D' Alone, iIi astudy. carrel 

D Braille editiop. 
 D Individual administration 

D Use ofmagnifying glass 
 D In smrul groups , 

D Large-print'editions 
 D At home, with appropriate supervision 

" D Oral reading of directions , D In special education classes 

D Explanation of directions 


.,.' 
',: D Separat~ room 


D Signing ofdirections 
 D Other (Please specify): ---,-___....:..-,
D Audiotaped directions or questions 
D Repeating of dire~tions ' ' Timing/Scheduling 

D Interpretation ofdirections 
 D Extended testing ~ime (sam(! day) 


, D Templates to reduce visual field 
 D More breaks ' 

D Short segment testing booklets 
 D Extending sessions over m:ultiple days 

D Other (Please specify) _'___---:' 
 D Altered time bfday that test is administered 

, D Other (Please specify:) ______ 
Response F onnat 

';', ,D Markresponses in booklet" Other Accommodations 

D Use template for recording answers 
 D Out-:of..,level testing 


, D Point to response 
 D Use of word lists/dictionarjes 

D Use sign language 
 D Use of spell checkers 

D Use typewriter/computer/word processor ' 
 ,D Other (Please specify): _',_' _' ___ 

D Use o(Braille writ~r' '" 

D Use of scribe ' 

D Answers recorded on audiotape I 


D Other (Please specify): -'--_____ 
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lnformationforSeptember 1997 to August 1998 

3.4.5 y./ere alternate assessments (assessments that replace the regular ones) available for students 
. (formerly 	with disabilities for whom the regular assessment, even with accommodations, was not 

3.4.3) appropriate? . 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, please describe 

3.4.6 What i~itiatives (policy, standards, assessments, or rese~ch) are under way to develop alternate' 
new assessments for students with disabilities? 

3.4.7 
new 

, . 
Were scores from accommodated students with disabilities (those who took the regular 
assessment .with accommod,~.tions) reported for the assessments used in this component? . 

.0 Yes D No 

IfYes, how werethos~scores reported? 

[] Reported to teacher and parents only.
D Included in summary reports in aggregate. 
D Included in summaiy reports but disaggregated. . _ . 
D Ip.cluded in summ:ary reports in aggregate, but also disaggregated in a separate section. 

3.4.8. 
new, 

Were scores from students with disabilities who took an alternate assessment reported' for the 
assessment used'in this component? 

DYes DNo . 

If Yes, how wer~ those scores reported? 

. D Reported to teacher and parents only. 
_D Included in summary reports in aggregate. 

D Included in summary reports but disaggregated. 
D Included in summary reports in aggregate, but also disaggregated in a separate section. 

. " .' 
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1nformation for September 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 5 LEP STUDENTS - EXEMPTIONS AND ACCOMMODATIONS' 


3.5.1 Are LEAs allowed to exempt LEP students from the assessments in this comp,onent? 
revised 

DYes DNo 

A. IfYes, mark the exemption criteria and whether the criteria are state- or locally-developed: 

Criteria State Local 
Time in U.S. D D 
Time in ESL Program D D 
Formal assessment of English proficiency D D 
Informal assessment ofEnglish proficiency D D 
Formal oral language proficiency D D 
Informal oral language proficiency D D 
Other (Please specify): D D 

B. If Yes, who makes the decision? 
, 

D Local Committee (Specify types ofmembers:) , 

D School or district officials (Specify:) 

D Parents alone 

D Other (Please specify:) 


3.5.2 Were LEP students allowed deferrals (i.e., postp~ning the time when atest must be taken)? 
new 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, what was the longest time one ~ould have been granted? 

D Less than one year ",. ' ' 

D One year 

D Two years 

D Three years 

D More thanthTee years 

3.5.3 Has the number ofLEP exemptions over the past 2-3 years: 
new 

D Increased 

D Decreased 

D Stayed,the same 


3.5.4 What has led to this change? Check all that apply: 
new 

D Parent request 
D . Educator request 
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Information/or September 1997 to August 1998 

o Public pressure . 
o Legislative or state board action 
o Other ____________~--___:_-

3.5.5 	 Does the state pennit LEAs to offer accommodations to LEP students on the assessments used 
for this component? 

DYes DNo 

A. If Yes, what is the nature of the state accommodations policies? 
o Very specific 
D General guidelines 


DOther ____· ________________~____~ 


B. IfYes, what kind? 

Presentation Fonnat Setting 
D Explanation ofdirections D· Alone, in study carrel 
D Oral reading of questions in English , D Administer test in separate room 
D Oral reading of questions in the native language D With small groups 
D Person familiar to student administers the test .0 Other (Please specify:) __________ 
D Translation of directions 
q Translation of test into native language Timing/Scheduling 


What languages? ________ 
 D Extended testing time (same day) 
o Bilingual version of test (English and native D More breaks 


language) 
 D Extending sessions over multiple days 
D' Other (Please specify:) _____________ o Other (Please specify:) __________ 

Response Fonnat Other Accommodations ,.' 
D Allow student to respond in native language o Out~of-Ievel testing 
D Allow students to respond in both native. o Use of word lists/dictionaries 

language and English o Use of technology 
D Other (Please specify:) _._____________ D Other (Please specify:) __________ 

3.5.6 Were alternate assessments (assessments that replace the regular ones) available for Lr:P . 
(formerly students for whom the regular assessment, even with accommodations, was not appropnate? 
3.5.3) 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, please describe _________----,-___________~ 
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Information for September J997 to August J998 

3.5.7 What initiatives (policy, standards, assessments, or research) are under way to develop alternate 
new assessments for LEP students? 

3.5.8 Were scores from accommodated LEP students (those who took the'regular assessments with 
new accommodations) reported for the assessments used in this component? 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, how were those scores reported? 

D Reported to teacher and parents only. 

D Included in summary reports in aggregate. 

D Included in summary reports but disaggregated. , 

D Included in summary reports in aggregate, but also disaggregated in a separate section. 


3.5.9 Were scores from LEPstudents who took alternate assessments reported for the assessments 
new used in this component? ' 

DYes DNo 

If Yes, how were those scores reported? 

D Reported to teacher and:parents only. 

D Included in summary reports in aggregate. 

D Included in summary reports but disaggregated. 

D Included in summary reports .in aggregate, but also disaggregated in a separate section. 
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· 1nformation for September 1997 to August 1998 

SECTION 6 ASSESSMENT REPORTING . 

3.6.1 	 Were scores from this assessment reported with reference to norms? 
/ 

o Yes ONo 

If Yes, what norms were used to report the scores? Check all that apply. 

o International 
o National 
o State 
o Regional 
o Local 
o Categorical type (e.g., urban) 
o Other (Please specify:) _'_________________ 

3.6.2 	 Were·the assessments reported in this component related to NAEP in any of the following ways? 
Check all that apply . . , . 

o State results. compared to NAEP results 

(e.g., the percent passing each test). 


o State test results were statistically linked to the NAEP results. 
o State tests were statistically linked to the NAEP scales. 
o State tests/results were not linked to NAEP. 

3.6.3 According to state policy, at which of the following levels are assessment results summarized 
revised and who receives these results? Check all that apply. " 

Intended ReCIpients ot Reports 

Levels at whicb 
results are reported Parent 

, 
Teacher 

School Buildin School District 
State (for 
reporting 
purposes) 

Individual Student 

Classroom Summary 

Grade Summary 

Scbool Summary 

'.1 

State Summary 
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" 

3.6.4 Isit state policy to report indiv~dua1 student results to parent~'in languages other than English? 
(formerly 
3,6,5), DYes DNo 

, " 

, If Yes, in what other languages do you report individual student results to parents? 
, ' , 

3.6.5 Howare the data pr~duced by the asses~ments used in this component disaggregated for' 
(formerly reporting and who receives these reports? Check all that apply. 
16,~ , , 

intended KeClplents ot Keports 
Types of 
Disaggregation 

" 
School . 'District SEA 

Gender 
Parent 

, ,;" " , , 

Race 

FreelReduced Lunch 
" 

Title I Eligible 

,Parent Education 

Students with IEP 

LEP Status 

Migrant Status 
" ' , ' 

, '" 
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Information for September J997, to AugusiJ998 

. 	 . 
Glossary ofTerms fQr Use in Completing the A~nual Survey . 

Academic content standards 
" 

'See content standards .. 

Adequate Yearly Progress The level ofsa.tisfactory progress defined by the state for local school 
districts and schools for the assessment(s) used in th,e,state's IASA Title I assessment and 
evaluation plan. Schools failing to meet this level of improvement' are selected for state 
"improvement" activities. . . 

Alternate assessment (special t;ducation or LEP) An assessment procedure that is developed for use 
with students with disabilities (students with an IEP or Section 5Q4 Plan)or LEP ' students who' 
cannot take part in a regular assessment, even with accommodations 

Assessment frameworks See content standards " 

Cloze procedure A kind of assessment item that uses any of a variety of fill-in-the-blank procedures 
, where the blank is embedded in a textual context. 

J , 

Component A set of assessments that are of a similar format and/or is used for the same purpose. 
Part 3 of the survey describes a state's assessment program at the component level. 

Computer-:-adaptive assessment Any assessment that requires the student to respond to the 
assessment items or tasks 'with the aid of a computer with software that selects the next problem 
or task based on the student's prior responses. ",' 

Constructe,d response 'Any prompt that requi~es the student to 'produce a written response. ,Can be 
short constructed res~onse or extended written response depending on the specified length ofthe ' 
answer. 

, ... ' 

I 

Content sfandards Statements ofwhat students should know and he able to do hi specific subjects or 
. ", acros~ several subjects. These arecalled·different names: academic content standards~ l' 

assessment frameworks, learner standards. " , 

Criterion-referenced test An assessment on whichthe student's performance is compared to a 
, standard or an objective, and the score indicates the extent to which the student achieved the ' 

standard or set of objectives. 

Curriculum frameworks One mecharusm for linking learner standards or content standards and state 
, 	 goals. ' These frameworks provide sufficient' guid~ce to curriculum developers and teachers to 

ensure that cUrriculum and instruction drive towards the state goals while assuring that content 
standards ar~ met.' . ' 

'Demonstration A complex task over time, that requires the demonstration of the mastery of a variety 
ofdesired standards, each with its own performance criteria. ' 

Exhibition A complex task over time that requires thedemonstnition ofthe mastery ofa variety of 
< desired standards, each with its oWn performance criteria: 

Extended response See constructed response. 

FTE 	Full-time equivalent or the equivalent number of full-time persons. 
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'Final IASA Title I assessment plan' The,final plan'to assess student and schoolperfonnance required 
of the Improving America's School Act (IASA) Title I that ~tates must submit and have in place 
by the 2000-20Q1 school year: ' , ' '", 

Griddedresponse item An item wherea student grids ina response into ~ numeric grid So ,that the 
, response can be machine scored. ,-;' , ,
,'. ',' . 

, ,.. ,. '\; 

Hands-on performance assessment (individual or group). Any assessment that requires students~~o 
perfonn (in a way that can'be. observed) an assessment task by themselves or in a.group. For'" 
example, students may be asked to conduct a laboratory experiment or carry out a community 
service project and write up the results. The difference between ,ahands-on perfonnance 
assessment and an extended-response prompt is that thequality'of the perfonnance ofthe , ' 
laboratory experiment or corrimunity service,project is being assessed, rather than the quality of 
the writing. ' "'" . ' ' 

Interview An assessment technique where the studentresponds:verbaJly to que~tions posed by m 
assessor. ' . ,:' '. 

LEA Local educ~tion agencY·.or local sCb'oot'district . 

Learner standards, See content standards ' 

, Multiple-choice item A test item in',which students are given several choices and are asked to pick 
one correct response. " . " , . , 

Multiple~choice, multipl~correc~ item A multiple-choice item wi,th more ¢an onecorr~ct respons~. 

Multiple-choice item, with student' explanation' A test item in which students are given several ' 
choices and are asked to pick one ,correct response, followed by a constructed-response item in . 
which students provide a rationale or e'}{planation for the answer they ch9se. ' , . 

Non-traditional test item Any assessment activity other than a multiple-choice from which a student 
selects one correct answer., These items or perfqnnances are often scored or rated using'an 
,agreed-upon set ofcriteria that may take the.fonn ofa scoring guide, ascoring rubric, or a 

, comparison to benchmark papers or p·erfonnances. ' " ,. .' "'" 

Norm-referenced test A test on which a student's score is compared tothe perfonnance of a nonn 
group" and the score indicates the proportion' of students in the nonn group that the student out

. scored. ' , ' , ' 

Performance assessment Any assessrhent item in ~hich students produce ~ anSwer, rather than, 

select one. " 


, Performance standards A s~t of statements ab()ut how wen students need to be able to perfonn on a 
set ofcontentstandatds and/or assessment' in order to meet pre-defined specified levels of 
expected perfonnance. . , 

, .', ,. . j:' 

Portfolio. An accumulation of a student's work over time that demonstrates the student's best 

pe!ionnance, typical perfonnarice, and/or growth in perfonnance; , 


, Project A complex task over time that requires the d~m()nstnition of the mastery oia variety of 

desired standards, each with its own perfonnance criteria. 
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, ,SEA State, education agency '~ <".,:,", .' 

Short answer See 'constructed response. 

State goals' Statements that specify desired or valued expectations for students, schools,'or school 
systems. They do not say what students should know or yvhatschools should do. They do detail 
the end-points of the educational enterprise.' An example would be: ' All people of this' state will ' 
be literate, lifelong learners who are.knowledgeable about the rights and responsibilities of ' , 

,citizenship and ,able to contri1:hi~~ to the social and economic wel1~being ofour diverse, global 
society. ' " '. ' 

~.' . 
Student expectations Statements that specify whatstudents should knowor be able to do. When set 

by st~tes, these statem~nts tend to be' gerieral arid less concrete.' , 

Transitio~al Title,] Assesslllent Plan ,The IASA Title, I assessment and evaluation plan that states 
, 	 may 'use between 1995-96 and 2000-:-2001 (or earlier) school years to assess the impact ofIASA 

Title'I programs on students on an interim basis prior to completion of,their final assessment and 
evaluation plan. !' 

.,-' : ,',' 

.. ,' ' 

", :. 
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Question 1.1 Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in 1997-: 
~' ' 	 " 

State ,Response 

AK By state law. All grade 4, 8, and 1 I students are assessed' using a norm, referenced test in the areas of 
reading, language arts and math. The CAT 5 was used for the first t!me in 1995-96. Data for the state 

, and district is reported annually in the "Report Cards to the Public," ~hich reports the percentage of ' 
,students scoring in the upperand lower quartiles.' , 

AL 	 Students in grades 3~ 12 are tested with a variety of assess~ents.' No~m~r~f~renced'assessm~nts are 
given for 'comparative data to show the state's relative position in the nation. ,Criterion-referenced 
assessments are given to determine the strengths and weaknessesof,students and to improve 
instruction and curriculu'm. " , " ' 

, Kindergarten ,- Alabama Kindergarten Assessment (LEA option);. , , ' .' 

Grades 3-1 I - Stanford Achievement Test, 9th edition, and the Otis~Lennon School Ability Test; 

Grades Sand 7 - Alabama Direct Assessment of Writing. 

Grades 7-12 End-of-CourseGeometry'Test; " 


,'Grades I 1-12 ~ Alabama. HighSchool Basic Skills Exit Exam. 

AR Last year all students in grades 5, 7, and 1.0 took state-adopted. ~orm-r~ferenced test (Stanford 9). 
Testing scores were reported by district on state report card. In the evolvi~g criterion r~erenced 

, testing program, students in grade 4 took the pilot of the Prjmary Be'1chmark Examinati~n. Also a pool 
of items for the Middle Level Benchmark Exam (gr,ade 8) y.,ere fie.ld tested. ' 

AZ 1997-98 was a year of t~nsition for the Arizona Stu'dent AchieVement Program: Work had begu'ri '~~ 
", the development of, Ariz,ona's Instrument ,to, Measure Standards. and state~requireddistrict assessment 

of the State Academic Standards continued. Arizona's sole standardized large scal~ achievement ' 
measure in 1997-98 was the Stanford AchievementTest, 9th Edition. Arizona adn:Jinistered the' , 
Stanford 9 to all students in grades 3~ 12 with the purpose of providing parents, teach'ers, district and 
state policy makers information ,on the relative performanc~ of Arizona students and sch,ools to a 
nationally representative sample of students. All largescale assessment 'conducted in Arizona is 
required by law. Title f5~74l,and can be viewed at www.azleg.state.az.us via the Internet.' , 

CA , hi 1997-98 there were three' c~mp~nents to the CA state testing program: theStand~rdjzed Testing 
and'Reporting program; the Golden State Examination program; and ACE, Assessments in Career 
Education.' In addition California req'uires that 'schools 'administer a designated physical fitn~s's test each 
year to students in grades 5, 7, and 9. The STAR program requires that all students in grades 2-1 I be 
tested ~ith a single standardized norm-refe~enced test designated by the State Board of Education. The 
SBE designated the Stanford Achievement Test, 'Ninth Edition. 'Form T (SAT9); Students in grades 2-8 
must b~ tested in reading. spelling. written expression. and mathematicS:' Students in grades 9-11 are 
tested in reading, written'expression.,mathemat,ics. science, and history/social science. The ori,ly' 
students not tested are those whose individual educational plans (IEPs) specifically exenipt them from 
testing. The individual results for each student were mailed to the parent or guardian of the studerit. 
School, district. county, and state lev~1 reports were provided to each district for that district. to each 
county for that county, and to the state, except that school level reports' are provided on paper only to 
the s~hool district. All group level reports (school and higher) are reported on the CDE Web site, 
under ~TAR Results. Copies of relevant laws and regulations are attached; they may also be' accessed 
through cde.ca.gov. In addition to the STAR program, the GSE program was implemented for the 10th 
or 11th year. There are Golden State Exams in 13 areas: ,algebra; ge~metry; high school mathei-natic~; 

"biology; chemistry: coordinated science; US.history;economics; governmer:atlcivics; written composition; 
'\ 

and reading/literature:' The GSEs are h~nors ex:ami~ations available to students as end of course exams 
,except for high school mathematics, written cOl1lposition; and'reading/lang. literature. In 1997 -98, 
students in grades 8-12 took (unspecified) Golden State exams~ StudentS who receiv~ a score of 
"recognition" or higher on six of the exams in speCified areas are eligible ,to receive the Golden State 
Sealt'1erit Diploma. Students receiving a score of recognition, honors, or high honors on any test 
receive a seal on their diplomas for each exam. . 
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Question· 1.1 . Briefly describe the overalrstate assessment program as it existed in 1997
98. 	 . 

( 

State 	 Response 

CO The 1997-98 Colorado Student Assessment Program (CSAP) assessed fourth~grade students in reading 
and writing. These assessment were developed to assess student performance on the Colorado Model 
.Content Standards for ~eading and wr:iting. Third grade students were assessed in reading 
comprehension. This assessment was designed to assess reading comprehension as required by the 
Colorado Basic Literacy Act and the associated rules. The assessment included all students including 
those with disabilities. There was a Spanish verSion of the CSAP. This assessment Was developed 
using culturally appropriate reading passages and writing prompts. The ass~ssments were Spanish based 
and included both constructed-response and selected-:-response items. The primary use is for 
accountabilityand'school improvement. 

CT 	 Connecticut tests its fourth. sixth and eighth-grade public school students on the ConneCticut Mastery 
Test (CMT) and its grade 10 public school students on the Connecticut Academic Performance Test 
(CAPT). The CMT is a criterion-referenced test given each fall since '985 in the areas of mathematics 
and language arts, included reading and writing. The CMT includes open-ended, multiple-choice, grid-in 
and performance items. The CAPT is a criterion 'referenced test given each spring since 1994. it is . 
administered to all grade 10 students and voluntarily to students in grades I I and 12 who do not meet 
state goals. The areas tested include mathematics, ianguage arts, science and an interdisciplinary test. It 
is primarily performance assessment With some traditional item format. Acertification of mastery is 
awarded to each student indiCating each section of the test where the state goal is achieved. 

DE The Delaware Student Testing Program (DsTP) has itS roots in the education reform efforts that b~an 
in Delaware in the early 1990·s. In June 1995, that effort resulted in the adoption of rigorous content 
standards for English language ai:tS, mathematics. science. and social studies. Immediately. Delaware 
educators began developing what would become the DSTP. a new assessment program designed to 
provide technically sound information about how well students are performing relative to Delaware 

. cO,ntent standards arid national norms and to serve a.s a primary indicator for the Delaware Education . 
. . Accountability System'. In' 1997. Harcourt Brace EduC<ltion~1 Measurement wa~ awarded athree-year 

contract to assist with thedeveloprrient and administration of the DSTP. The reading and mathematics 
components contain multiple choice, short answer and extended responseitems .. To show that reading 
and writing ,are integrally connected, the 'DSTP at .each grade level includes a text-based item that is 
scored for both reading and writing. In addition, the writing portion of the DSTP,asks students to 
write an essay in response to a prompt, giving them time to write a first draft and rewrite that draft. 
Th~ DSTP. item~ come from two sources. (I) T~e DSTP includes abbreviated versions of the reading 
comprehension and the mathe.matical problem solving sub~ests from The Stanford Achievement Series. 
·9th ,(ldition (SAT9). which"measure how Delaware students 'compare to a national group of test-takers 
.in reading and mathematiCs. (2) Items specifically designed to measure progress toward Delaware ' 
,content standards in. English language arts and mathematics, 'were created and field tested by Delaware 
educators. parents. and community representatives. The DSTP produces Standards-Based Scores for 
Delaware's reading,mathematics. and writing standardS and,produces National Percentile Rankings for 
reading and mathematics. In the spring,of 1998. students in. grades 3,5,8, and 10 were assessed in. 
reading, writing. and mathematics. Science and social studies will be added in the year 2000. 

DoDEA 	DoDEA is comprised of the DoDDS (Overse~) sch90lsand the DDESS (DomestiC) schools. In SY 
1997~98. DoDEA administered two systemwide assessments: CTB TerraNova for grades 3-1! for both 

DoDDS and DDESS. The DoDEAWriting Assessment (Grades 5. 8 ,10) in.cluded DoDDS students 
only. In SY 1998-99, DI?ESS schools began to participate in the DoDEA Writing Assessment (Grades 
5; 8;10). CTB TerraNova is a norm-referenced assessment for reading, language arts. math. science 
and social studies. The DoDEA Writing Assessment was designed by DoDEA and has been used in all 
the DoDDS schools since 1990. . , , 
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Question 1.1 Briefly describe the overall state aSsessment program as it existed in 1997-:
98. 

State 	 Response 

FL 	 High School Competency Test (HSCT): 
Students in Florida's pub/icschools are· required to pass the High School Competency Test (HSCT) in 

.order to receive a standard diploma. The HSCT is a test of the application of bas,ic skills in reading and 
mathematics in everyday life situations and is first administered to regular high school students in the 
I I th grade. The HSCT may be taken up to five times during the I I th and 12th grades. Students may 
retake the HSCT during an additional year: of high school or as an adult as many times as is necessary. 
An updated version of the HSCT was administered for the first time in October 1994. During the· 
October 1997 administration, 107,657 grade II students took the mathematics section and 107,263 
grade II students were tested on the communications section of the HSCT. Results of the HSCT are 
reported using an equated score scale; a minimum scale score of 700 is required for passing each of 

, two sections of the HSCT. In addition to certifying that individual students have achieved the basic 
skills measured by the test, the test results for grade II students are used for school-level 
accountability purposes. The test results also provide students, teachers, and counselors with a skill 
achievement record of all students taking the HSCT; the most important use of these data is to identify 
specific skill areas in which students may require additional instruction. Legislative mandate authorized 
creation of this assess.ment. 

Florida Writing Assessment Program: . . 
The Florida Writing Assessment requires a stud~nt to produce a piece of writing in response to an 

. assigned topic stated in a prompt. The writing is then scored according to specific, predetermined 
criteria. Florida's writing assessment, as a direct measure of writing achievement, requires students to 
write independently for a variety of purposes (Le.• to explain. tell a story. to persuade) within a 45
minute time period. The writing assessment is intended to prqvide information about the writing 
achievement of students at individual. school. district. and state levels. In '1997-98. the writing 
assessment involved a census assessment in grades 4.8. and 10. The spring 1998 assessment involved 
150.600 grade 4 students. 139,810 grade 8 students. and 117,364 grade ·10 students. Results from each 
assessment provide useful informatio~ to classroom teachers and school district administrators about 
students' writing achievement. Results for the asse~sment are also used for school-level accountability 
purposes. Legislative mandate authorized creation of this assessment. 

GA 	 The full breadth of Georgia's testing program includes norm-referenced ~esting at grades three. five, and 
eight: performance-based writing assessments at grades three. five. eight. and eleven; the revised 
Georgia kindergarten Assessment Program (GKAP-R), the Georgia High School Graduation Tests at 
grades eleven and twelve; Criterion-Referenced Competency Tests (CRCT) (in development); and the 
National Assessment of EduCational Progress at grades four, eight. and twelve., 

HI 	 Hawaii Statewide Testing Program: 
NRT Stanford 8th Ed; Grade 3,6,8,10; Reading, Math, Language; Provides comparative national data 
CRT Hawaii State Test of Essential Competencies; Grades 10-12; Reading. Math. Writing, Social 
Studies.' Health; Used for diploma certification 
CRT Credit by Examination; Grades 8-12; Algebra. Keyboarding. World Language; Alternative to 
receiving course credit . 

fA 	 Iowa does not have a mandated state assessment program. All districts must include student 
achievement goals in their plans and develop an assessment system to monitor progress toward those 
goals, but the selection of the instruments and the schedule of administration are determined locally. 
Approximately 99 percent of all districts participate in the Iowa Testing Program on a voluntary basis. 
The data from the Iowa Testing program is used for state reporting purposes.' All districts are also 
expected to include all students in their district assessment. . 
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Question 1.1 Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in 1997
98. 

State 	 Response 

Idaho's current assessment program cons,ists of a Direct Writing Assessment for grades 4, 8, and II 
and standardized testing for grades 3 through 8 using the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (form K) and the 
Tests of Achieve'ment and Proficiency for grade 9 '. II. Our testing program is mandated by the state 
board of education and the results are used for the improvement of curriculum and instruction 
throughout the state,. We also have a mathematics assessment for grades 4 and 8. 

IL 	 All students grades 3, 6,8, and 10 are tested via the Illinois Goal Assessment Program (IGAP) in 
reading, mathematics, and writing. All students in grades 4, 7, and II are tested via IGAP in science and 
social science. Results are used for trend comp~risons and comparisons to the criterion-referenced 
state standards. At the school level they are used for program evaluation and school'improvement. 
They are used by thE:! state for school designations and school recognitiqn status. They are also used to 
hold schools and distriCts accountable for student achievement. In addition, the State board uses the 
yearly results and trends as a basis for state level policy making. 

, ( 	 , 

IN 	 All studentS in Grades 3; 6,8, and 10 are as,sessed in English and mathematics, with the exception of 
students who do not receive instruction in the proficiencies being tested. The assessment includes a 
norm.referenced component, a criterion-referenced component, and a test of cognitive skills. The 

I 

criterion-referenced component includes tests of basic skills and applied skills. The Grade 10 test is the 
graduation Qualifying Examination. Test results are used for school accreditation purposes; school 
performance reporting; generating remediation grants and performance incentive awards; informing 
parents about individual student performance; and informing the publiC and the media about school, 
school district, and state perfor!"l3nce·levels. 

KS 	 In 1997-98 Kansas tested reading in grade 3, 7, and 10; writing in grades 5, 8, and 10; and mathematics 
in grades 4, 7, and 1,0. Due to a State, Board of Education directive, performance assessment was 
eliminated from the reading and mathematics tests at the ~tate level. Performance assessment will be 
required at the local level, with the exception of writing, which will continue to be tested at the state 
level. ,Curriculum standards are being rewritten. New aSsessments will be built based on those new 
standards. (Note: SCience and social studies alternate with writing; Math and reading are tested yearly). 

KY 	 The kentucky Instructionai 'Results Information System (KIRIS) assessment comprises three 
components: open-respon~e; multiple choice, and portfolios in,writing. All 4th, 5th, 7th, 8th, 11th, and 
12th grade students participate in one or more content areas. An Alternate Portfolio is administered 
to students generally described as havinglm~derate to severe mental disabilities. The p~ogram is 
administered as the cognitive component of a "high-stakes" school building and local school district 
accountability reqUirement. A national norms reference test (CTBS/5 Survey version) comprised of 
Reading, language Arts, and Mathematics components is administered at grades end-of-primary, 6, and 9. 

LA 	 In 1997-98, the Louisiana Educational Assessment Program (LEAP) consisted of a kindergarten 
readiness screening program used for instructional planning; criterion-referenced tests administered in 
grades 3,5, and 7 in math and English language arts; a Graduation Exit Examination in English language 
arts, math, written composition, science, and social studies; and norm-referenced tests administered at 
grades 4, 6, 8,9, 10, and II. Test development continued for LEAP for the 21st Century, or LEAP 21, 
the state's new criterion-refere~ced tests which will be phased in beginning Spring 1999. 
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Question 1.1' Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in 1997
98. .. 

State . Response 

MA 	 I. Mas~achusetts Comprehensive Assessment System (MCAS), the state's new standards-based testing 
program, was implemented this year. In May 1998 students in grades 4. 8. and 10 took the MCAS tests 
in English Language Arts. Mathematics, and Science & Technology. History & Social Science test items 
were pilotl:!d. The ELA test includes reading and writing,.~lthough separate scores for diese are not 
produced. The History & Social Science test includes civics, economics, andgeography, although 
separate scores for· these are not produced. MCAS measures the performance of students. schools, 
and districts on the academic learning standards contained in the Massachusetts Curriculum 
Frameworks. fulfilling requirements of the Education Reform Act of 1993. Results are reported based 
on four performance levels. This year's MeAS results are a baseline against which improvements in the 
future will be measured. 
2. Grade 3 Reading Test (Iowa Test of Basic Skills) was administered tp all grade 3 students for the 
second consecutive year. Individual student. school, district and state le:vel results are reported. No 
specific uses of results were mandated. . 

MD For students in grades 3. 5, and 8 the Maryland School Performance Assessment Program (MSPAP) uses 
criterion referenced performance assessments for school. district. and state level reporting. It assesses 
reading, writing. language usage. math. ,science, and social studies in Grades 3. 5, and 8. It is used for 
educational program accountability. 
For students in grades 2. 4. and 6. the, Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills (CTBS/5) in mathematics. 
reading comprehension. and language is administered every other year to at least a 250 sample of 
students in each district. It is used for state and district level reporting. It will be administered next in 
1998-99. 
For student in grades 7 through 12. the multiple-choice Maryland Functional Tests are required for high 
school gradu~tion. They are given in reading. mathematics. and Citizenship. Both paper and pencil and 
computer-adaptive versions are available. They are criterion-referenced. 

, For studen1:S in grades 7 through 12. the Maryland Writing Test is also a high school graduation 
requirement. Two writing samples are used. narrative and expository. 

ME 	 The Maine Educational Assessment (MEA)is administered annually in grades 4, 8 and II and includes 
the following content areas: reading, writing. mathematics. science. social studies. arts and humanities. 
health. (administere~ o~ly grades 4 and. 8) . The MEA currently uses an extended, constructed response 
format in its sub-test at grades 4. 8 and II. The MEA uses items common to all students in reading and 
mathematics with a single prompt for wr~ing which produce individual student results. The MEA also 
uses matrix sampled items in reading: mathematics. science, social studies. arts and humanities. and 
health to produce school/district level results. The state law authorizing the MEA lists multiple 
purposes including producing information ab.out student achievement of high academic standards. ' 
program evaluation information. and provision of parents with information about the achievement of 
their children. The MEA reports to schools/districts through comprehensive summary reports and to 
parents in a letter format which conveys their child's performance. 

MI 	 The Michiga~ Education'al Assessment Progran:' (MEAP) assesses aIl4th~. 7th-•.and 11th-grade students 
in mathematics and reading. and, all 5th-. 8th-, and I I th-grade students in science and writing. The 
tests ate criterion-referenced and measure predetermined state goals and objectives. Components: 
Grade 4 and 7 reading and mathematics assessment; Grade 5 and 8 science and writing assessments; 
High School reading. writing. science; and mathematics for state endorsement. ' . 	 "~ , 

MN Minnesota began a statewide testing program in 1997-1998. This included the Minnesota 
. Comprehensive, Assessment in reading and math at grade 3. and reading. math and writing at grade 5. 
These assessments are designed to measure educational opportunities provided to students as they 
work on the Minnesota High Standards in their classrooms. At Grade 8. we continued to test in 
reading and math with the Basic Standards Tests. which are minimum competency literacy tests that 
students must meet before graduation. 
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Question .1.·•. 1 Briefly ~escribe the overall state assessment program as it existed in .1997-. 
98. 

State 	 Response 

MO The 1997-98 school year. marked a transition during which Missouri Assessment Program (MAP) 
assessments began to be phased in to replace Missouri mastery and Achievement testsMMATs. During 
1997-98 the MMAT. a criterion-referenced • multiple~choice set of achievement tests based on Core 

· Competencies and Key Skills. was no longer mandatory in enough districts to warrant description of it 
in this survey. The MAP is..a multiple-model assessment pr:ogram that uses selected-response. short 

. constructed-response and extended constructed response items. In spring 1998, the mathematics 
assessment of the' MAP was required of all districts while the science and communication arts 
assessments.were available on a voluntary basi,s. In 1999 science and communication arts will become 

· mandatory and social studies will be available on a voluntary basis. . 

MS 	 NRT and Performance Assessments. grades 4~9; secondary end of subject CRTs; basic skills CRT 
required for high school graduation; ACT WorkKeys and occupational skills assessments for vocational 
program completers in 24 program areas. Test results are used for purposes of accountability, 
program evaluation. and as a measure of student progress as recommended by the State 
Superintendent's Task Force on Accountability and Learning. . 

, . 	 . 
. ' . . \ .. , 

MT All districts use standardized. norm-referenced tests for grades 4.8. and II annually selected from a list 
of board-approved published tests. The NCE scores are summarized at the state level by grade. test; 
and subject (reading. language arts. mat~. science. social studies). Data for each school by grade, subject 
area, and stanine distributjon is distributed to ~ach district and available for public release. 

. 	 ' 

NC . Competency ~esting in NC has become more rigorous (8th grade standard) in areas of reading and 
mathematics. Demonstration ofprof!ciency in the use of computers by passing a multiple choice and 

. performance test in the use of computer skills. Grades I and 2 are assessed in reading and mathematics 
as a local option by observation. There is a grade 3 pretest in reading and mathematics measures 
student growth in accountability. Grades 3 through 8 take multiple-chOice tests in reading and 

· mathematics. In addition. writing is assessed in grades 4 and 7 and there are open-ended assessments in 
grades 5 and 8. End-of-course tests arEi"administered at the end of high school subjects in Algebra I; 
Biology; English I; Economics. Legal. and Political SYstems; English lI(Writing); and US History. Results 
from the tests in grades 3-8 and high school are used in accountability and program improvement at the 
state and local levels. A norm-referenced test (ITBS) is administered to a sample of students in grades 5 
and.8. In addition. there is participation in the NAEP assessment. Through a block grant allocation of 
funds to each LEA, the state funds one administration of the PSA! for college-bound students. A high 
sc:hool comprehensive test in the areas of reading and mathematics was added in 1997-98 to measure 
student growth in accountability. .... . . 

NO 	 The TerraNova - also known as the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills. fifth edition (CTBS/5) - and. 
the Test ~f Cognitive Skills. second edition fTCSI2) were administered to students in grades 4. 6. 8 and 
10 beginning inMar~h of 1998. " . . 
The Multiple Assessments was administered to students in grade 4. The Multiple Assessments consists 
of assessments in Reading. Language. MathematicS. Science and Social Studies. 
The Complete Battery Plus was administered to students in grades 6. 8 and 10..The Complete Battery 
consists of Reading. Language. Mathematics. Science and Social Studies. The Plus component consists of 
Vocabulary, Language Mechanics. Mathematics Computation' and Spelling. 
Schools are to evaluate the results as one of the multiple indicators they are to use in the State 
Education ImprovementtProcess (SEIP). The reports not oilly report norm-referenced data but 
mastery level and performance level data as well at the student, classroom. school and district level. 
The results are also reported on the School District Profile Report along wit~ ACT scores and much 
additional data about the district. 

. . 

NE Nebraska did riot.have a statewide assessment program in 1997·98. NebraSka does plan to have a,., 
, statewide reporting system in place for the school year 1999-2000 and plans to do field-testing of the 

same in 1998-99. 
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Question 1.1' Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as 'it existed in 1997
98. 	 ' ' , ' , ' 

State 	 Response 

NH 	 In May of each year (starting in May 1994) all public school third-grad~ students are assessed in English 
language arts and math. In May of each year (starting in May 1996) all public scho()1 sixth-and tenth
grade students 'are assessed in English language arts, math, science, ,and social studies. Types of 
measures include a combination of multiple choice and open response and include an on-demand 
writing assessment conducted at ,all three levels. ,Results are used for educational improvement and as a 
measure of school accountability, ' 

NJ ' 

NM 	 A norm-referencedstandardiz~a test (CTBS SlTerra Nova) as well asa criterion-referenced 
supplement for grades 4, 6, and 8 for accountability (math, language arts, science, and social studies). A 
direct on-demand writing'assessment for grades 4 and 6 (optional at grade 8) for instructional 
improvement. A high school competency examination (a graduation requirement and criterion
r:eferenced exam) is administered to sophomores with the option to, retake at grac:l~s II and 12 if 
unsuccessful (accountability). Districts administer reading assessments (of chOice) ~t grades I and 2 and 
report the results to SEA (instructional improvement). 

NV 	 I . Ce~s~s norm-referenced testing in ~eading, Math, Language! and Sciences at grades 4, 8 and lOusing 
TerraNova (CTBlMcGraw-HiII) " ' 
2. Census Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 using analytic-trait 'scoring; 
3. Census High School Proficiency Examinations in Reading, Mathematics and Writing required to 
receive a standard diploma. Writing Test is holistically scored. Grade 12 continued the administration 
of the Norm-Referenced Examinatioris in Reading and Math in use s,ince 1990., " , 
In April, new Criterion-Referenced TestS in Reading and Mathematics were introduced at Grade I I for, 
the High School Graduation Class ofI99~. ' , " , 
1997-98 was the first year that consequences were associated with low performance on, the Norm
Referenced Tests administered at grades 4 and 8. Schools in which at least 40,% of students scored 
below the 25th percentile in each of the 4 subjects tested were targeted for required remedial action 
and became eligible for funds to support school improvement. ' ' , . " . 

NY There ,are seven components of the stat~ testing prog";'m as described in part three. Each component 
was created for a specific purpose, bui: they all share three qualities. They are all based on State 
recommended or prescribed courses of study. They are intended to establish or maintain standards 
and they provide a measure of accountabi,lity for the state's el~mentary ~dsecondary sch,ools. 

OH' , Ohio's statewide assessm~nt program consists of four proficiency tests (Fourth-. S'ixth-, Ninth- a~d 
Twelfth-Grade Proficiency Jests). Writing, reading, mathematics,citizenship, and science are assessed 

,on each of the four proficiency tests. All students (except those who are IEP exempted) who are 
enrolled at the,appropr!ate grade level,'are required to,take the Fourth-, and Sixth-Grade Proficiency 
Tests. All nint!hgrade students (except students who passed ()ne or more tests in spring of eighth'
grade or who are I EP exempted) are ,required to cike the Ninth-,Grade' Proficiency rests until all parts 
of the test have been passed. in partial fulfillment ofrequirements for a high school diploma. All 
Twelfth-Grade students who have passed all Ninth-Grade tests are required to take ~he Twelfth-Grade 
Proficiency Tests., Intervention in grade five is required for the area(s) of the Fourth.Grade ProfiCiency 
Tests where a student was not proficient. 'Students who score at the'h~nors level in the areas of 

,writing; reading. mathematics, and citizenship on the Twelfth-Grade Proficiency Tests may satisfy one of 
seven criteria needed for an Honors Diploma. Science will be added to the Honors Diploma 
requirements in 200 I: Results go to schools for planning and are reported to the public. 
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, ,Question 1.1 Briefly describe the overill! state assessment prograr:n as it existed in ,1997
98. ' , "'~ ,,' , , 

~S~Q~t~e__~R~e~s~p~o_ns_e____________~________________________~______________ " ___ 

OK 	 The Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) were given to all students, in Grades 3 ~nd 7. Subjects tested in 
multiple-choice format were Reading, Language, Mathematics, Social Studies: Science, and Sources of 
Information. The Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests (OCCT) ar~ custom designed to measure 
Oklahoma's core curriculum, the Priority Academic Student Skills (PASS). The OCCT is given to all r 

studerits in Grades 5, 8, and t II. Students are given a retest the following year if they score 
unsatisfactorily. Subject areas tested include a performance Writing test, and multiple-choice tests in 
the areas of Mathematics, Science, Reading, U.S. History/Constitution/Government, Geography, and' 
Oklahoma History (Grade II only). Both Oklahoma's core curriculum and the tests which measure ' 
performance on the core curriculum were developed to meet the requirements of state law. Students 
which may be exempt from testing included special education students having an'lndividualized 
Education Plan suting such exemption, or students identified as Limited Engli'sh Proficient may be 
exempt for up to 3 ,years. Results are used for school improvement plans. State law attached. 

OR 	 Oregori annually tests all stud~nts in reading and mathematics at grades 3 • .5, 8, and 10. All students are 
tested in writing'and mathematics problem solving at 'three grades'S, 8, and 10. This year began die 
testing of all students in science at grades' 5, 8, and 10. The tests are developed from state-mandated 
content standards and the purposes include program evaluation, school improvement, public 
accountability, and reporting individual student performance. Districts use the ~esults. in their program, ' 
review/improvement process. Results at the ~choollevel are reported in comparison with schools 
having similar socioeconomic characteristics.' ' 

PA 	 Grades 5, 8, and II students are assessed annually in reading and mathematics. Although the' 
assessment is for program evaluation, individual 'student results a're provided for parents, teachers, 
guidance counselors, and principals. School reports are p'rovided for planning ahd public dissemination. 
Grades 6 and 9 students must complete a writfng sample in one-third of the schoo's each year as a 
program evaluation. Schools can volunteer to participate in'the writing assessment during the years 
they are not reqUired to partiCipate in ,the writing assessment. Reports go to schools for plann ing and 
public dissemination. ' , 

PR 	 The "Prueba Puetorriquena de Competencias Escolares" ,was administered this year. It is a Criterion
Referenced test developed to measure specific competencies based on the Department's established, 
content. It is atransitional assessment'tool. It was administered to grades: 3,6,9, and Il,in the 
academic areas of Spanish, Science; and Social Studies. Results w~re classified as highly competent, 
competent" arid partially competent. " . , 

RI The Rho'de Island State ASsessment Program for I 997-98'Was a censu~ testing program, which 
endeavored to assess each students in deSignated grade levels. ' A wide variety of testing' 
accommodations were offered. The,results are used for a variety of purposes, in'cluding for curriculum 
and instruction improvement purposes, for use by teachers for individual students; and to be included 

,as part of the School ~ccountability for Learning And Teaching (SALT) system. 
The Rhode Island'StateAssessment Program for 1997-98 included:' ' 
I. Writing - The Rhode Island Writing Assessment administered at grades 3,,7 and 10, 
2. Th~ Rhode Island Health Education Assessment administered at grades 5 and 9, ' 
3. The New Standards English L<lnguage Arts '(grade 4 and 8)- and'Math (grades 4, 8 and 10) Reference 
Exams, . ,': '," ., ,,' , 

4. The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) at g'rades 4 (reading) and 8 (reading and 
writing) and the norm-referenced component (Metropolitan Achievement Test, Math and Reading in 
grades 4 and 8. . ' 
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Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in 1997Question 1.1 
~ 	 . 

State 	 Response 

SC 	 The South Carolina state assessment system has two main parts: Criterion-referenced tests (Basic 
Skills Assessment Program). and norm-referenced tests (Metropolitan Achievement Tests. Seventh 
Edition, MAT7) " 
Basic Skills Assessment Program: This program requires that all public school students take a readiness 
test at the beginning of grade I and minimum skills tests in grades 3. 6. 8. and 10. The grade 10 test is 
an exit requirement for a high school diploma. Stu.dents who have not passed the test may retake it in 
grades I I and 12. 
Norm-referenced 'program: A norm referenced test. currently the Metropolitan Achievement Test-7. 
is used to assess all students at the end of grades 4. 5, 7.9. and II.' 

SO 	 All students,in grades 4.8, and II took a norm-referenced achievement test. In addition students at 
grades 4 and 8 took an ability test. We use the complete battery which covers math. reading. language. 
social studies, SCience, thinking skills. listening. etc. Students are required by SDCL 13-3-55 to test. All 
ninth grade students must take an interest and aptitude test (this is part of a State Board of Education 
rule currently being revisited at this time). The achievement and ability test is given in the spring and 
the interest and aptitude test in the fall. SDCL 13-3-55 Academic Achievement Tests: Every school 
district shall administer the same academic achievement test to all students in grades two, four, eight 
and eleven. In addition. every school district shall administer to all students in grades five and nine an 
achievement test to assess writing skills. These tests shall be provided by the Department of Education 
and Cultural Affairs and shall assess proficiency in meeting state standards. These tests shall be 
administ~red starting during the 1998-1999 school year. 

TN Tennessee's mandated testing program indudes an achievement test in grades 3 - 8 in math, language. 
reading. science. and social studies; a competency test in mathematics and language administered first in 
the fall of grade 9 (passing score of 70% required on both parts for receipt of regular diploma); a writing 
assessment in grades 4, 7. and II; five high school assessments (pre-algebra, algebra I. algebra II 
geometry, and math for technology); and either the ACT. SAT, or ACT WorkKeys assessment before 
graduation (no benchmark score' required). Results from these assessments are used diagnostically and 
for accountability purposes. ' , 
Each test is administered to each student in the deSignated grade level. The achievement test used is 

. the CTB TerraNova Complete Battery Plus. This.is a multiple-chOice assessment which provides data 
of sufficient psychometric quality to support Tennessee's Value Added System. The assessment is fresh 
and non-redundant each year. The competency testis administered four times per year and students 
may retake each time until passed.. ", 
The Writing assessment is performance based requiring the student to write an essay whiCh is scored 
utilizing a six point rubric. 

TX 	 Begun in 1990, the Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS). a legislatively-mandated criterion
referenced program, tests reading and mathematics at grades 3 through 8 and at exit level; writing at 
grades 4. 8. and exit level; and science and social studies at grade 8. Also in place are end-of-course 
examinations for Algebra I. Biology. English II. and U.S. History. The primary purpose of the state 
student assessment program is to provide an accurate measure of student achievement in the areas 
listed above. The test results are used as a gauge for institutional accountability. 
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Question 1.1 Briefly describe the overall state assessment program as it existed in • 997
98. 	 . 

State 	 Response 

UT 	 I. Statewide Testing Program. Uses a standardized norm-referenced test to assess all students at 
grades 5. 8. and I I in oasic academic areas. Focus is on public reporting and accountability. 
2. Core Curriculum Assessment Program. A syStem of criterion-referenced tests and performance 
assessments used by districts on an elective basis to support instruction on the State Core Curriculum. 
3. A Developmental State Model for Portfolios: A program for combining career guidance and student 
planning with documentation of accomplishments in a portfolio system. 
4. State's Report Card. Focuses on aggregate trends'in performance over time. 
5. District Performance Reports. Annual compilations of indicators of performance. student body. 
revenues and expenditures,staffing. course enrollments; and buildings. 

VA In 1997-98, the Virginia Assessment System consists ofthree components: 
,(I) objective-based aSsessments of Virginia's content standards known as the Standards of Learning 
(SOL); (2) The Virginia State Assessment Program (VSAP), a norm-referenced achievement test battery; 
and (3) Literacy PasspOrt Testing (LPT) Program, which consists of criterion-referenced tests in reading 
comprehension, writing, and mathematics. 

The "Standards of Learning (SOL)" Assessments are objective-based assessments in English, 
, mathematics, history, and science administered to all students at grades 3, 5, 8, and high school and in 

computer/technology at grades 5 and 8. The SOL Assessments are intended to provide information 
that indicates the progress of students and school toward meeting achievement levels on the SOls. 
The SOL Assessments will be used to determine which of three levels of achievement students have 
achieved: 
(a) 'Does Not Meet the 'Standards, (b) Proficient in the Standards. or (c) Advanced Attainment of the' 
Standards and for school and school division accountability. SOL assessment results also form the basis 
for school accreditation. , 
The Virginia State Assessment Program consists'of the Stanford 9 T A Abbreviated at grades 4, 6. and 9 
and are given each, fall for state, district. and school reporting purposes. Some schools and school 
divisions may use the resultS for instructional planning purposes. ' 
The Literacy Passport testing program is currently being phased out and replaced by the Standards of 
Learning Assessment Program. From 1990 to 1999, the Literacy PassportTests were administered to 
first-time takers in grade 6. For students who enter the freshman class prior to 2000~0 I. passing all 
three tests is a requirement for high school membership and for awarding of standard high school 
diploma. The Literacy Passport Tests are offered three time annually to students who need to pass 
the tests to earn a high school diploma. The Degrees of Rea'ding Power (DRP) is used for the reading 
test; ~ 'state-developed. objective~referenced'test for the mathematics test:; and a state-developed set.of 
writing prompts and scoring model are used for the writing test. 

The Virgin Islands Department of Education provides a co~prehensive assessment package. The 
attached list identifies the assessments and the grades were they are administered. For the purposes of 
this survey. the assessment component where data is being submitted is the Terra Nova Assessment 

, Series.' 	 " 
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Question 1'.1',". ,Bri~f1y describe theoveraJl state assessment program as it existed in J997.,
98. 	 ,. ' 

State 	 Response 

VT 	 The Vermont Comprehensive Assessment System has state and local components which together 
address Vermont's Framework of Standards and Learning Opportunities. The system components are 
presented below. Content areas, grade levels and mandated participation,levels are presented for each 
'element. The following 6 principles gUide the development and implementation of the system: 

. I) . The system reflects a balance of assessment approaches and formatS. At least two types of 
measures ar:e inclyded ,in each component to allow stud.ents full' and fairoppon:unity to demonstrat~ 

. iearning. 2) 'Each assessment tool 'has been selected because it· provides a useful measure of ( 
, important clusters ofJVermont's Standards: 3) ',' Each assessment tool provides valid and r.eliable 
information at the reporting level(s) it is primarily used'to address .. 4) . As required by current Federal 
regulations (e.g., Title I) to ensure that high . standards are learned by ALL students, demographic datil 
on students and schools will be collected to enable the r~port Of achievement for sub.populations 
within Vermont; (e.g., student data: ge",der,ethnidty, English proficiency. disabilitY status. migrant 
status. economic status; school data: enrollment. child counts) 5) In order to ensure that learning 
opportunities which address the standards are provided to ALL Vermont students. opportunity-to
learn data from student,s and.schools wilLbe collected to enable the analysis of achievement. ,The Data 
CO,uncil, recommended as part of the D~partment's Management Information System study. will be 
responsible for determining how to collect the ~emographic and opportunity-to-Iearn data 6) 
Support for professional development 'needed to implement theinstruction/assessment ofVermont's 
,stand~rds will be built into each component. Professional development provision is the shar~d 
responsibility of the State and Supervisory Unions.' .' . ' 

. The state component inCludes the following assessments; The purpose ,ofstate testing is to ascertain 
the current ,'eve' of students' progress toward grade level benchmarks ofVermont standards. All 
students in a grade~re assessed unless otherwise noted. . ,', . 
Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment grade 2 (May) '----reading accuracy and comprehension 
New Standards Reference Exam in Matherrtatid grades 4. 8, 10 (April) ----mathematics.skills. 
concepts. and problem solving 
New Standards, Reference Exam in English Language Arts grades 4, 8, 10 (April) . --~-reading and. 

. . writing in the English language ' 
Vermont Science Assessment grades 6, I I (April) ----science concepts. data interpre~tion, and 

4· • • 

experimental methpd 

Vermont Mathematks Portfolio grades 4, 8. 'I O--state sample only Oune) .---~mattiematics problem 

solving and communication ' 

(State ,scoring of portfolios alternates on a yearly basis between mathematics and writing.) 

Learning·OpPo,rtunity Surveys were completed as follows: ' . " 

Grades '1-3 teachers on early literacy . 


. Grades 4. 8. and high school math teachers arid grades·4 and 8 students on mathematics 

Grades 4. 8,and high school English teachers and'grades 4 and 8 students on reading and writing 

Grades 6 andll teachers'and students on science ' " 

The local Component includes classroom. school and district.level assessments which help localities 

track the progress of individ,!Jal students and groups·of.students. The State Board of Education 

recommends that it include: ' ' , , 

Vermont Portfolios in Mathematics and Writing. (State benchmarks are provided for grades 4. 8 and 10 


, in mathematics. and for grades 5 and 8 in writing. Data collection and aggregation is supported with 
state funds.)' 
Norm-referenced tests in English and Mathematics in grades 5, 9. and II. 
Locally developed or selected assessments. 

J ' 
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Qu~stion .'1.1 Briefly describe the overall' state'· assessment program .~. it existed in I 997
98.' . 

.. 

state 	 Response 

WANorm-referenced assessment of all studentS in grades 4; 8, and I L Mandatory testing of reading, 
mathematics,and language artS 'at grades 4 and.8; voluntary testing ..of science ~nd social stud!~s at 
grades 4 and 8. Mandatory testing of.Ellgli~n, mathematics, science, and s.ocial studies. at grade II. 
Voluntary assessment ofcareer interests' at grade II. Norm-referenced component used to diagnose 
individual student needs, curriculum evaluation. and public reporting (accountability). Test results at 

, grades 4 and 8 used as a.fundin~:-driver for state basic skills remediation program. 'Mand;ltory standards
based assessmentofall students in grade 4 in reading,writing. listening. 'and mathematics. VoluntarY 
standards-based assessment .of students in grade 1 in reading. writing. listening, and' mathematics. Grade 
4 and 7 standards~based assessments'usedfor curriculum improvement and individual student needs 
assessment. Grade.4 standards-based assessment in reading used for a~co!Jntability. Criterion
referenced assessrnentof rea't::liilg basic skills at grade 2 for all students. U.sed for identification of 
students significantly below grade levelin basic reading skills and·for reading curriculum improvement. 
State component of NAEP: reading at grades 4 &8; writing at grade 8, Used for policy purposes and to. ; 
contr.ibute·to val idation of standard~~based assessments:'. . , 

...... 

WI · The Wisconsin Student Assessment 'System (WSAS) ,is' comprised of three 'coh,ponents: 


· I) Wisconsin Reading Comp~ehensicin Test ('vVRCTf3rd Grade ," . ' .. ," 


2) \!Visconsin' Kf1o~ledge a~cfConcepts Exa~inatior:-s: 4th, 8th, & ,I~h G~de' 
 I,,' 

3) Wisconsin High Schopl Graduation Test: Development P~ocessin' Progress' . . . , 
· There' ~re three primary purposes ofpupil asseSsment in Wiscon~in: .< I) to evaluate the qu'ality and 
, level of pupil achievement and indicate what pupils, teachers. schools, districtS and states can do to 

improve 'their Perform~m~e; (2) to provide accountability· information (the relationship betWe~n public 
investmen~ in education and pupil achievement); and (~) to provide infcirm,ation which can be used by 

. ,t'eache..rs and pupils in decisions relating.to re,mediatiOn, program placement; career paths and-ranking. 
Different types of assessments are administered depending'on the kind of information sought. .. . . ' '. , 	 . 

wv' 	 Norm-referenced component: ", 
Grades 1-2 Stanford Achievement Test ...·Abbreviated Battery: Reading. Language, Math, Listening 
Grade 3-:11 Stanford Achievement Test - Complete Battery: Reading, Language Arts. Math. Social 
Studies. SCience. and Listeming (3~8 only).'· . 
Writjng Assessment: Grades 4,7. and 10.. 
Metropolitan ReadineS~: 'kindergarten. . ' .;- N. 


AC:T EXplore: Grade 8. ".', 

ACT Work KeYS:' Grade 12' 


WY in 1997-98. the only state assessment that was administered Was'in,vocat'ionaleducation.for grades 9
12 students enrolled in vocational programs. Students were assessed in applied communication, 
mathematics, and ,science; in affective and thinki~g skills; and in pre-employment an~ employability skills. 
Results are used to set grant priOrities for vocational education. In March of 1998; the Wyoming 
Legislature enacted statutes funding a state assessment system in language arts:and mathem~tics for 
grades 4. 8, and I L An RFP was issued by the Department in April aneLa contract was awarded in July 
to Advanced Systems in Measurement and' ~valua:tion.. The assessment will be administered in the. 

• 	sprin~ of '1999. " ,', .' 
'., ,) 

:' 
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Question ~J. .2 What Important change~, additions, or del~tionsoccurred in your state's assessment program during 1997~981 Explain each change, 
, ' 

addition, or deletion ~nd who Initiated them. ", ,','" " , ' , ,", , ' 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant," 
State, 'Governor Education, Le~islature 'Education ' Other, Changes 

AK ~, Added statute for high sChpol Completed state--Mde pilot of' 
competency test to be ,', direct writing ~ssessment. 

, Imple'jnen~ed by 2002. I, 
~c-:--------'-------.,-----:---,----- ----------------- 

c, 


AL Provided resources for the 'Th~ End.:.of-Course Algebra Test 
development of a kindergarten, for grades 1-12 Was eliminated 

, grade I. arid grade 2 assessment from thest.ue-wide assessment 
:"r__, for the diagnosis olearly learning program. 

difficulties. The thre!! asSessrll\!ots " -, -: ~.-

-;- , were piloted In,1998.99~nd will 
 .'b~ imple'1'lented stat~wide,ln, 
'1999-2000.' 

-:~. 

.-', 

'~-.-------,~~--~~~-------------------'" . 
.' 

AR The High Schoolpfoficiencr , ' 
.L Exi!minatlon \Vas'reconfigured intO ' 

, ,a series of enCl of level ' 
• , 	examinations taken throughout., 

,- high school upon the completion 
~ ~ . 	 ,,', • of a curriculum area. e.~; algebra. ' 

'Oetermlne'd that ArlzOn,a's , " intensive reading Instruction Was"AZ 
Instrument to Measure Standards required for grade 3 students who' 

'(AIMS) Would be part of the ' fuil to achieve a'State Board 
graduation requirement of the 'determined achlevemeilt level on: ,-, 

Class of 2002. Additionally. a 'the AIMS reading test (starting in 
system of a<;commodations and - SY20oo). 
modifications (inCluding out-of-, " 
level testing) ,w~s adopted for u'se' ' 

" 

" 

on the Stanford 9. ' - , 
,,, 

, , 	 _w, ~ '" 
, .' 

-~.- - 

,; ."\ ... 
" 

.~, 	 " 
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Question 1.2 	 Whlit 'Important, changes, additions, or deletions occurred In io~r state's assessment prog~am during 1997 ·981 Explain each change, 
additl,on, or deletion and who initiated t.hem. :'c . . 

- State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
. State Governor. Education Le~islature . 'Education mOther . Changes 

" 

CA,. -The STAR program was .The new program Was established 
Implemented at the'instance of tlie using a single test designated by 
former governor, Who sponsored the State Board of Education. • 
legislative language that established Each school district ml,lst contract 

.. tJ1e program. The predecessor separately with the test publisher. 

program,was voluntary on the part . The State, depal"tJTlent of Education
< 


,.-: of.districts who were able to . has no direct relationship with the 

<~ ... I, test publisher. . . . .select from among a number of 


tests approved by the SBE. The 
,', 

" 

predecessor program was ' 

abolished. 


CO :' ... - Changed the firth-grade, 
"mathematics assessment from", 
Spring 1999 to the fall of 19.9'. " , , 
Ad,ded'aseventh-grade rl!adil)g an(( " . ~ ~ . ~ 

writing assessment to be " 
" ,administered for the first time in 

:: 

"" .~ the ~pring of 1999; an eighth-grade' 
,.' . math and science assessment to be -.'. 

'. 
administered for the first time in , , 

, the spring of 2000, a~d a lOth 
vade assessment of reading 
writing andmathematic$ to be 
administered for the first tlmtl in 
the $pririg of 200 I. 

CT 	 ~ 

DE 

.... 
; 

PART'! 

1997-19.98 was the ,first time the , 
" DSTP Was administered. While it 

'"Is a major change from previous" 
statewide issessments. no chariges , 
occurred during the 1997·1998 . 
academic y,ear. ' 
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What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In your state's assessment program during 1997.981 Explain each change, Question 1.2 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Le~islature Education Other c:hanges 

OoOEAna na na na DoDEA is a federal government 
organization within the 
Department of Defense. 

FL 


Revision of the Quality Core 
Curriculum (QCC). tile state
mandated curriculum 

GA 	 o 

HI 	 ~ 

IA 	 Districts begin reporting reading 
and mathematics achievement on 
an annual basis. 

10 	 ~ 

IL 	 ~ 

IN 1997-98 was the first year the 
graduation qualifying examination 

-~ was Implemented 

Performance-assessment wasKS 	 o 
eliminated. with the exception of 

writing. Performance assessments 

were optional In 97-98 at the state 

level. Hereafter. they are required 

at the local level only. 


KY 	 .~ 
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Question 1.2 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In your state's assessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change, 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. L 

State Board of . State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Le~islature Education Other Changes 

The Louisiana State Board ofLA 
Elementary and Secondary 
Education (SBESE) supported 
several changes to the states norm
referenced testing program, .:' 
including adoption of The Iowa 
Tests and_a realignment of the 
grade levels tested. 

In support of the Louislana- School 
and District Accountability System, 
the Louisiana legislature amended 
the state procurement law to 
allow for long term contracts for 
state assessment programs. The 
legislature also approved a 
realig~ment of the grade levels. 
tested in the norm referenced 
testing program: (Beginning Spring 
1999, norm-referenced tests will 
be given at grades 3, S, 6, 7, and 9.) 

In the fall of 1997, the Louisiana o 
State Department of Education 
was reorganized. As a result of 
this reorganization, the state 
assessment program is now 
administered as a part of the 
Division of Student Standards and 
Assessments. 

MA ~ 

High School Assessment contracts 
In the areas of test development 
and scoring were awarded. 

MD o 

ME . ~ 
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What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In your state's assessment program during I 997·98l Explain each change, Question 1~2 
addition, or deletion and who initiated them. 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Lesdslature Edl!cation Other_Changes 

Passed a series of bills whichMI 
limited the length of the high 
school testing to 8 hours, including 
social studies in 1998-99. This 
legislation also changed the time of 
year of the tests to spring (from 

L, 	
winter), and changed the 
performance categories from 
three (proficient. novice. not yet 
novice) to four (endorsed
exceeded Michigan standards, 
endorsed-met Michigan standards. 
endorsed at basic level. and 
unendorsed). Endorsements are 
no longer on diplomas. Instead the 
student's scaled score, attendance. 
and areas of endorsement appear 
on their transcript. 

MN Mandate for statewide testing at 
grades 3, S. 8, and high school. 

o 
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Question 1.2' What Important changes, additions, or deletions ~ccurred In your state's assessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change, 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Legi$la.ture Education Other . Changes 

MO 
 The Missouri State Board of 
Education's Assessment Rule 
(Appendix A), effective Jan. 30, 
1998, Interprets and Implements 
those provisions of the Excellence 
In Education Act and the 
Outstanding Schools Act which 
pertain to district assessment 
programs. The Assessment Rule 

. requires districts to develop a 
comprehensive. board approve~ 

. written plan which district . 
- personnel should follow when 

assessing all students preschool 
through 12th grade. The 
assessment plan must be reviewed 
and approved by the local school 
board and must be available for 
review by representatives of the 

. Department of Bementary and 
Secondary Education upon request 
and by the Missouri School 
Improvement Program team at the 
time of the district's review. Each 
district's assessment program must 
Include. at a minimum: 
I) all Missouri Assessment 
Program (MAP) state-I&<el 
assessments in accord with 
timeline and grade levels 
established by the Department. 
2) a comprehensive strategy for 
locally assesSing student progress 
on those Show-Me Standards 
which are not assessed at the state . 
level. 
3) provision for assessing (at both 
the state and local level special 
populations including students with 
disabilities who are eligible to 

See question 1.1 

PART I PAGE 18 

'-



What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In your state's assessment program during 1997·981 Explain each change, . Question 1.2 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of 	 State Dept of No Significant 
State 	 Governor Education LeRislature· Education "Other Changes 

receive special education serVices. 
students whose.flrst language is 
not English. migrant students: and 
sifted and talented students. 
Districts are accountable for 
assessment of all students other 
than those who may be exempted 
as specified by Department 
guidelines, 

MS . 	 Development.of occupational
specific assessments for program 
complet~rs In several additional 
program areas. 

MT 	 ~ 

Ne The open-ended assessments at 
grades" and 8 were suspended. 
but will be reinstated In 1999
2000. The NC High School 
Comprehensive Test in Reading 
and Mathematics 'was Initially 

, implemented in order to measure 
growth from grade 8 to grade 10 
for the purpose of high school 
accountability. 

NO 	 Th~ Govemor's budget Included' 
the budget request of the 
Department of Public Instruction 
in it's proposed budget to the 
North Dakota Legislative Assembly. 

The North Dakota Lezislative 
Assembly appropriated the funding 
requested by the North Dakota 
'Dej>artment of Public Instruction 
with which to select. purchase and 
administer a nationally normed 
standardized achievement and 
group ability 'test at selected grade 
levels in North Dakota. 

The North Dakota Department of 
Public Instruction requested and 
received additional funding from 
the North Dakota Legislature and 
Govemor with which to select. 
purchase and administer state
wide 'a new norm-referenced ~ 
standardized achievement and 
group ability test to students at 
selected grade levels. 
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Question 1.2 'What Important changes. additions. or deletions occurred in your state's a~sessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change. 
addition. or deletion and who initiated them; . 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 

State Governor Education Le~islature Education Other' Changes 

Adopted content standards inNE 
reading. writing. math. social 
studies/history. and science for pre-' 
K-I. 4. 8. and 12. 

Passed a law mandating statewide o 
assessments in public schools at 
grades 4. 8. and 12 in reading. " math. social studies. and science; in 

addition. a statewide writing 

assessment. A shelf NRT for four 


· content areas. at grades 4. 8. 12. 
Writing assessment either a shelf 
product or to be developed by 

· Nebraska ESU's' and Department 
· of Education. 

NH 
 Results from the May 1998 o 
assessment were released in 

. October 1998. For the first time;
-' 

student results were reported 
both by proficiency level and 
scaled scores. Mean-scaled scores 
we're reported at the school. 
district, and state levels. 

Nj 	 Completed necessary field testS in o 
preparation for operational 
administrations of new grade 4 and 
grade 8 tests in 1999-99 

NM 
 'Changed grade level 'for 
achievement assessment to 4. 6. 
and 8 utilizing NRT'and CRT 
Instruments. 

Changed writing assessment at 
. grades 4 and 6 from portfolio 
process to direct, on-demand 
process 

·0 


NV 
 Program outlined above.(questlon 
1.1) was Incorporated in the 
legislature's Nevada education· 
reform act adding science and 
Grade 10 to the norin-referenced 

· testing at lower grades. 

New Criterion-Referenced Tests 
In reading and mathematics for the 
HSPE. 

o 
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Question 1.2 What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change, 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of . State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Legislature Education Other Changes 

NY 	 Board of Regents has established Competency teSts will be phased 
new standards and will develop out as graduation requirements 
new assessments. and replaced with more 

demanding Regents examinations· 
in English; Math, Social Studies, and 
Science. 

OH 	 Ii'-] 

OK 	 Geography was tested for the first o 
tim·e in Grades 5, 8, and II and 
Oklahoma History was tested for 
the first time In Grade II. 

OR Approved the "slde-by-side" 
assessments as being Standard 
Administration. These . 
assessments have been provided in 
writing, mathematics problem 
solving, and multiple-choice 
mathematics. At this time the only 
format is Spanish/English,but 
Russian/English will be added next 
year. 

o 

PA Ii'-] 

PR· 	 Ii'-] 
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Question 1.2 What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program during 1997·981 Explain each change, 
addition, or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Legislature . Education Other Changes 

RI 


SC 
 One year provision to eliminate 
Reading and Mathematics testing in 
grades I. 2. and 6. Legislation 

,'", .	allowing 12th grade students who 
have met all other requirements to 
take any portion of the exit exam 
they have not·passed during a 
summer administration at no cost ..J 

to the student. 

Addition of NAEP as an integral 
part of the State Assessment 
Program. elimination of one grade 
of norm referenced testing 

-(remainder to be phased out in 
1998.99). and addition of New· 

.Standards ELA exams in two 
grades along with substitution of 
New Standards Math Reference 
Exam at grade 4. for the RI M~th 
Performance Assessment. 

n 


SD 	 ~ 
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Question 1.2 What .Important changes. additions. or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program during 1997·981 Explain each change. 
addition. or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of State Dept of No Significant 
State Governor Education Legi$ICiture Education Other Changes 

TN 
 Tennessee code requires the 
development of high school 
subject matter assessments to be 
used to generate value added 
measures of system, school, and 
teacher effect on the academic 
gain or growth of students In high 
school as well as elementary and 
middle school. Currently. 
development lias been undertaken 
to phase In a total of 13 
assessments for this purpose. 
Additionally. the current 
competency test will be replaced . 
with the requirement for each 
student to pass a state 
administered test In Algebra I. 
Blology.and EngUshll as a part of . 
the requirement for earning a 
regular state diploma. This 
prerequisite will apply to the 
freshman dass of 2001-2002. 

TX 	 Benchmarking of U.S. History and 
English II end-of-course 
examinations. 
Benchmarking of Grades 5 and 6 
TAAS Reading and Mathematics in 
Spanish and Grade of TAAS 
Writing in Spanish 

UT 	 ~ 

VA Provided funding to administer the The State Board of Education Appropriated funds for the 
SOL tests. later In the school year. established passing scores on the development of a SOL high school 

SOL tests In October 1998. world geography test. 

VI 	 ~ 
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Questionl.l 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change, 
addition, or deletion and who initiated them. . 

State Board of -State Dept of - No Significant 
State Governor Education Legislature Education - Other Changes 

- Vermont's Equal EducationalVT 	 o 
Opportunities Act made 
participation In the state 
component assessments 
mandatory. Vermont public 
schools previously had the option 

. to participate. The law also 
extended the assessment 
. requirement specifically to any 
publicly funded student in a private 
or Independent school In Vermont. 

Norm-referenced assessments -at 
grade 4 moved to grade 3 
beginning in 1998-99~ Mandated 
subjects reduced to reading and 
mathematics. 

WA Norm-referenced assessments o 
moved from fall administration to 
spring beginning In 1998-99. New' 
contractor (Riverside) selected 
through competitive bid to provide 
materials and scoring of the norm
referenced component from spring 
1999 throughout spring 2003. 

~ 
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Question'l.2 What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In your state's assessment program clur1ng 1997.981 Explain each' change, 
addltion,'or deletion and who Initiated them. 

State Board of , State Dept of No Significant 
State ' ' Governor Education LeJ!islature Education Other ,Changes 

The Wisconsin mode! AcademicWI· 
" Standards were adopted under the 

Governor's Executive Order #326 
issued January!3. 1998. 

.. 

Enacted Section 118.30 (1m). Stats.• The Department of Public 

contains prOVisions requiring , Instruction has begun development 

students to pass tests in order to of the WisconsIn HIgh School 


.be promoted from the fourth and Graduation examination., 

eighth grades. ThIs section of the 

,Wisconsin Statutes Is being called The Department of Public 


, the "no social promotion law." Instruction, has developed a 
, process In which to collect 


Enacted Section 118.33 (cm) HIgh disaggregated data from all schoot 

school graduation standards. districts. The Information 

Beginning on September 1.2002. a collected and reported indicates 

school board may not grant a high , the percent of students ,who 


, school diploma to any pupil unless' achieved at each proficiency 
the pupil has passed the high category (Advanced. Proficient, 
school graduation examination Basic; and Minimal Perlormance). 
administered under s. 118.30 (1m) for the n~tlonal norm group. ' ' .f 

(d). Wisconsin students. 'districts. and 
schools. Also, It Indicates the 
percent of students not tested on 
,WSAS), for Wisconsin students. \.. 

districts. and schools. The 
stateWide assessment results are 
reported for all students enrolled 
In the grade regardless of the. ' . : 

length of time they have resided,In 
the state. 

The test results are'sorted by , ' 
students not in the district for: a 
fuil aca~emic year as, well as diose' 
who are In the district for a full 

.academic year. The scores are. 
further sorted by 'students in the 
district who are in a single school' 
or not in a single school. during,the 
academic year. Another score, 
reported Indicates the 
achievement of students with 
disabilities who reside in the 

, district but attend school in 
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What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in your state's assessment program during 1997-981 Explain each change, Question 1.2 
addition, or deletion and who initiated them. 

" 

State Board of ' State' Dept (jf No Significant 
State Governor Education Le~islature Education . " , Other Changes 

,," 	 -another district 

In addition to the above. the 
statewide assessment results are 
also disaggregated by student' 
groups in the grade by' gender, 
,race!ethnlclty. English proficiency. 
migrant Status. disability staws', and 
economic status. Information 

.: , about the achievement levels of ' 

these student groups is necessary 

In order to improve public 

understanding of the challenges 

facing each school and district. By 

providing this information, we 


,c 	 hope to stimulate cooperation 
among different segments of the, 
community and to engage in a , 
constructive discussion and debate 

, about ways to improve learning for 
our children: Complete 
dls~egated results for all 

~schools and districts are available 
at our web site , 
http://www.dpl.state.wl.us/dpl/oeali 
ndex.html 

wv 	 ~, 

WY 
 hi March'I998, the Leglslature 
funded a standards-based and NRT 
assessment in langUage arts and 
mathematics for'grades 4, 8, and 
II.· 	 ' 

In April. the DePartment Issued an 
RFP for the state assessment and ' 
awarded a contract in July. 

o 
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What assessment projects. if any, does your state have under developmentQue,stion 1.3 or plan for the next two years (September; 1997 to August, 1999)? Please 
describe each project,briefly. 

State 	 Response 

AK 

AL 	 We are deyeloping a graduation exam for high school students with increased standards from the 
, current test and will include reading comprehension, language, mathematics; science, and sodal, 

stl,Jdies. We are also dev~loping a Kindergarten assessment focusing on reading readiness, expressive 
language, and quantitative concepts and reasoning and a grade I and 2 reading assessment. 

AR 	 We will develop, field test; and pilot end of level exams' in algebra, geometry, reading, and writing. 

AI 	 Arizona's Instrument to Measure Standards (AIMS) in English'in grades 3,5,8 and 10-12 (graduation 
,test) and gra~es 3, 5, and 8 in Spanish. AIMS tests the Arizona Academic Standards in reading, writing, 
and mathematics content areas. Each content area includes various item types. 

CA , We are currently preparing a request for pro'pdsals for the development of the California Assessment ' 
of Applied Academic Skills. This matrix sample test would test students in grades 4, 8, and lOin , 
reading and mathematics each year, and irig'rades 5,8, and 10 in science andhistorylsocial science. All 
tests are to be developed based on the state's adopted content standards. Performance standards for 
the state's content standards are, also to be developed. The California legislature'recently passed 
legislation establishing a high school "exit" examination that all students will be required to pass in 
order to receive a diploma beginning with the graduating' class of 2004. 

CO 	 (I) Research project to evaluate the potential useofa simplified English o~ glossary at the fifth-grade 
level in mathematics. (2) Field test of fourth grade Geography items for use by local school distriCts. 
(3) Development of a system for the alternate assessment of student who do not take the CSAP. 

, ,. 	 . 

CT 	 The Third Generation CMT and Second Generation CAPT development has been underway for the 
last year and development continues. Implementation of both prograrT)s will be in the academic year 
2000-200 I. , ' , , , 

DE 	 Delaware is currently field testing science and social studies items. Science and social studies 
components will be added to the DST~ in 1999-2000. 

DoDEA 	 None 

,. " 
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What assessment projects, if any, does your state have under developmentQuestion 1.3 
or plan for the next tWo years (September, 1997 to August. 1 999)? Please 
describe each project briefly•. 

\. 
State Resp'onse 

FL I: The Florida ~om'preh£msive Assessment Test (FCAT) is a· new student achievement test in 
mathematics and reading that is being developed by the Florida Department of Education through a 
contract with CTB/McGraw-Hill. . FCAT will be administered to students in all public schools as part 
of the State's Comprehensive Assessment Design. Reading will be, assessed in grades 4. 8. and 10, 
and m'athematics will be assessed in grades 5, 8, and 10. FCAT will utilize objectively scored multiple
choice and. for mathematics; gridded-response items along with short- and extended"response 
performance tasks. FCAT test items and performance tasks will be created by the state's contractor,' 
CTB/McGraw-HiII; test 'questions will be written by professional item writers and reviewed by , 
committees of Florida educators and citizens. All FCAT items were field tested for the first time in 
March '1997. FCAT was administered for the first time in late January 1998; results of this assessment 
were used as baseline data to set achievement levels and report examinee scores and score scale from 
100 to 500. FCAT will produce scale scores. proficiency-level scores, and subcategory scores in 
reading and mathematics to describe students~ strengths and weaknesses. Scores will be used in 
evaluating the progress of schools toward me~ting State standards. . 
2. Conducting an investigative study into the nature of higher order thinking skills and how to teach 
and measure them. 
3. Conducting an investigative study of, the following issues related to FCAT: assessing the 
dimensionality of .FCAT 19?8 operational tests, studying the performance of the proposed rater· 
effect adjustment procedure. and investigating approaches for utilizing the 1998 FCAT reading scores ' 
for scaling the 1998 Florida Writing Assessment Scores. . 

GA Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program. revised and operationalized: Criterion-Referenced 
Competency Tests (CRCT) at grades 4, 6, and 8 developed, piloted. field-tested'for Aprii 2000 
operational 

HI Implementation ofthe Stanford Achievement Test (9th Ed.)including both multiple choice and 
constructed response items in reading at gr. 3,5.7. and 9: test administration time reduced., Review 
and/or revision of criterion referenced exams (diploma.certificati9n and cr;-edit by exam). 

IA 

10 Developing a performance-based science assessment in grades 6 and 10. 

IL , The state aSsessment is changing from the Illinois Goal Assessment Program (IGAP) to the Illinois 
Standards Achievement Test (ISAl). The ISAT is aligned with the state learning standards that were 
adopted in 1997. 

IN Develop a statewide remediations study and remediation effectiveness 

KS State Curriculum Standards are being rewritten in reading. writing. science. mathematics. and social 
studies. New assessments will be built based on those standards. 
The state will be providing models for performance assessment in each of the content areas. 
state will be requiring that performance assessments be administered locally . 

The 

KY 
... 

In accordance with State House Bill 53, the issuance of a RFP. review of proposals. awarding of 
contract, and implementation of a new assessment and accountapility system. House Bill 53 is 
attached. 

. . 
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What assessment projects. if any. does your state have under developmentQuestion I ~3 
or plan for the next two years (September. 1997 to August. J999)1· Please 
describe each project briefly. 

State Response 

LA LEAP for the 21 st Century 
I. Grades 4 & 8, English and Math· Field Test/Standard Setting (1997-98) 
2. Grades 4 & 8, English and Math - Implementation (Spring 1999) 
3. Grades 4 & 8, Science and Social Studies - Field Test/Standard Setting (1998.99) 
4. Grades 4 & 8, Science and Social Studies - Implementation (Spring 2000) 
5. LEAP 21 Exit Examination - Item Development ( 1999-00) 

MA I. The HistorylSocial Science MCAS test will be implemented in spring 1999, and standard setting will 
be done for this test in 1999. There will be ongoing development of test items for the English 
Language Arts, Mathematics, SciencelTechnology, and History/Social Science MCAS tests. A new 
MCAS test will be developed in Foreign Language. An alternative assessment for certain students with 
disabilities will be developed. Ongoing technical studies and analyses related to MCAS results will be 
conducted. . 

MD As of July, 1998 the State began development of High School Assessments in the content areas of 
English I, Government, Algebra, Geometry, and Biology. The tests are intended to be required for 
receiving a high school diploma; 

ME 

MI I. Currently, in the process of developing additi.onal grade 5 and 8 science test items to add to the 
available pool for 1999. ,. 

2. The MEAP is currently in the process of developing assessment plans for the next generation of 
et~mentary, middle/jr. high and high school tests in the content areas of reading. writing, mathematics. 
and science. The current tests are based on the model core curriculum Outcomes document that 
was approved by the state board of eduCation in 1991. The new assessment plans will be based on 
the Curriculum Content Standards which were adopted by the state board of education July 1995. 
Some of the significant changes related to new assessment plans are constructed-response test items 
for all grade and levels and the,English Language Arts assessment will now ~ one assessment instead 
of separate reading and writing tests. \ ' 
3. The development of a social studies component for 5th. 8th. and "Ith grades has been completed. 
This test will be administered for the first time in 1998-99. 

MN High school Comprehensive Assessments to ·evaluate student progress in'the High Standards at the 
secondary level. 

MO Preparing the MAP social studies assessment for voluntary administration in Spring 1999: . 
Development of health/PE and fine arts assessments for voluntary administration. 

MS Replacement or revision of primary assessment system in grades 4-9; development of new high school' 
exit requirements and revision/replacement of cur~ent Functionallite'racy Examination; review and 
possible revision or replacement of current end of subject assessments.. ' 

MT I. Assessment Handbook, Volume I to be distributed March 1999. 
2. Match current tests to newly adopted standards. 

Ne I. Require successful completion of an exit exam for all students as a graduation requirement. 
Require alternate assessments for all exemptions due to IEPs per revised IDEA regulations. 

2. 

PART I PAGE 29 



What assessment projects. if any. does your state have under development'Question 1.3 
or plan for the next two years (September. 19?7 to August, i 999)? Please 
describe each project briefly. 

State' 	 Response 

NO 	 State Assessments that are fully developed and referenced to the state standards and benchmarks are: 
North Dakota Reading Test 
North Dakota Writing Test. 
North Dakota Listening Test, 
North Dakota Speaking Test, 
North Dakota Mathematics Test. 

'The North Dakota Science Test is currently under development. 
, 	 '. 	 .. 

NE ' 	 Design anew accountability system' 

NH 	 Continue impleme~ting 10caleducationalassist3.nce program funded by Legislature. Work with local 
school districts on interpreting data and developing educati?nal. improvement plans . 

. NJ 	 Implementing the new grade 4 tests in language arts literacy. mathematics. and science; and the new 
grade 8 testS in language arts literacy and mathematics in spring '99. Ongoing field tests at grades 4. 8, 
and I I to fully implemented assessments in all content areas contained in stal'\da:rds. 

NM 	 Consideration is being given to require achievement assessment in grades 3, 5, 7, and 9 in addition to 
the current mandate in grades 4, 6. and 8. 

NV 	 Introduction of Direct Writing Assessment (Analytic.Trait Scored) at Grade 4 in the 1998-99 

academic year. 


NY 	 New grades 4 ,and 8 English language arts ~nd math tests being administered in 1999. Regents exams 
in English and Math being introduced in 1998·99. New revised formats are being pretested and field 
tested in elementary and high school science and elementary. middle and high school social studies. 

" 	 ~ -. . '. . " 

OH 	 In April 1998, Ohio'began development of proposed competencies to be central to the new high 
school graduation tests mandated by Sub. Senate Bill 55 in the five areas of writing. reading. 
mathematiCs. civics; and scienc~.' Early in 1999. the State Board of E9ucation will vote on revised 
competencies that reflect reactions to and comments from thousands of taXpayers. The Department 
has created an Invitation to Bid outlining all the tasks that would be associated with initial' 
development of items for the new graduation tests. By August. 1999. we would expect to begin 
developing items and taking those through the first steps of our item development process with a 
small initial field testing in March 2000. 

OK 	 The Arts will be tested in GradeS 5. 8. and II for the first time during the 1998-99 school year. 

OR 	 Oregon is moving to a levels testing format for reading and mathematics. We will continu~ to develop 
the assessment system to allow students,to demonstrate mastery at the Certificate of Initial Mastery 
level (appro)(:. grade 10) and at th~ Certificate,of Advanced MaStery level (approx. grade 12) in 
reading. writing, mathematics. science and social studies. Further work is under development in 

, implications for students with special needs as well as students with languages other than English as 
their primary language. The development of "Assessment Centers" around the state to facilitate "re_ 
testing" or testing at times other than during the trapitional ,assessment window is being researched. 

PA 	 In 1998 - 1999. performance level setting methods will be piloted. In 1999 - 2000, a standards 
, validation project in Reading. Mathematics and Writing will occur. Also inClividual student subscales by 
Academic Standards will be included in the student reports, all students ~iII participate in the state 
writing assessment at Grades 6, 9. and I I, the writing assessment will be changed to yield individual 
results (as well as ,school level standards based results), an9 there will be a trial performance standard 

, level setting session. 	 . 
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VI 

" 	 , 

What assessment projects, if any, does your state have under development,Question 1.3 
" , 	 or plan for the next two years (September, 1997 to August. 1999)? Please 

describe each project briefly. 

state 	 Response 

PR 	 Th'e sta,te as~essment will, ~ontinue being the major and principal means for measiJringachievem~n~ of' 
curricular reform. The classroom assessment techniques is being disseminated among teachers. 

RI 	 Expansion of New Standards to the high school level and the development and field testing of 
Alternate Assessment systems for students with severe disabilities. 

SC 
SO 

, 

G~de 5' and 9 took 
, 

an open-ended writing exam in the Fall of ,1998. Grade 2 will be added to 'the 
, ' Spring 1999 testing. ' 

TN 	 The State Department of Education is currendy developing performance Indicators to support the 
necessary infusion of content and skill into the instructionaL process required for success on these 
new assessments. 

TX 	 Assessment projects under development include the Alternative,Assessment and the Reading 
Proficiency Tests In English, (RPTE). " 
The Alternative Assessment wiil assess special education students who are exempt from T AAS but 
are being instructed in the state-mandated curricuium. Students will be assessed at their appropriate, 
instructional levels. as determined by their ARD committees.,rather than at their asSigned grade'levei. 
The, RPTE will be given annually to limited English proficient (LEP) students not yet taking TAAS in' 
English,. including those students taking TAAS in Spanish. 

UT 	 Secondary language arts 

VA , 	 A test of the high school world geography standards is currently being developed. 

Terra Nova Assessment Series, 

VT 	 Development of items for a Vermont HistorylSocial Studies Assessment for grades 6, 9, andl'. We 
expect to administer these aSsessments in the 2000-200 I or 2001-2002 school year. 

WA Continued development and impl~mentation of standards-based ~sessmen~ Assessment items for ' 
grade 10 field tested, in spring of 1998, first administration of voluntary assessments at grade lOin " 
reading, writing, listening, and mathematics in spring of 1999. I,tem development for standards-based 

, science assessments begun in fall of, 1998. Field testing of science assessments at grades 8 and lOin 
spring of 1999. Voluntary administration of science assessments at grades 8 and lOin spri,ng of 2000. 
Preliminary assessment development work to begin in social studies; health and fitness. and the arts at 
the middle and high school level~ during 1999-2000. 

WI 	 The development of the Wisconsin High School Graduation Test. The development of the Legislators 
Guide to Assessment. ,,' , 

wv 	 Npne', , 

WY" 	 The state standards-based ~nd Nin assessment'will oe administered in April 1999. A video on the, 
assessment will be released by the Department'in January 1999. An alternate assessment is being 
designed and will be implemented in 1999-2000. Results ()f the first state assessment will be released 
in September 1999. A new state, district and, school report ar(i!required and are currently under 
development. " 
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QuestionilA . Does your state have a requirement that local districts or schools operate 
their own asessment program(s) in addition to the sta1;e assessment 
program? If yes~ what information do you require local school districts or 
schools to provide? (i.e., assessment or implementation plans~ student score 
results) . 

State Yes No 	 Response 

AK ~ 


AL I!ll 

AR I!ll . Schools wh~e grade configuration is without a statemandaied test must assess 


whether or not students are performing at grade level in reading.and mathematics. 


Az ~ 0 	 The State Department of.Education is mandated to require and revie~ District 
, Achievement Plans (DAP). DAPs are primarily a narrative that document alignment 
between district curricula and state standards, and model programs that help ensure 
all students are giveh the opportunity to achieve the Arizona Academic Standards. 
Summary completion data were collected for grades 3, 8 and 12. 

CA 0 I!ll 
CO I!ll 0 	 To.be·determined 

CT. I!ll 

DE 0 ~ 


.~DoDEA 	 Schools and districts collaborate in designing or using locai as~essments for their 

school improyement process. . _ . 


FL ~ 0 

GA I!ll 

HI 0 .'I!ll 

IA .~ 0 All districts must report to the state and thei~ community the following: standards, 


achievement results for reading and mathematics, student achievement results in other 
areas are also reported. . 

ID o 
.~IL 	 local Assessment and School Improvement Plans 

IN D. 

KS I!ll local districts are required to provide.at least three pieces of evidence of 


improvement for Quality Performance Accreditation. Districts may chO()se to use 

local assessments for two of those three pieces of evidence. '. 


KY D 
LA o 

HA 

HD 


- . 
Maine does not require the use of tests other than the MEA. However, the new 
.learning Results legislation does call for the development of the local assessment 
capacity. particularly il1 the area of~eriormCl!lce assessment. . 

HE Q 

.. H.I 

HN 
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Question 104 	 Does your state have a requirement that local districts or schools operate 
their own a5essment program(s) in addition to the state assessment 
program? If yes, what information do you require local school districts or 
schools to provide? (i.e., ~essment or implemerm:ation plans, student score 
results). . . 

State Yes· No 	 Response 

MO 	 Each district's written plan shall include: 
I. the names of assessments to be used at each grade level and the purpOses for 
administering each test or assessment procedure. 
2 dOCumentation of how the local assessment program asseSses students' profiCiency 
in each 1~lIy assessed standard. enabling teachers to evaluate students' actual 
academic performance; 
3. development procedures for any locally develop test; , 
4. the name or. position of the staff member responsible for coordinating the 
assessment program; 
5. position of the person expected to administer each assessment (for example. 
homeroom teacher, first-hour teacher); 
6. a written testing calendar that includes the dates on (or windows within) which 
specific tests will be given; " 
7. a description of how assessment results will be used and disseminated; 
8. provisions for in-service training of staff regarding assessment-related issues; 
9. provisions for all students to learn pertinent test-taking skills; 
10. a policy to ensure test security; and 
II. prOVisions for the identific3.tion ofareas for instructional improvement. Student 

.' score results of local assessments are not monitored by the department. 

MS 
MT 

NC 

NO 
NE , Nothing to State-- except Title I and SPED information. local reports of student 

. achievement (NRT's & CRA's) 

NH 
NJ 
NM Assessment information. in addition to the state mandates. may be required as part of 

the accreditation process. 

NV 
, , 

NY 	 Resul.ts of state tests must be publicly reported. There are no specific requirements 
for other assessments. 

OH 	 Districts must implement "competency-based education" programs for composition, 
mathematics. science, citizenship, and reading in gradeS 1-12. Districts must devetop . 
or adopt assessment methods to measure student progress in meeting performance 
obj~ives in each area at each grade and report by grade and school ,the number who 
made satisfactory progress as shown by the assessment. . 

OK D ~ Although the state does not require each local district to operate its own assessment 
program. each .school distriCt board of education shall adopt a Comprehensive local 
Edtication Plan once every four (4) years. Each school district shall review and update 

, the plans annually. Required subparts of the plan include school improvement, Staff 
development, capital improvement, alternative education. and reading sufficiency•. 

OR D 
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VI 

,Question 1.4 Does 'your state have a requirement that local districts or schools operate 
their own asessment program(s) in addition to the state assessment 
program? If yes, what information do you require local school districts or 
schools to provide? (i.e., assessment or implementation plans, student score 
results) 	 , , ' , 

State .Yes No 	 ReSponse 

PA o ' , 	Provide inforination requested by the Department regarding the achievement of 
'academic standards which does not include student names, identification numbers or 
individually identifiable information. Provide summary information including results of 

, school district assessments relating to school district local assessment system to the 
general public regarding the achievement of students, which does not indude student 
names, identification ,numbers or individually identifiable information. The school loCal 
assessment system should be described in the district'S, including charter schools or ' 
AVTS strategic plan. 

PR ~ 
Ri fi?l 0 	 Districts and schools can ,list local assessments in their strategic plans. 

sc 0 ~i 
SD 0 ~ 
TN '~ 0 	 Local systems are required to report the percentage ~grade 2 students at or above 

grade level in reading and mathematics. A standardized procedure is required for this ' 
purpose. 

TX n fi?l 
UT ~ 0, 	District level results reported annually; 

VA ~ 

0 Ii2l 
VT ~ A Schools comprehensive assessment system shall yield results that enable it to : make 

decisions about instruction, professional development and education resources and 
curriculum and report to, the public on student performance measures and progress 
in, as appropriate, early reading, English language arts, mathematiCS, science history and 
social sciences. , 

WA Ii2l 
WI D Ii2l 
wv 0 Ii2l 
WY Ii2l 0 Legislation requires schools to report standards-I;>ased assessment results by school 

and by district in school and district report cards using a uniform reporting format. 
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Question 1.5 What kinds of materials has your state or others in your state developed for 
assessment program publicity, explanation, or training? Please focus on 
efforts that were successful, and describe the intended audience and what 
materials were developed (print, video, software, etc.). 

State 	 Response 

AK 	 Developing a Comprehensive System of Student AsseSsments: 
I. Alaska High School Graduation Qualifying 
2. Benchmark exams at grades 3, 6. and 8 
3. Alternate System of Assessments for Special Education Students ' 

AL 	 Print materials on each assessment are provided to the public and to local school systems; videos are 
being prepared to train teachers on the K. I. and 2 assessments. 

AR Training manuals arid training for principals on the CRT; test administrators'handbooks and training; a 
. brochure for parents. 

AZ. 	 A newspaper was developed for and disseminated to all parents with students in Arizona public 
schools. The paper reported the state standards in language Arts and MathematiCS. as well as some 
of the policy related to the use of test scores. including the graduation test law. ' 

:, 

CA 	 Most materials that have been developed for use' by school districts with parents and others are 
available on the CDE website. Copies are also enclosed. 

co 
CT 	 Connecticut has developed a Holistic Scoring Workshop software package, presented on CD. that 

provide school district personnel with training on holistic scoring methods. rubriCS. etc., for the CMT 
writing and CAPT Response to literature and Interdisciplinary sections. Scorview Software was also 
developed to prOVide school district personnel with images of student test work on CD for the CMT 
writing and CAPT Response to Literature and Interdisciplinary tests. MTIS Software. similar to 
existing software for .the CMT; was developed for the CAPT for the purpose of providing district 
personnel the ability to analyze test data. CAPT Program Overview and CMT Program Overview are 
newly developed test guides which provide program information for school districts and the general 

, pUblic. > 

DE . Take the Test Day, newspaper inserts, interpretive gUides for teachers and parents, school diagnostic 
reports with implementation guides. Governor held press release linked via Inte,r:net to live sites in 
each. county. . 

DoDEA 	Each summer DoDEA sponsors a worldwide (DoDDS/DDESS) week -ong Institute on School 
Improvement. Assessment/Evaluation have been the focus for the last 3 years. Districts have also 
used national consultan~ in developing assessments. The annual DoDEA Accountability Report and 
Profiles serve to publicize and inform our stakeholders and the general public (www.odedodea~edu). 

FL 

GA I) Georgia High School Graduation Tests Brochure (print) - disseminated to every high school in 
Georgia. Audience was parents, students, and teachers. 
2) Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program - Revised training video. Audience was kindergarten 
teachers, school administrators. 
3) Criterion-Referenced Competency tests Brochure (priryt) - disseminated at a variety of . 
informational meetings. Audience was system leadership. curriculum 'and testing specialists. 
4) GSAMS (Distance TeleconferencinglWide Area Video Hook-up) for dissemination of new 
regulations re: reauthorization of IDEA, revalidation and re-alignment of tests to revised .curriculum. 
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Question 1.5 What kinds of materials has your state or others in your state developed for 

State' Response 

assessment program publicity, explanation, or training? Please focus on 
efforts that were successful, and describe the intended audience and what 
materials were developed (print, video, software; etc.). 

HI Printed training materials were provided to a variety. of au~iences (teach~rs, principals. parents) to 
explain the state assessment program or for training (administration) purposes. 

, IA· I. Expanded involvement in other national assessment projects, ie.• SCASS. 
2. I,dentification of models of assessment for local consideration and use. 
3. Continued emphasis in the State Board's strategiC plan. , 
4; Training efforts for area education staff and LEA staff in district wide standards referenced 
assessment. , 
5. Establishment of instructional centers for reading and mathematics that emphasize the use of data 
for decision making and implementation of best practices. 

10 A math tool-kit has been developed for the math assessment (both grades 4 and 8) and a "pencil box" 
has been developed for fourth grade writing. Both items are print materials. 

IL Several printed publications and brochures are available to administrators. te~chers, a~d parents. 

IN 

KS Curriculum consultants provide printed training materials in each content area for various training 
meetings, workshops, inservice presentations, etc. 

KY I. Core Content for Assessment -- Audience.is teachers and administrators. Format: Print and WEB. 
.2. District Assessment Coordinator Guide --' Audience is District Assessment Guide. Format: Print 
and WEB 
3. Kentucky Teacher -- Monthly newspaper to' teachers and administrators. Format: Print and WEB. 
4. Annotated Item Worksheet (Item Scoring Guide with sample student responses and scores; 

,Instructional Strategies). Audience is teachers and parents. Format: Print and WEB. 
5. Released Assessment Items (Open Re~ponseand Multiple Ch9ice). Audience is teachers and 
parents. "Format: Print and WEB. . . 
6. Item <:ommentaries (Item, ~pectations, Instructional Connections). Audience is teachers and 
parents. Format: Print and WEB. . 

'7. Open Response in the Classroom. Audience is teachers. Format: Print and WEB. 
B. Various Public Information documents - Audience is parents and general public. Format: Print. 

LA In preparation for implementation of the new criterion-referenced testing program, the state has 
made available a number of public relations materials. These include brochures; newsletters, and 
videos. In addition. a public relations firm was used to provide a comprehensive view of the entire 
reform program, including standards. assessment, and accountability. 

MA 
i 

, One million copies each of two issues of a brochure, "Starting Now," developed by Mass InSight, a 
private organization, were distributed to the general public to prOVide general information about the, 
state's assessment program. Over one million copies ofa brochure, "Test Yourself," which included 
actual MCAS test questions, were,distributed to the general public via toll bootlis. banks. and major' 
supermarkets. A parent Version of a guide to interpreting MCAS student results. translated into eight 
languages, was sent to every parent along with a report of the child's results. Regional workshops 
were conducted for members' of the media. ' 

PART I PAGE 36 



Question 15 What kinds ofmaterials has your sta~e or others in your state developed for 
assessment program publicity, explanation, or training? Please focus on . 

.efforts that were successful, and describe the intended audience and what 
materials were developed (print, video, software, etc.). . 

State Response 

MD 	 MSDE uses a multi-media str~tegy to market its statewiCie school refor~ pr::ogram. the Maryland 
School Performance Program (MSPP). and its accompanying assessment program. the Maryland School 
Performance Assessment Prog~m (MSPAP). Through the ongoi,ng distribution of numerous print 
publications and video tapes. and the increasing availability of information through the MSDE web site 
and toll-free information line. MSDE was able to educate a wide range of audiences about the ' 
statewi~e assessments. Our audience includes itudents•. teachers. parents. local school 'system 
personnel. media. and interested education state holders such as the Maryland Business Roundtable. 
Maryland PTA. teachers' ~sociations.and faculty ofteacher-preparation,programs.. .,' 

ME 	 , , 
, ! 

MI 

MN 	 Brochures for parents; education sample tests inp,ri,F;lt' and ,on the WEB. 

MO 	 I. Videos shown in, conjunction with apresentation by the Commissioner and Department-led 
discussion groups for teachers. administrators. students and the general public. '.' . 
2. A 3D-page booklet entitled "Assessment Standards for Public Schools~1 ' , 

3; Flyers and public information updates for teachers conferences and similar functions. 
. .' . . " .' , ." r 

MS, 	 Printed and electronic data summary results are available on request. State webSite gives overvieW of 
system/components and summaries of recent data. Videotaped tra,ining is disseminated for th'e NRT 
component. Workshops and' co'nferences are' conducted in 'variou~areaS around the state: 

, . 

MT 	 Print materials were deveioped to' increase. knowledge about ;tSsessment. 'Materials were distributed 
to administrators and news rri~dia. .. 

NC 	 ~ 

NO 	 Videos 
I. 1990 Test-lnterpretation'Video(First Edition) and Booklet 
2. 1993 Test-Interpretation Video :(second edition) and B.c;>oklet, . , " 
3. 1999 Test-Interpretation Video (third edition) and Booklet - is scheduled 'for production in January 
1999 • ' , .,' 

Press Releases are done each year to announce the release of the State Assessment Results. North 
. Dakota St.ite Averages are'rele!lSed each year. Beginning this year the results wil'l also beonourWeb' 
Site. Disaggregated'data by i:he following have been done each of the past 9 years. These include: size· 
of school district.g~nder. ethniCity, Title I. IEP. 50~. and Region. . 

,', ,", 

NE 	 None 

NH The state is in the process of,developing.a comprehensive publicity progl"1lm involving both print and 
. broadcast media. A primary focus will be on helping local districts explain the assessment program in 
their community and develop support for educational improvement initiatives. . 

NJ . 	Prior to administering new components of the statewide assessment system, training work$hops are 
conducted with school and district staff .. The department produces parent handbooks with sample 
items, score interpretation manuals. and a detailed description of the essay scoring process annually. 

, \ 	 "'. • I 

NM 	 The SEA is in the process of preparing materialst'hat will describe the statewide student assessment 
program and the changes that have taken place over the past eighteen months. ' 
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Question' 1.5 - What kinds of ma~erials has your state or ~thers ill your sta~e developed for 
',. assessment program publicity, explanation, or training? Please focus on 

efforts that were successful, and describe, the intended,~udience and what 
materia,ls were developed (print, video. software. etc.). 

State 	 Response 

NV 	 Brochu res describing new Criterion-Referenced Tests distributed throughout High Schools. ' 

Published descriptions 'of Dir~ctWriting Assessments with annotated examples of papers receiving 

differing scores. " . ' 


NY 	 Print and public access television, We,have produced written test samplers or information brochures 
for each assessment given for the' first time in the 1998-99 school year. Many of these, documents are 
also available on the internet. We produced a four p<1-&e newspaper insert with approximately \ 
4,000,000 copies circulated. Monthly, the Dep'lrtment produces a public access television program' 
focusing on an element of the state assessment program: Audience includes school personnel, general 
public, (voters. and tax-payers). 

OH ' The following print materials were developed: 
I) Planning for graduatiory listing for parents,and students each outcome on the graduation test. 
2) Individual fact sheets for each 9th grade ~nd 12th grade proficiency tests is' intended for teachers 
and~escribes in more detail each learning outcome. " " 
3)Jnformation guides at the 4th and 6th grade combine all 5 fact sheets into one document intended 
for teachers. Additional material about profiCiency testing is included. ' 
4) At each grade level, practice tests (at least ,half length) and manuals for administration and scoring 
were created for students, teacher and parents. ' 

OK ,Publications include: ITBS Teacher Directions Manual;ITBS Student Booklet for the Practice Test; 
ITBS Pre-Test Inservice Manual; ITBS Spring Interpretive Guide; OCCT Directions for Administering 
Manual; OCCT Guide for Parents, Students, andTeachers; OCCT Pre-Test Inservice Manual; OCCT 
Interpreting the Reports: A Gui'de. Each of these manuals are in print format and provided tC)' 
teachers. students, and parents. A School bistri~t Report Card on StudeniTesting each'year is 

,provided to school superintendents,legislators, e'ducators, community leaders, parents, and,news 
media which prOVides assessment results for all distriCts. .' , 

OR' , A variety of prinfmatei"ials (some directed towards parents, some directed towards teachers. and 
some directed toward~ adniinist~tors) have bee~, ve..y'well received . .These have been titled "Seeds' 
of Change". The documents have been supported by television commc;!rcials (brief SpOts) asking 
people to stay informed about recent changes to their local ,education programs. All of these are 
supported by routine mailings to dlstrict'Superintendents, Principals. and teachers. 

PA 	 Assessment Handbooks, Instructional Ha~dbooks. PSSA Classroom Connections Kit. Pamphlet that 
describes the Reading Assessment Advisory' Committee. CD to train people in how to score student 
writing, school by school results by scaled score~, and suppl,emental do.cumentation for Reading,' 
Mathematics and Writing Assessment Reports. The intended audience includes teachers, 
administrators. and educators for all of the materials, the general public for the sc;:hool by school 
resu~ 	 , 

PR Memoranda for the personnel at all levels were written with instructions and explanation for the 
.. administration of the test. Training'!YClS offered in the logistiCS of the test. Parents were sent a letter 

informing them of the test. The Undersecretary addressed the public through a television program. 
".,' 

, RI 	 Website developed (WWW.inioworks.ri·de~uri.edu) that portraYs test scores and. other relevant 
information by school and 'districts. ,Other print materials developed to assist ,with the operation of 
the programan~ a brochure developed fo~ use with a ~ide variety of audiences. 

~ 	 " 
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", . 

Questi6nl.5 , , Wh~t kinds of materials has your state or others in your state developed for 
,assessment program publicity, explariation. or training? Please focus on ' 
," efforts that were successful, and describe, the intended audience and what 

materials were developed (print, video. software, etc~). 
State Response 

, . 	 '. 

SD 	 We develQped and ~istributed an.interpretive,guide fQr, QurSAT9 Test. SC,hoQls found it useful. . 	 " ' . . ", 

TN ' The state maintains assessment data on the department website"A cQmpi~hensive RepQrt,Card is 
issued for ,each system as well as a tethnical supplement giving athree year sUnimary .of the academic 
gain or grQwth at.'the system as well as the scnoollevel for each grade level andfor each,ofthe five 
subject areas assessed. High school value added ,information is also included. Supplemental 
diagnostics are provided'giving each system and school inforination on the progress of students by pre~ 
,achievement leveL.'This informa~ion is grade level and subject area specific as well (i.e., a principle 
coulddetermine if grade five in#ruction had been more effective willlQwpre-achievers in math, etc.). 
Other reports include the traditional npts nce's ~tanines, and performance .a,ri' each objective measured. 

TX (I) ,The Statewide Report of Student Results is published in' the ,early spring .of each year. It includes 
information about the previous schoQI year's test results statewide,prQvides a good overview of the 
testing program, and tells how students performed statewide on the T AAS and end-of-course tests. It, 

, , also includes sample test items and tne findings of studi,es cQnducted by the"Student Assessment 
Division during the year: Each spring when the new report comes out, copies are shipped to schoQI 
districts, and education'service centers (ESCs). '!, ",', ' , " 

(2) The Technical Dige~t is puplished annually in tbe spring and is shipped tQ school districts and 
ESCs. It is a dOCument .of 'the activities and the attributes of the state testing program. It is useful in ' 
understanding how the testing pr'ogramis Structured and 'how tests and test items are developed. ' 
(3) Since, I 995 ,aU tests given during a school year are released ea~ August. An ,initial shipment is 
made to school districts and ESCs. ,AVailable are test booklets. answer keys, and written 'composition 
scoring guides. , ' ' , , 
(4)TAAS Study Guides are bylaw pro~idedfre'e througl'ischool district,s,tQ students whQfaii one .or 
more parts of the TAAS.Guides arrive at about the same,timeas,students~ test results. The study 

, guides are designed tQstrengthen the skills tested on TAAS.' ',' ", , 
(5) In order to be eligible to receive 'a Texas high school diploma, students'must satisfy a,graduation ' 
testing requir~ment. A brQchure; "A Student's Guide to Testirig Requirements fQr High School 
Graduation in TeXaS," explains the graduation testing requirement and is distributed through school 
distriCts to students and parents. ;", 

, (6) TEKS Update Booklets illustrate the aljg~ment'of the TAAs and end-of-cQurse tests with the 
Texas Essential Knowledge and Skills. the state-mandated curriculum. There is abOQklet for each 
test:and each booklet includes tbeTEKSstudent eXpectation statementS eligible for testing of each 
'assessment in the testing program. These booklets have been provided tQ all school districts 'and 
ESCs. " " ," " 

,(7) The infQrmation booklet. Interpreting Assessment Reports. is prQduced in late spring each year 
and is provided tQ schQo.! districts and ESCs as,a guide to interpreting the various reports of student 
performance results that are generated. ",' ", ' ' , 
(8) Student Assessm'eni: in'Te~: Meeting the challenge isa television s'ei-ies that provides current 
informati,Qn .on Various aSpects .of the assessment prQgram. NQw-in its sixtb seasQn. it is broadcast to 
school districts .over the T-Star networ:k. " ,'; , 

(9) TAAS CoordinatQr Tnii~ingtakesplace 'each January. T estcQordinators from the 20, regional 
ESCs and the state's largest districts receive training on the upcoming spring,statewide test 
administratiQn, These coordinators, in turn, replicate this training in school districts and .on' 
campuses. NOTE: Many of these ~aterials are availablt!, at the TeXas EducatiQn Agency's web site. 
The website address is wWw.tea.state~tx.us. ' , 

UT 	 Several print documents are produced for 'parents, teachers. administrators, as well as legislators and 
State Board members. " 
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VI 

Question 1.5 , 'What kinds 'of materials has your stat~or others in your state developed for 
assessment program publicity, explanation, or train'ing? Please focus on ' 

'efforts ttiatwere'successful, "nd describe the intended audience and what 
, materials ~ere,developed (print, video, software~ etc.). ' ' 

" State,' Response 

VA 	 Parents have been' provided' an information~1 br..ochureon the testing programs and sample SOL test 
items~,Teachershave .been provided copies ofthe SOL test blueprintS. The sample items and 
blueprints are available on the, Departmentis web site. 

Print and video materials~, Community at-large.' 

VT 	 A downloadable Web site called'the Vermont School Report that contains all stud~nt assessment data' 
, as well as school. district, arid town contextual data., Web site for viewing assessment results in " 

graphic or table form allows for comparison to previous ye~rs'or similar schools.' ", , 
A newspaper insert containing the 1997-1998 state assessme'ntresults and accompanying articles. 
Sample items were included. ' , ' , " ' , ,,'" ' " , , , 

WA 	 Norm-referenced prograM;: print material on test interpretation; building and di~trict results available 
electronically and posted to agency web page. Standards-based program: priilt materials on multiple 
aspects of the program; print version of example test; print version of draft technic;al manual; print 
version of parent guide; print version of test results interpretation guide; test results available in ' 
searchable database on agency web page;' many documents available on web page. " 

WI 	 State Superintendef'jt John T.: Benson develop~d a staff development video to ,introduce performance 
, standards and profiCiency levels to Wisconsin,:scrooldistricts ,and citizens along VY,ith an Assessment 

Communications Kit for school districts and the, media. ' ' ' 
The Wisconsin School Perfo~mance Report Results f~r Districts and Schools Within 'oistricts is 
published annually for the Knowledge and Concepts Examination results at 4th. 8th. and 10th grade. 
The Wisconsin Comprehension Perf~rmance ~eport S,uminary by District'and.Scbool Within District 
is published annually for the Wisconsin Reading Comprehension Test at grade three. 
,Other publications' describing the. Wisconsin StUdent Assessment System Program are also published 

, and distributed, such as; the Wisconsin Reading Comprehension Test Brochure for Parents; the 
Student/Parent Pre-Test Guide for the Knowledg~ and Concepts Examination.s at 4th. 8th. and 10th 
grade; a brochure el)titled "Wisconsin Student Achievement FaCts"; The First Notice of. the Wisconsin 
High'School Graduation Test Map of Test Content; press releases. etc. , " ' 

, Wisconsin makes extensive lI~e of our webSite to provid.e broad access to electronic copies of 
,assessmes:'lt data and publicatiol)s~ , " ' ,.," , ; 

WV " 	Brochure for Parents. "Understal)ding and Utilizing test Res~lts fro;" the Stanford,AchievE:!ment Test", , 
T echnical Assi~tance Manual- Grade 4 Writing Assessment " ' 
Technical Assistance Manual and Video - Using Explore Results '. 	 ,' 

, ' 

WY 	 As ~ partofthe RFP, the asseSsmentcontractbr was required tOdev~lop a w~bsite that would explain 
'and, update users on 'as'sessmentinformation;' ,A video and brochu re ,were also planned to inform 
'schoo!s and the public about the assessment~ A policy b'ook on 'participation of all students including 
special'populations (students with disabilities. LEP. and minorities) instate and local aSsessments. 

, . ' "'" 	 ~ 

" ' 

, .' 
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Question 1.6 What kind of professional development did your state provide to teachers 
about your statewide assessment program (e.g., a series ofworkshops about 
using and reporting assessment results)? Please describe the content and 
presentation format. None 

State Content Format Provided 

AK 	 Current assessment program; plans for 
development 

AL 	 Series of regional workshops in which 
the purpose. format. and general 
content of the state testing program 
were discussed. ' 

AR 	 Workshops on interpreting and using 
assessment results; workshops on . 
making data driven decisions in the 
school improvement model; workshops. 
on using assessment results to assist 
schools in' academic distreSs 

AZ 	 Workshops on the use of Stanford 9 
test scores for school improvement; 
training on the District Achievement 
Plan and system of accountability for all 
(accommodations and modifiCations for 
students with disabilities)~ 

CA 	 General description about use of 
standardized test results. 

co 	 (I) Training in test administration. 
(2) Recently completed video module 
on the use of accommodations in the 
classroom and assessment for use in the 
1998-99 school year. 

CT 	 HolistiC Scoring Training. Interpreting , 
Results. Using MTIS Software for 
Analyzing Test Data. Curriculum 
Development, Instructional Strategies 

DE 	 DOE Assessment staff provided pre
and post-test workshops for parents. 
schools. and districts. DOE assessment 
staff and our vendor. Harcourt-Brace, 
provided pre- and post-test workshops 
for district and school test 
coordinators.'· The workshops targeted . . 
standards. cumculum alignment, the 
DSTP, test administration. data-driven 
decision making. interpreting test' 
scores, and using test results to 
improve classroom instruction. 

oAudio-conferences, conference 
jlresentations 

o 

oAll workshops had a presenter with a . 

training manual or training materials which 

were given to participants. 


o·Stanford 9 workshops were a full-day. 
involving work with data. Training on the 
accountability system were half-day 
informational sessions with Q&A. 

oDocuments provided to school districts 

for distribution and use in'district 

workshops~ 

o(I) Trainer of Trainer Workshops (2) 
Module to be used in districts and schools. 

Workshops, Handbooks, Released Item~, o 
Training Sessions 

o 

PART I. ' PAGE 41 



Question· 1.6 	 What kind t:)f professionalclevelopment did your state provide to teachers 
about your statewide ~sessment program (e.g., a series of workshops about 
using and reporting assessment results)? .Please describe the content and 
presentation format. None '. 

State Content Format 	 Provided 

DoDEA CTB representatives provided training 
to teachers in each 'district on the 
content of the TerraNova test 
instrument and the performance 
aspects of the new assessment. 

FL 

GA Regional Test Coordinators' Meetings, 
(10) general assessment program 
orientation; updates in every 
area/component 

HI 

, 

Overview of assessment administration 
procedures and use of reports. Site 
level data analysis conducted upon 
request. 

IA 

Pre and . post service ,Workshops 
provided around the stat~.. Teachers 
acting as trainerS and training teachers 
about the writing and math assessments. 

IL Assessment formats. learning standards. 
and procedure to administer IGAP 
assessments. The composition and 
nature of assessment instruments. 

IN Pre~test and post~test workshops. 

KS 
, 

Use of assessment data, interpretation 
of results. teaching to Curriculum 
Standards  writing, reading, 
mathematics. science, and social 

. studies. Lots ofemphasis on students 
with disabilities and Title I students. 

KY I ) Teacher training program for scoring 
writing and alternate portfolios. 2) 
District Assessment'Coordinator's 
meetings on aSsessment and 
accountability. 

PAR.T I 

One and half (I 112) days training included D 
content from CTB and DoDEA HQ review 
testing ethics/procedures and provided 
time and structure for local planning. 

D 

Trainer of Trainers Model ~ System Test D 
coordinators provided with model to . 
train/orient system personllel to SSP 

Presentation times. were flexible. Group D 
size varied: large/small/individuals. Lecture. 
discussion. and hands~orl strategies were 
used.. 

Not provided directly to teachers but to D 
area education and department staff that 
work directly with local sc~ool districts.· 

Workshops with hands~n training 

materials. 


Via printed public;ations and workshop D 
. presentations. A series of day long .' 
informational sessions at various regional 
.offices in the state. . 

. One day workshops 	 D 

DWorkshops. special conferences. 

professional organization meetings, training 

sessions, inservicepresentations. 


Face to face mee?ngs, video conferencing. D 
and Kentucky Educational Tele~sion (KET) 
programming 

'.,' . 
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Question 1.6' What kind of professional development did your state provide to teachers 
. about your statewide assessment program (e.g., a series of workshops about 
'using and reporting assessment results)? Please describe the content and 
'presentation format. '. None 

. State Content Format Provided 

LA 

\ 

) 

MA 

MD 

ME 

./ 

The State Department of Education has' 
t continued to conduct a number of 

assessment-related workshops at 
various sites arounathe state. The 
topics include test preparatjon, test 
administration, informational sessions, 
and teSt interpretation. In addition, the 
vendor for the norm-referenced testing 
. program provided many on-site 
workshops on similar topics. 

Approx. 125 teachers participate in 
ongoing assessment development . 
activities through work on Assessment 
Development Committees;which 
provide an advisory role to the SEA 
Approx.· 600 teachers participated in 
scoring institutes in July .1998 in which' 
they scored students' writt;en 
compositions on MCAS. Many 
educators. as well as members'ofthe 
public. partidpated in sGndard setting in 
August 1998, in Which performance 
standards were set for English Language. . 
Arts, Mathematics, and . 
Sciencerrechnology for grade 4.8 and 
IO. M~ny. teachers were trained in' the 
use of standards-based tasks and 
evaluation of student work through an 
ongoing grant-based program known as . 
MPAP. Several thouSand educators 

. participated in 40 reporting workshop's 
conducted throughout the state to train 
school staff'in interpreting and 'using . 
MCAS test results. 

The state has always made a particular 
effort to involve Maryland teachers as 
task writers. item writers, and scorers 
in its assessment programs. 

The informational sessions.and test 
administration workshops were presented 
to district level staff' in a train-the-trainers 
. format. Sessions on general information 
and using assessme~t results varied in 
format. from classroom level workshops to' 
large group se~sions. 

Professional development workshops and 
. working committees ' . 

" I. 

Production-oriented workshops. o 
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Question 1.6' What kind of professional development dh:iyour: state provide'to teachers 
about your statewide assessment program (e.g., a series of workshops about 

. using and reporting assessment results)?, Please describe the content and 
presentation format. ',' " . ' , ', 'None 

'State 	 . Content Format Provided 

HI For new MEAP social studies tests, 
grades' 5, 8, and II, training was held to ' 
inform teams of educators from all 
regions of the state about the new 
tests.- what they were lik~, what it 

, might take to prepare students. how 
the tests were to be administered ,and , 
how the tests were developed. 

HN All teachers have been trained in 
7 Standards, based on classroom 

assessment. ' 

MO 

MS 	 Administering each assessment· 
component; interpreting score results; 
understanding scoring rubrics; using 
score results for curriculum change arid, 
sch~ improvemen~ 

MT ,Informational meetings were conducted 
ona regular (quarterly) basis with 
curriculum/assessment directors. 
Purpose was to keep directors up-to
date with state board of education 
assessmentchangesldevelopment (i.e.. ' 
development of criteria for test 
selection). 

Trainer of Trainer Workshops, pretaped . 

telec.onferenc:es; parent brochures 


D,, One,representative per district is trained 
and is, in tum, in charge of training local 
teachers and principal study groups. 

,Additional training is available upon request. " 

, I) Workshops for teachers at regional 

MAP and profeSsional development centers. 

2) A MAP-sponsored three-year training 

program for teachers 

3) The state solicited the participation of 

hundreds of teachers at every stage of the 

assessment development.process 

4) Department-led workshops for 

administrators on interpretation and use of 

MAPr~ults. ' 


Area workshops and state symposium; 

printed materials, transparencies, 

videotapes, etc. 
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.What kind of professional development did your state,provide to teachersQuestion.1 ~6 
,about your statewide asseSsment program (e.g., a series of workshops about 
using and reporting assessment results)? Please describe the content and 
presentation format. None 

State Content Format Provided 

NC 

ND 

NE 

NH 

NJ 


NM 


Ongoing regional delivery of staff . 
development on assessment is provided 
by the regional accountability 
coordinators. Each district arid/or 
school is assigned to a region where 
they may participate in the services. A 
variety of assessment-related topics are 
covered to provide information on how 
to make use of the statewide 
assessment test results, for instructional 
feedback and decision-making. 

The Department of Public Instn,.lction 
provided professional development to . 
teachers, administrators, parents, 
college students and other interested 
parties throughout the past few years. 
The content of the. 
presentations/workshops generally 
consist of the following: 
I. Assessment overview, 
2. Types oftest scores, 
3. Types of test reports 
4. Interpreting and using test results for 
State Education Improvement Process 
(SEIP) 
5. National Assessment of Educational 
Progress (NAEP) 
6, Survey of the state-wide testing 
program 
.7. Workshop evaluation , 

Development of local CRTs and other 

CRA's related to state standards 


Regional meetings are also held on th~ 
construction and scoring of writing 
prompts and open-response items. 
District workshops are held relative to 
making specific changes in curriculum 
and instructional programs. 

I. Administration procedures 
2. Score interpretation 

Pretest/postest assessment workshops 
that discuss procedures fOr all mandates: 

PART I 

Information is provided at training sessions D 
and workshops with handouts and other 
relevant materials provided during the 
session. A train-the-trainer model is used ; 
where training is provided at the district 
level with the expectation that training will 
subsequently be provided to school staff. 
Also. teachers are actively involved in item 

· and test development as well as standard 
setting. 

I. Regional Test-Interpretation Workshops D 
are conducted based on the Governor's 8 
geo&raPhical regions of the state. 

· 2. T est.;lnterpretation Workshops are . 
done upon request of local school districts 
as well as on request byundergraduate as 
well as graduate programs 
Test-lnterpretationVideos are borrowed 

· from our office upon request. We have a 
1990, 1993. 

Multiple D 

Regional meetings - large group 
presentation with questions and answers. 
District workshops- interactive hand-on 
sessions. Some regional meetings also 
involve interactive hands-on sessions. 

For both workshops ( I n.) with printed 
mater.ials 

Regional workshops geographically located 
in six different school districts around 
New Mexico over a .period of two weeks 
(February and May each year). 
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Question 1.6 ,What'kind of professional development didyour state provide to teachers 
about your. statewide assessment program (e.g .. a series ofworkshops about 
using and reporting assessment resUlts)? Please describe the content and 
presentation format. None' 

State ,Content Format Provided 

NV 	 Training iii scoring Analytic-traiund 
Holistic Writing Assessments. 

NY 	 In numerous locations around the state; 
the Department has offered workshops, 
conferences. and tum-key training on 
the nature of the new assessments and 
rating techniques. 

OH 	 I) Collection and dissemination of "Best 
Practices." ' 

2) Administration. Interpretation. and 

Use of State-Developed Alternative 

Prototype Assessments ' 

3) Curriculum, Instruction and 


.Assessment Alignment using State 

Model Curricula Workshops. Summer 

Institutes, Regional ProfesSional 

Development Center Sessions, State" 

Conferences. Regional nDrive-ln" 

Meetings. Print Material 

4) Interpretive guides sent to distri~ 


with results 


OK Numerous presentations are given at 
local districts prior to testing in the 
spring of each year with attendance of 
the site testing coordinator mandatory.· 

. Also. numerous inservices,are proVided 
to teachers across the state on 
interpreting and using test results for 
program improvement. 

OR Oregon provided a series of workshops 
on "effectively ,""sing statewide 
assessment and other daun. In addition. 
we provide test specifications (with the 
content standards. descriptions of 

, eligible content, and examples of test 
items), teacher support packets (with 
scoring guides. samples of student work 
with scores and commentaries, and tips 
for, helping students to ,internalize the 
information). 

Combination of lecture. practice. and on 
the job training. 

" Print material, ~ebsite. microfiche 

". i 

PowerPoint presentations. 
Videoconferencing. 

Face-ta-face workshops 
Print 

.' , 

o 


o 

o 
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Question 1.6 What kind of professional development did your state provide to teachers 
about your statewide assessment program (e.g•• a series of workshops about 
using and reporting assessment results)? "Please describe the content and 
presentation format. None 

State Content Format Provided 

PA 	 The content for the interpretation The format for the interpretation sessions 
sessions is material contained in the' is presentation/discussion. The format for 
assessment report. The professional the professional development sessions is a 
development sessions include scoring combination of presentations and work 
student responses to items in field sessions. 
tests, and how to connect instructional 
practice to items on the assessment 

PR 	 Teachers met in each school ,district to Workshops were conducted with o 
analyze results and to interpret these superintendents, school directors; and 
based on the content for each subject. teachers. A guide was prepared that 

analyzed the results for teachers and 
students. 

RI 	 Training progr:ams for teachers and Full day sessions were provided. 
administrators on the new Math and 
English Language Arts tests. 

sc 	 For current tests - workshops for For new testing program - information o 
District Test Coordinators for about test format. number of items. 
administration information; for administration policies. 
developing assessments - information 
workshops for teach,ers, administrators; 
item writing workshops for teachers 
(small groups, interactive) . For new 
testing program ~ information about 
item types, alignment to standards. 

so 	 Analytic scoring for the Fall 1998 , Lecture, discussion and overview of state o 
writing exam. Pre-Test workshops for results and plans for testing. 
the Fall 1998 writing exam and Post
Test interpretive workshopsfor the 
Spring 1997 achievemehttesting. . 

TN 	 Each area of the State Department of The programs include 'hands on' practice 
Education, including the Division of with real data utilizing hand outs, power 
Teaching and Learning, the DiVision of point. overheads. and video. 
Assessment, School Improvement. and 
Professional Development. each provide 
.an aggressive program of workshops 

focused upon developing the skills and 

understanding necessary for.the 

disaggregation and diagnostic use of 

assessment data for the improvement of ' 

the instructional program. 


oTX 
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Question 1.6 What kind of professional development. did your state provide to teachers 
. " about your statewide assessment program (e.g., a series ofworkshops about 

using and reporting assessment results)? Please describe the content and . 
. presentation format. None 

State' Content Format . Provided 

UT' Annual update and training'on new and Onsite consultations as requested by o 
eXisting state assessments w/district ·districts. Various workshop presentations 
testing directors •. on assessment. 

VA Regional test administration and score Presentations o 
interpretation workshops have been 
prOvided to school division personnel. 
Numerous inservice presentations and 
presentations to organizations have 
been made on the general topic of the 
SOL assessments and SOL test 
blueprints. 

VI o 

'.VT Beginning the Portfolio Process-28 Workshops,lnteractive televisio~.~ Videos 
regional workshops for new teachers or and print materials. . 
teachers new to the portfolio process. 
Network Meetings in Mathematics and 
WritinglReading-~24 regional meetings 

. held twice a year. 
Vermont Interactive Television Sessions 
were done for preparing teachers and 
students to take the Vermont 
Developmental Reading Assessment, 
the Vermont Science Assessment, and 
the New Standards Exam~. Video tapes 
of these sessions are available for 
borrowing and copying .. 

WA A Assistance with .implementation of A Three hour workshops presented in 
spring standards-based assessments; nine locations around the state for 296 
description of and feedback about school districts; agency staff and',· , 
proposed changes to norm-referenced contractor's representatives presented; 
component.'B. Assessment and primary audience was district staff 
curriculum staff development centered . responsible for implementing state 
around standards-based program. C. assessment program. B. Trainers of 
State funded staff development run by trainers model; fourteen teams around 
districts. state trained by agency who in tum 

provide training to district trainers who 
train local staff. C. State provided funding 
for 3 additional days for each teacher to be . 
used for staff development primarily 
focussed. on educational· reform including 
assessment. 
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Question' 1.,6 , What kind of professional development did your state p~ovide to teachers' ' 
about; your statewide assessment program (e.g•• a s~ries ofworkshops about 
using and reporting assessment results)? ,Please describe the content and ' 
presentation format. None 

'State 'Content Format Provided 

WI Staff development pre-workshops were / 
o 

held around the,'state in every 
Cooperative EduCational SerVice, ' 
Agencies (CESAs) Standards and 
Assessment Center (12 sites 
strategically located in each CESA) and 
one fOr Milwaukee P.UblicSChools. The 

" agenda included: Discussion', of issues 
related to the Knowledge and Concepts 
Examinations at 4th. 8th. and 10th" 
grade. such as. test security; test 

,accommodations and modifications 
language arts and writing: open 
enrollment programs and student 
scores; adequate yeady progress,(AYP) , 

, and the appeal process; alignment stucm ' 
no social promotion legislation; career , 
interest survey; overview of test 
content at each grade level; test, 
objectives; test length; mailing and , , " 

, receiving schedule; student Pre-ID labels' 
and student ~emographic'coll~ction " 
page; school header sheet and school ; i 
and group list of mc;>st common errors 
and what to look out for; test , 
administration procedures; Qverviewof 
reports; Phases I and II Reports and 
delivery dates; statewide report and 
,delivery dates. Staff development post
test workshops will be held in every 
CESA and Milwaukee Public Schools in 
May of, this year. 

wv Using results (as request~). o 

WY As a part of the RFP. the contractor Hands-on. interactive,activities with follow
was required to plan staff ,development up training and practice. 
on teaching in'a standards-based, ", 
environment. using disaggregated 
results. and intensive on-gOing 
workshops on assessment development 
and use ,of results.' , I , 
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. QI;Jestion 1.7 .' hldicate the total number of students and number of regular: education· " 
students.,studentswith disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 
plan). limitec:J..Engiish proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State 'Grade Total Regular Ed. Special Ed. .LEP Migrant 
AK 

4 
8· 
1.1 

10055 
9627 
BI40 ' 

1612 
1276· , 
8B9 

695 
.507 
308 

693 
679 
439 

AL 


AR, 

4 30000 " 

,. 5 29420 
7 31610 
10 30TI6 

. AZ 

3 66045 
4 65170 
5 63429 
6 64243 
7 .··.63985 
8 60530 
9 66357 
10 .58469 
I I . 48675 
12 . 44259 , 

CA 
2 489070 160052 
3 463034 141605 
4 451069 ' 129505 
5 434280 ·114202 . 

,6 426302 97962 
7 426245 BB275 
8 412604 80432 
9 458650 .84647 . 
10 . 423B65 	 6"64 

'11 	 378819 51170 
12 317595 . 36509 

CO 
3 52000 47000 5000 2000 
4 52000 .' . 47000 . 5000 2000 
5 52000 47000 5000 
7 52000 47000 . 5000 2000 
8 . 52000 . 47000 5000 2000 
10' 52000 ' 47000 5000 .2000 
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, '. 

Question 1.7 Indicate the total number of students and number of regular education 
.	students, students with disabilities (students that have IEP or· Section 50.. . 
plan), limited-English proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who . 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade Total· Re~ular Ed.' Seecial Ed. LEP,. Mi~rant 

CT 
4 42487 33868 6796 ·1500 323 
6 40777 32267 6716 1500 294 
8 . 38n3 30950 6065 1500 258 
10 36650 . 29370 5624 1500 156 

DE 
3 8504 6755 1567 186 37 
5 8432 6787 1509 143 33 
8 .8925 7525 . 1267 127 24 
10 8075 7191 790 94 16 

DoDEA 
3 11222 7099 2740 
4 10303 
5 9573 
6 8285 
7 7315 
8 ·6686 

·9 4784 
10 4951 
II 3960 

FL 


GA K 131070 

3 129733 5450 2202 648 
5 121553 55n . 1800 582 
8' 116902 4495 1442 505 
II 87640 . 2149 933 138 

HI 
3 13830 12997 833 1086 
6 13025 12192 833 835 
8 12088 11422 666 805 
10 9347 8865 482 641 

" ',' 
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Question I. 7 	 Indicate the total number of students and number of regular education 
students, students with'disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 
plan), Iimited-Englisl1proficient (LEP) stUdents, and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade Total Regular Ed. Special Ed. LEP, Migrant 
IA 

3 35004 5538 592 136 
4, 34918 5998 614 130 
5 36450 6043 501 126 
6 37604 5731· 504 122 
7 37890 5569 411 95 
8 38801 5759 398 109 
9 40892 5461 473 105 
10 40277 4925 338 76 
II 38093 ,3955 356 45 
12 35650 3559 262 46 

ID 

3 18398 n09 758 
4 18527 n80 683 
5 18238 nl8 610 
6 18077 2159 579 
7 19048 2002 565 
8 19696 1897 565 
9 20431 ' 1740 ' 508 
10 19957 1561 415 
II 18171 1320 301 

IL 

3 157765 . . 15007 179 
4 146478 12358 148 
6 159902 8710 119 
7 148381 6859 98 
8 145853 6n8 90 
10 142442 5398 63 
II 130581 4153 51 

IN 
3 68783 1393 
6 63966 1203 
8 64825 1423 
10 68676 5099 

KS 
3 34941 29976 4965 1474 916 
4· 35219 30239 4980 1244 885 
5 35433 30776 4657 1040 789 
7 37439 32932 4507 818 625 
8 36920 32786 4134 785 576 
10 36560 33207 3353 605 464 
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Question 1.7 	 Indicate the total number~of students and number of regular education 
students. students with disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 
plan). limited-English proficient (LEP) students. and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade Total Regular Ed. Special Ed. LEP Migrant 
KY 

4 46464 40759 5705 131 1164 
5 47141 .41127 6014 128 1100 
7 49267 44093 5174 94 918 
8 48798 44270 4528 163 706 
I I 40659 38312 2347 114 171 
12 38820 37317 1503 87 96 

LA 
3 57845 51215 6630 
4 57385 50013 73n 
5 57391 49544 .. 7847 
6 60137 51388 8749 
7 61747 52360 9387 
8 55787 4nOO 8087 
9 65288 55755 9533 
10 54684 47439 n45 
II 45701 39796 5905 

HA 
3 77598 6n33 5783 4582 na 
4 76365 , 609n 12497 2891 na 
8 70053 57603 10844 1606 na 
10 62462 52371 8286 1805 na 

HD 
3 664~2 8537 
5 63554 9824 
8 60010 8607 
9 661n 9138 
10 5nll 6640 
II 51580 5086 
12 46532 4002 

HE 
4 16884 
8 17356 
II 14032 

HI 
4 110000 17000 1150 619 
5 110000 16000 1100 . 584 
7 110000 14392 900 482 
8 108000 13600 850 482 
II 102006 3000 120 SO 
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Question 1.7' Indicate the total number of students and number. of regular education 
.	students, students with disabilities (students that have IEP or·Section 504 
plan), limited-English proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who 
are enrolled ,at the g~des at which you test. 

State Grade· Total Regular Ed. Special Ed. LEP Migrant 
MN 

MO 
3 70067 57891 11711 465 243 
4 69008 56747 11798 463 219 
7 70991 59570 10181 340 182 
8 69748 59595 9785 368 163 
10 68587 . 60584 7674 329' 127 
II 60498 53799· 6429 270 73 

"' 
MS 

4 38266 na na na na 
5 37085 na na na na 
6 37645 na na na na 
7 39892 na na na na 
8 38455 na na na na 
9 41768 na' na na na 
II ·29499 na na na na 

MT 

4 11800 na na na na 
8 12900 . na na na na 
II 12200 na na. na na 

. Ne 

3 98389 8685~ 11199 1197 
4 94109 82783., 11141 1026 
5 91566 80625 IOn8 897 , 

6 91669 81021. 10448 758 
7 91267 81136 9880 708 

.8 87903 788n 8835 665 
10 73976 69468 4329 429 

ND 
4 9354 7922 1200 232 
6 9745 8246 1179 320 
8 10061 8n7 1080 254 
10 10438 9386 9n 75 

NE 


NH· 
3 ,16641' , 14250 2199 192 
6 16266 13789 2292 185 
10 13862 12498 12n 92 
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Question 1.7 Indicate the total number of students and number of regular education 
students, students with disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 
plan), limited-English proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade ' Total RegUlar Ed.' 
'. 

Special Ed. lEP Migrant 
NJ 

NM K 24345 
,I 26715 

2 :25996 
3·25756 
4 25521 
5 25887, 

6 25712 ' 
7 ' 25996 

, 8 25512 

9 29845 
10 26201 
II 21956 

, 12 18075 

NV 
4 23396 18116 3120 ' 2600 . 

8 

10 • 
II 
12 

21910 
21344 

\ 18638 
; , 

15758 . 

17698 
, 17895 

15760 
13680 

2556 
2210. 
1899, 
1502 

,1656 
1239'. 
, , ' 

979 
,·576 

NY 

) 

3 
4 
5 
6 
8 
9 

. 10 

II 
1'2 

26J860 
240926 
241248, 
239587 
209325 
260260 
225458 
184222 

, 15722;7 

231291 
. 211065 

210118 , 
20811,9 
187955 
2)3805 
,206016 
169239. 
145552 

30569 
29861 
31130 
31468 

, 21370 

26455 
19442 
14983 
11675 

OH 
4 
6 
9 

137422, 
140932 
158700 

12 114971 
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Question 1.7 	 Indicate the total number of students and number of regular education 
students, students with disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 , 
plan), limited-English proficient (LEPfstudents, and migrant students who . 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State "Grade Total Reg!;!lar Ed. Seecial Ed. lEP Migrant 

OK K na na na na na 
I na na na na na 
2 na . na na .na na 
3 47602 na 6877 na 307 
4 na , na na na na 
5 47356 na· 6557 na 240 
6 na na na na na 
7 ' 49571 na 6044 na 213 
8 48897 na . 5690 na 212 
9 na na na na . na 
10 na na na . na na 
II 41543 na '4326 na 1.13 
12 na na na na na 

OR 

·3 43050 
5 41940 
8 41839 
10 39554 

'PA 
5, . 136488· 
6 139147 ' 
8 135023 . 
9 152359 
II 139059 

PR 
3 51235 2843 1186 
6 47950 2420 1182 
9 +10.19 1584 . 1165 
II 38100 946 795 
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Question 1.7 Indicate the total number or students and number of regular education 
students, students with disabilities (students that have IEP or Section S04 
plan). limited-English proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade Total Resular Ed. S~cial Ed. LEP Misrant· 

TX 
3 300185 258039 42146 53980 6304 

·4 302450 255504 46946. . ,47570 .. 6636 
5 296957 249419 47538 .39289 60/3 
6 297590 253013 44487 31499 5999 
7 300777 258206 42571 26019 6159 
8 296681 255695 40986 24661 6357 
10 257832 228706 29126 16471 4S06 

.11 53564 44842 8722 8079 1683 
12 22318 18185 ·4133 3823 825 

UT 
5 35304 
8 35559 
II 38138 

VA 


VI 
3 1618 1557 61 
6 1612 ' 1550 62 
8 1480 1396 84 
II 1050 981 169 

VT 
2 8018 5184 733 65 
4 7971 5596 1109. 62 
5 BOB3 6355 
6 81SO IOB5 36 
8 8258 5827 1123 4S 
9 8694 
10 7794 6299 86S 64 
I I ·7132 
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.. 
Question 1.7 	 Indicate the total number of students and number of regular education 

students. students with disabilities (students that have IEP or Section 504 
plan). limited-English proficient (LEP) students, and migrant students who 
are enrolled at the grades at which you test. 

State Grade Total Regular Ed. Special Ed. LEP Migrant 
WA. K na· ~a na na na 

I na na na na , na 
2 na na . na na na 
1 na na na na na 
4 75322 na 9322 4no 950 
5 na na na na na 
6 na na na na na 
7 m95 'na .8735 3186 575. 
8 76664 na 8174 2969 ,400 
9 na na na na na 

. 10 na na na na na 
II 70242 na 5983 ·2440 460 
12 . na na na na na 

WI 
1 63765 53874 n66 2125 
4' 63182 55861 7321 1550 368 
8 66305 59271 7034 1110 284 
10 69660 63465 6195 899 354 

:WV K 24000 
I 24000 
2 23800 
1 22000 
4· 21000 

·5 22000 
6 21000 
7 22000 
8 22000 , 
9 23000 
10 22000 
1.1 21000 
12 21000 

WY 
9 8273 7446 827 206 14 
10 8390 7551 839 138 31 
II 7468 6n2 746 171 21 
12 . 7061 6355 706 126 9 
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Counting only permanent SEA employees assigned to your state·sQuestion 1.8 assessment unit, how many full·time equivalents (FTEs) worked on any 
aspect of the assessment programs ~escribed in this survey, plus any related 
development projects, during 1997·981 ' 

'Question 1.9 Indicate the total budget for 1997·98 assessment programs described in this 
, survey, plus any related developmental projects. Include all internal 'and 

external costs, such as staffing, travel, contractual, and other costs in your 
estimate. 

State Professional FTEs SupPOrt FTEs Total Expenditures 

AK ..5 $130,000.00 

AL 6 2 $3,300,000.00 

AR 2 2' 

AZ 2 $3,000,000.00 

CA II 8 

CO 2 $1,800,100.00 

CT 10 ,2 $4,547,320.00 

DE 5 3 $2,240,000.00 

DoDEA 2 $1,400,000.00 

$9,300,000.00FL 
! 

c 

3 $5,948,312.00GA 

2 $690,115.00 

lA' 

ID .s '.5' $948,000.00 

, IL 12 2 $6,290,000.00 

IN 4 2' . $14,000,000.00 

KS 1.5 $905,000.00 

KY 20 5 $8,100,000.00 

LA 13 ' 2 , $3,925,000.00 

MA 6 2 $10,700,000.00 

MD 9. 3 $8,800,000.00 

ME 0 $1,500,000.00 

MI 9 6 $7,000,000.00 

MN" I I ,$3,000,000.00 

MO 5 2 $8,000,000.00 

MS 6 3 $4,662,748.00 

MT .5 , 1 $150,000.00 

HI 
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" . 

Counting only permanent SEA employees assigned to your ~te'sQuestion .1.8 
assessment unit, how many full-time. equivalents (FTEs) worked on any 
aspect of the assessment programs described in this surVey, plus any related 
development projects, during 1997 -98? 	 . 

Question 1.9 	 Indicate the total budget for 1997-98 assessment progr.ams described in this 
survey, plus any related developmentalpro;ects. Include all internal and 

, , f 	 • 

external costs, such as staffing, travel, contractual, and oth'er costs in your 
estimate. 

State ' Professional FTEs' Sueegrt FTEs Total Exeenditures 

NC 8 ' I , $6,790,000.00 


NO 2 2 ' ',$600,000.00 


NE 


NH . 3 1:5 . $2.000,000.00 


NJ 15.5 4 


NM 2 


3'.NV 2.5 $1,142;975.00 


,.NY 21 16 
 -
,OH 7 2 ' ,,$10,555,000.00 

OK 5' 2. $3,098,671.00 

OR 7 4' $3.500,000.00: . 
.. 

PA .10 .6. $6.000,000.00 


PR 6 4 ' $1,223,400:00 


RI 5 2 $1,800,000.00 


SC 9 $3.810,141.37 


SO .5" '.1 $250,000.00 


TN II' 7.5 


TX 44 6 $27,370,640.00 ' 


UT 4 4 


VA 6 3 $8.479,898.35 


VI 10 $300,000.00 


VT' 4 2 '. $1,800,000.00 ' 


WA 5, 4:, $5.400,000.00 


WI 10 $4,000,000.00 


WV 4,' " 5 ~ I,000,000.00 


WY .5 .5 $300,000.00 

, ,'" 

'. , ' 
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Assessment Types Grades 
I =Multiple-choice. multiple correct answer P=Preschool 
2=Multiple-choice. with student explanation K=Kindergarten 
3=Short constructed response ' 1-12=Grade 
4=Extended constructed response 
5=Observation 
6=Hands-on perfonnance assess. (individual or group) 
7=Portfolios or learning record " ' 
8=Projects, exhibitions. or demonstrations 

Status* 
I =Plan to develop 
2= Funded. not started 
3= Begun development 
4= Complete ' 
5= Piloted. being refined 
6= Ready for use 

, 7= In use 

Availability 
I=' Not available/secured 
2=May be examined, but not used 
3=AII are available 
4=Some are availa,ble 
5=AII available after use 
6=Some available after use 

9=Computer-adaptive assessment . *Mark the number that indicates ,the furthest you have gone in each 

IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31. 1998 ' , 

II=Exampies of student work . 
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Question 2.1 	 Has your state developed or does it plan to develop any approaches to 
asseSsment other than single-choice multiple-choice 
items? 

State 	 Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

OE 	 Mathematics 3,4;10 , 3,5,8,10 7 6 

Reading 3,4,10 3,5,8,10 6 7 

Writing 4 3,5,8.10 7 6 

Science 3.4,10 3.5,8.10 5 

Social Studies 3.4.10 3.5,8.10 5 

OoOEA 	Mathematics 3 3-11 7 2 
Reading 3 3-11 2 7 

Writing 4 3-11 7 6 

Other LA 3 3-11 7 2 
Science 3 3-11 7 2 
Social Studies 3 3-11 7 2 

FL 	 Mathematics 1,3,4 5,8,10 6 

Reading 1,3,4 4,8,10 1 6 

Writing 4 4,8,10 6 

GA 	 Mathematics 1,3,4,6, Other 1- 8 3 1 

Reading 1,3,4,6. Other I - 8 r 3, 

Writing 4 3,5,8, II 7 

Other LA ' r, 3. 4, 6, 'Other I ~ 8 3 1 

Science I, 3, 4, 6, Other 1-8· 

Social Studies I, 3, 4, 6, Other 1-8 

HI 

.other (specify:) To be determined 

IA 

10 	 Mathematics 4,6 4,8 7 5 

Writing 4,6 4,8, II 7 5 

Science 6 6,10 1 

IL 	 Mathematics 3 35810 6 I 

Reading 3 35810 6 
Writing 4 35810 6 

Science 47 II 

Social Studies 3 4711 4 I 

Health Ed. 4711 

Physical Ed. 4711 

IN 	 Mathematics 1,3 3,6,8,10 7 4 

Reading 3,6,8,10 4 7 

Writing 4 3,6,8,10 7 

Assessment Types Grades S~tus* Availability 

I =Multiple-choice, mUltiple correct answer P=Preschool I =Plan to develop I = Not available/secured 

2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation K=Kindergarten 2= Funded, not started 2=May be examined, but not used, 

3=Short constructed response 1-12='Grade 3= Begun development3=AII are available ' 

4=Extended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 
5=Observation 5= Piloted, being refined 5=AII available after use 
6= Hands-on. perfonnance assess. (indiVidual or'group) 6= Ready for use . 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfolios or learning record " 7= In use 
8=Projects, exhibitions; or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicate's the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31. 1,998 ' 
II =Examples of student work 
12=Other ,PART!! PAGE 2 
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Question 2.1 Has your state developed or ~oes it plan to develop any approaches to( 
assessment other than single-choice multiple-choice 
items? 

State Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

KS 	 Mathematics 4,7,10 7 

Reading 3,7,10 7 

Writing 4 5,8,10 7 

Science I 5; 8,10 7 

Social Studies 5,8,.11 5 

KY Mathematics . 1,4 5,8,11 6 6 

Reading 1,4 4.7.1 f 6 6 

Writing 4.7 4.7.12 6 6 

Science 1.4 4,7,11 6 6 

Social Studies 1.4 .5.8.11 6 6 

Civics/Gov't 1.4 5.8,11 6 6 

Economics 1,4 5.8.11 6 6 

Geography 1,4 5,8,11 6 6 

History 1,4 5.8.11 6 6 

Health Ed. 1;4 5.8.11 6 6 

Physical Ed. .1'1,4 5.8.11 6 6' 

Dance 1.4 5.8.11 6 6 

Music 1,4 5.8.11 6 6 

Theatre 1.4 . 5.8,11 6 4 

Visual Arts 1,4 5,8,11 6 6 

Employ. Skills 1,4 5,8,11 '6 6 

CareerNoc. Ed. 1.4 5,8.11 6 6 

Other (specify:) I. 4 Humanities 5.8.1 r 6 6 

LA 	 Mathematics 4 4.8.10 5 6 

Reading 3,4 4.8,:10 6 5 

Writin~ 4 4,8,10 5 6 

Other LA 3 4,8,10 5 6 

Science' 3,4 4,8, II 3 .6 

Social Studies 4 .:4,8.11 3 6 

MA Mathematics 

Reading 

Writing 

Other LA 

Science 

Social Studies 

History 

Foreign Lang. 

1,3. 
')~ I 

4 

1,3 

1,3 

1.3 

1.3 

1.3 

4,8.10 

3 

4.8,10 

4,8.10 

4,8,10 

.4.8,10 

4,8.10 

4,8,10 

7 	 6 
, 7 

7 6 

7 6 

7 6 

5 gr.4; 6 gr. 8 & 10 

5 gr.4; 6 gr. 8 & 10 

I 

Assessment Types 	 Grades, Status* Availability 
I =Multiple-choice. multiple correct answer. P=Pn:!school I =Plan to develop I = Not available/secured 
2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation . K=K,ndergarten 2= 'Funded, not started .2=May be examined. but not used 
3=Short constructed response . 1-12=Grade 3= Begun development 3=AII are available 
4=Extended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available' 
5=Observation 5= Piloted. being refined 5=AII available after use 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individl.lal or group) , 6= Ready for use 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfolios or learning record . 7= In use' 
8=Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 

, 9=Computer-adaptive assessment . *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as of ~uguSt 31. 1998 
II =Examples of student work 
12=Other PAR.T II . PAGE 3 



Question 2.1 Has your state developed or does it plan to. develop any approaches to 
assessment other than single-choice·multiple-choice 
items? 

State 	 Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

MD Mathematics 'Performance 3,5,8 7 4 
Assessment 

, 

7Reading Performance 3.5,8 	 4 

Assessment 


Writing Performance 3,5,8 7 
 4 
. Assessment 

Other LA Performance 3,5,8 7 4 
Assessment 

Science Performance 3,5,8 7 4 
Assessment 

Social Studies Performance 3,5,8 7 4 
Assessment 

ME 	 Mathematics 3 

Reading 3 

Writing 3 

Science 3 

Social Studies 3 

Civics/Gov't 3 

Geography 3 
History 3 

Health Ed. 3 

Physical Ed. 3 

Foreign Lang. 3 

Employ. Skills 3 

Other (specify:) 3 Technology 

HI 	 MathematicS 3 II 7 4 

Reading 4 II 4 7 

Writing 4 5,8, II 7 4 

Science 6,3 5,8 7 4 

Social Studies 3,4 5,8, II ·6 4 

Employ. Skills 7 High School 

.l 

Assessment Types 	 GradeS. Status* Availability 
I =Multiple-choice, multiple correct answer . P=Preschool I=Plan to develop I = Not available/secured 
2=Multiple-choice. with student explanation K=KindergartE!n 2= Funded, not started 2=May be examined, but not used 
3=Short constructed response . 1-12=Grade 3= Begun development 3=AlI are available 
4=Extended c<;>nstructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 
S=Observation . 5= Piloted,. being refined· 5=AlI available after use 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 6= Ready for use 6=Some available after use . 
7=Portfolios or learning record ·7= In use. 
8=Project5, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the numb.er thafindicates the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31, 1998 
I I =Examples of student work 
12=Other PART II PAGE 4 



Question 2.1 	 Has your state developed or does it plan to develop any approaches to 
assessment other than single-choice multiple-choice 
items? 

, 
State Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

MN' . Mathematics 1.3.7.8. II K-12 1.5 4 

Reading, 1.3.7.8" I K~12 4 1,5 

Writing 1,3.7.8, K-12 1,5 4 
1 

Other LA 1,3,7,8, K·12 1.5 4 

Science 1,3,7.8, I K-12 1,5 4 

Social Studies' 1,3,7,8, K-12 1,5 4 

Civics/Gov't 1,3,7,8, K-12 1.5 4 

Economics 1,3,7; 8, K-12 1,5 4 

Geography 1,3,7,8, I K-12 1.• 5 4 

History 1,3,7,8, f K-12 1;5 4 

Health Ed. 1,3.7,8, K-12 1,5 4 

PhysiCal Ed. 1,3,7,8, K.:12 1,5 4 
Dance 1,3,7,8, K-12 1,5 4 

Music I; 3, 7; 8, K-12 1,5 '4 

Theatre 1,3,7,8, K-12 1.5 4 
Visual Arts 1,3,7,;8, K-12 1.5 4 
Foreign Lang. 1,3,7.8. II K-12 1.5 4 

MO Mathematics 3,4, Other 4.8,10 7 .;.6 

Reading 3,4, Other 3,7, II 6 7 

Writing 3,4 3,7, II 7 6 

Science 3,4, Other 3,7,10. 7 6 

Social Studies 3, 4,. Other' 4,8, 'I i . 3 
Civics/Gov't 3,4, Other 4,8, II 3 
Economics 3,4, Other 4,8, II 3 

Geography 3;4, Other ,4,8•. 11 3 
History 3,4,12 4.8. II 3 
'Health Ed. 3,4.12 5,9 3 

Physical Fd. 3.4.12 ' 5,9 3 
Dance 12 5 3 
Music 12 ,5 3 

Theatre 12 5 3 

Visual Arts 12 5 3 

Other (specify:) Singl~choice; , 
multiple-choice 

used in combination 
with other item 
types in subjects 

other than fine arts. 

Assessment Types Grade~ • status· Availability 

I=Multiple.choice. multiple correct,answer P=PreschOoI I =Plan to develop I = Not available/secured 

2=Multiple-choice. with student explanation K=Ki~dergarten 2= Funded. not started 2=Maybe examined. but not used 

3=Short constructed response . 1·12=Grade '3= Begun development 3=AII are available 

4=Extended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 

5=Observation 5= .Plloted. being refined 5=AII available after use 

6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 6= Ready for use ' 6=Some available after use 

7=Portfolios or learning record 7= In use 

8=Projects. exhibitions. or demonstrations 

9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 

IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31. 1998 . . 

II =Examples of student work. 

12=Other PART II PAGES 




Question2;' " Has your statedeveloped or does it plan.to develop any approathes to 
assessment otherthan single~choice multiple-choice ' .' ' 
items? 

State Subject Assessment Types Grade status Availability 

MS Mathematics A:3,4 B:3,4 A:4-9; B:enrolled 
students 

7 

Writing 

Other LA 

Science 

History 

4 
3,4 

3,4 

3~4 

II 
4-9 

enrolled students 

enrolled students 

7 

7 
7, 

'7 

I 
I. 

MT 

NC Mathematics 

Reading 

Writing 

3 

J 
4 

4,8 
' 4.8 

4.7 

6 

5 
6 

5 
6 

5 

NO' Mathematics 

Reading 

Writing 

Other LA 

4 
4 

.4 
4 

'1-12 

1-12 
1,-12 

1-12 

3 

3 
6 

4 

6 
.3, 

'" 

NE 

NH Mathematics 4' 3,6, 10 7 4 
Reading 4 '3,6.10 .4 7 

Writing 4 3,6,10 7 4 
, Other LA 4 " 3,6,10 j 4 

Science 4 6.10 7 4 
Social Studies " , 4 6. 10 7 "4 
Civics/Gov't 4 6,10 7 " '4·" 
Economics 4 ,'6,10 7 4 

Geography 

History 

4 
4, 

6. 10 
.6,10 

7' 

7 

4 

4 

NJ Mathematics 3,4 4.8, II 7 'I 
Reading 3,4 4.8. II I 7 , 

" 

Writing 3,4 4.8; II 7 'I 

Other LA 3.4.8 4,8. II 7 I' 

Science 3.4,6' 4,,8 6 I 

Social Studies 3,4 4,8 3 
Dan'ce 3,4,8 4,8 3 

'Music 3,4,8 4,8 3 I 
" 

Theatre 3,4,8 4,8 3 I 

Visual Arts 3,4,8, 4,8 ,3 
" CareerNoc. Ed. 3,4 4,8 3 

Assessment Types Grades Status· Availability 
I=Multiple-choice, mUltiple correct ansy.'er. P=Preschool I =Plan to develop· , I= Not available/secured 
2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation . K=Kindergarten 2= Funded, not started " 2=May be examined, but not"used 
3=Short constructed resp~nse 1-12=Grade 3= Begun development 3=AII are available 
4=Extended constructed response '4= Complete 4=Some are av~ilable 
S=Observation ,', 5= Piloted, being refined, S=AII available after use 
6=Hands-on perionnance assess. (individual or group) 6= Ready for use 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfolios or leaming'record ' , 7= In use ' , 

8=Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment , *Mark the number 'that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31 , 1998 ' , 
II =Examples of student work 
12=Other' ,PART II 'PAG~6 



Question 2.1 Has your state developed or does it plan to. develop any approaches to 
assessment other than single-choice multiple-choice 

State 

NM 

NV 

NY 

OH 

items? 

"Subject' Assessm~nt Types 

Mathematics 1,3 

Reading 3,4 

Writing ~I, 3 


Other LA ,
13" 

Science I, ,3 

Social Studies 1,3, 


Civi~s/Gov't 1,3 

Economics ' 1,3, 

Geography 1,3 

History 1,3 


Mathematics 2,3,4, 

~eading 3,4 
Writing , - 4 
Science 3,4 

Mathematics ' 3,4,10 

Writing 4 

Science ' 3,4, 6, 8, 10' 

Social Studies 6,8 

History 3,4 

Foreign Lang. 3,4,8, 12 

CareerNoc. Ed. 3 


Mathematics 1,3,4, 10 
Reading . 1,3,4 
Writing 4 
Science I, j, 4 

~ocial Studies 1.3,4 
Other (specify:) Math. RIW, Sc,: .3, 4, 

5,8 

Grade 

4,6,8,10 
4;6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 ' 

4,6,8,10 
4;6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 
4,6,8,10 

3,5, 11112 
3,5,11112, 
4,8, 11112 . 

, ,. 

' 3,5; 11/12 


8-12 


5,8,9,11 

4,8,9-12 


4-8 

10, II 


8, 10, II 

9-12 


4,6,9,11,12 

4,6,9, 1'1, 12 


4,6,9, 1.2 

4,6',9, II; .12 


4.6,9, 12 

1,2,3,5,7 


Status' Availability , 

6', 

I 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 

1 
I 

7 

7 
7 
7 
7 
7 
7 

1,6 

I 

6 


1.6 

6 

6 


6 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I , 

5 

3 

3 
4 
4 
3, 

5 
3 

1,6 
I 

I 
5 

OK 

Writing 6 5,8, II 7 

OR' Mathematics 4,7,9 3,5,8,10,12 7,7,1 
,

5,1, 
Reading 2,5,7,9 3,5,8, I0, 12 2,2,5, I 5,6,7,1 

Writing 4 3,5,8, I0, 12 7 5 
Other LA' (Speaking) 5 3,5,8, I0,12 6 3 
Science 2,3,7,9 . 5,8,10,12 1,1,6,1 

Social Studies 2,3,4,7,9 , 5;8,10,12 I 
Employ. Skills 3,5,6.11 ,12 

Assessment Types Grades Status*, Availability 
I =Multiple-choice, multiple correct answer, P=Preschool I =Plan to develop I= Not available/sec,ured 
2=Multiple-choice,with student explanation K=Kindergarten 2= Funded, not started 2=May be examined, but not used 
3=Short constructed response I ~ 12=Grade' 3= Begun development 3=Allare available 
4=Extended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 
5=Observation ' 5= Piloted, being refined 5=AII available after use 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 6= Ready for use 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfoli~s or learning record 7= In use 
8=Project5, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31, 1998 
II =Examples of studentwork 
12=Other ' PARTII , pAGE 7 



Question 2.1"' Has your state developed or does it plan ,to develop any approaches to 
aSsessment other than single-choice multiple-choice 
items? • 

State . Subject Assessment Types Grade· Status Availability 

PA 	 MathematiCs . 1;2,3,4 5,8,1 J .4 1,6 

Reading 1.2,3.4 5.8,11 1,6 4 

Writing· 4 6,9 4 1,6 

PR 1-12 3 2 

Reading 1·12 1 

Writing )·12 I 

Science 1,.12 3 2 

Social Studies 	 1·12 

Foreign Lang. 	 1-12 

RI Mathematics 2.3.4 4;8,10 7 
7,Reading 2.3.4 4.8 I 

Writing 4 ,3.7,10 7 5 

Health Ed. 2,3.4 5,9 7 

SC Mathematics 2.3 1-12 5,6 4 

Reading 2.3 1·12 4 5.6 
Writil)g 2.3,4 1·12 4,6 

Science 2.3 1-12 3,5 '4 

Social Studies 2,3,4 1-12 

, CiYics/Gov't 2,3,4 1-12 

Economics 2,3,4 1-12 

Geography 2,3,4 I· 12 

History 2.3.4 I· 12 
Other (specify:) listening 2.3 1·12 6 1.4 

SD 


TN Mathematics 7 K·12 3 

Reading 7 K·12 3 

Writing 7 K·12 3 

Other LA 7 K·12 3 

Science 7 K-12· 3 

Social Studies 7 K·12 3 

Employ. Skills 7 1·12 3 

TX 
Writing 4 4,8.10 7 6 

Other LA 3,4 9,10, II, 12 7 6 

Ot.her (specify:) Alternative K·8 3 I 
Assessment 3,4 

Assessment Types , Grades 
I =Multiple-choice, multiple correct answer P=Preschool 
2=Multiple-choice. with st~dent explanation K=Kindergarten 
3=Short constructed response 1-12=Grade 
4=Extended constructed response 
S=Observation ' 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 

. 7=Portfolios or learning record 
8=Projecu. exhibitions. or demonstrations 

Status* 
I =Plan to develop 
2= Funded. not started 
3= Begun development 
4= Complete 
5= Piloted. being refined 
6= Ready for use 
7= In use 

Availability 
I = Not available/secured 
2=May be examined. but not used 
3=AII are available 
4=Some are available 
S=AII availableaher use 
6=Some available aher use 

9=Computer~adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you' have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response , subject area as of August 31. 1998 
II =Examples of student work 
i2=Other PART II PAGES 
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Question 2~ I 	 Has your state dev~loped or does it plan to develop any approaches to 
assessment other than single-choice multiple-choice . . 
items? 

State 	 Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

UT 	 Mathematics 6 1-12 5,7 2 
Reading 6 1-6 2 7 

Writing 6 1-12 7 3 
Science 6 1-6 7 2 
Social Studies 6 1-6 7 2 

Visual Arts 6 1-6 7 2 

VA 
Writing 4 5,6,8. II 7 

VI 	 Mathematics 1,4 3,6,8,11 3 3 

Reading 1,4 3,6,8,11 3 .3 

Other LA 1,4 3,6.8.11 3 3 
Science 1,4 3,6,8.11 3 3 

Social Studies 1.4 3,6.8;11 3 3 

VT 	 Mathematics 7 4.8.10 7 3 

Writing 	 7 5,8 7 ,2 

WA 	 Mathematics 3,4 4,7,10 4 
Reading 3,4 4; 7,10 I 4 
Writing 4 4,7, 10 4 I 
Other LA 3,4 4,7,10 4 
Science 3,4 8,10 3 
Social Studies 3,4 5,8,10 
Civics/Gov't 3,4 5; 8,10 

.Geography 3,4 5,8, 10 
History 3,4 5,8, 10 
Health Ed. 3,4 5,8, 10 I 

Physical Ed. 3,4 5.8, 10 
Dance 3,4 5,8, 10 

Music 3,4 5,8, 10 I 
Theatre 3,4 5,8,10 . I ., 

,.Visual Arts 3,4 5,8, 10' 

WI 


WV 


Assessment Types Grades . Status* Availability 
I =Multiple-choice. multiple correct answer P=Preschool I =Plan to develop . I = Not available/secured 
2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation. K=Kindergarten 2= Funded, not started 2=May be examined, but not used 
3=Short constructed response 1-12=Grade 3= Begun development 3=AII are available 
4=Extended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 
5=Observation . 5= Piloted. being refined 5=AII available after use 
6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or "group) 6= Ready for use 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfolios or learning record . 7= In use 
8=Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 
IO=Gridded response subject area as Of August 31. 1998 . . 
II = Exampies of student work 
12=Other PART II PAGE 9 
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Question 2.1 	 Has your state developed or does it plan to develop any approaches to 
assessment other than single~choice multiple-choice 
items? . 

State Subject Assessment Types Grade Status Availability 

WY Mathematics 1,3,4 ·4,8, II 3 6 

Reading 1.3.4 4.8, II 6 3 
Writing 6 4,8, II 3 6 

Employ. Skills 5 9,10,.11,12 7. 3 

CareerNoc. Ed. 5 9,10, II, 12 7. 3 

Assessment Types . Grades Status· Availability 
I =Multiple-choice. multiple correct answer P=Preschool I =Plan to develop . I = Not available/secured 
2=Multiple-choice, with student explanation K=Kindergarten 2= Funded, not started 2=May be examined. but not used 
3=Short constructed response 1-12=Grade 3= Begun development 3=AII are available 
4=E:xtended constructed response 4= Complete 4=Some are available 
5=Observation' . 5= Piloted, being refined 5=AII available after use 

. 6=Hands-on performance assess. (individual or group) 6= ReadyJor use . 6=Some available after use 
7=Portfolios or learning record 7= In use .. 

8=Projects, ex~ibitions, or demonstrations 
9=Computer-adaptive assessment *Mark the number that indicates the furthest you have gone in each 

IO=Gridded response subject area as of August 31, 1998 

II =Examples of student work 

12=Other PART II PAGE 10 




Question 2.2. I What was your 1997-98 plan' f~r IASA Title I assessment and evaluation? 
, What measureswere used?, 

State" 	 Respon'se 

AK , California Achievell'!ent Test, 5th edition. 

AL 	 The State Department of Education (SDE) uses the battery scores in grades 3-11 following the sp'ring 
administration of the Stanford Achievement Test, 9th edition, to identify students, schools, and school, 
systems in 3 performance levels:' lowest level, Academic Alert; second"proficient" level, Academic 
Caution; top "advanced" level, Academic Clear. ' 

AR 	 Norm referenced testing at grades 5, 7, and 10; criterion re~renced testing at 'grade 4 

AZ 	 We were in a transitional year. DistriCts self-identified schools in need of improvement. 

CA 	 In 97-98 the plan was based on local accountability systems that were required to meet certain criteria 
established by CDE. DistriCts were required to have assessments for every T I student, K-12. 
Districts were required tQ have multiple measures for at least one grade level in each of the IASA 
grade spans. All districts were required to use the SAT9 (STAR test) for grades 2-1 I. The SAT9 was 
required for. everyone except that for l..EP students districts were to use a norm-referenced primary 
language test. ' , 

CO " 	 The Colorado Student Assessment Program and transitional assessment results were combined into 
s.chool indexes at the elementary level. Middle/Junior and Senior High school indexes were computed 
using traditional assessment results. Traditional assessments are standards-based assessments by 
,major publishers that vary across school distriCts; , 

CT Title I schpols and distriCts are accountable for their students' performance on the Connecticut 
Mastery Test (CMD and Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPl) but the accountability 
models differ slightly for c:MT and CAPT. CMT results are attributed to the school that each student 
attended during the previous school year because the CMT is administered at the beginning of each 
school year. Schools where students take the CAPT are considered accountable for their current 
students' pe,rformance because the CAPT is administered during the spring. For Title I schools that 
'only serve students prior to grade three (e.g;, PK, K-I, or K-2 school), school-level assessment 
information is provided based upon where students in these sending schools generally attend third 
grade. This allows schools that serve only younger students to receive information about how their 
students tend to perform on later tests of reading. writing, and mathematics without imposing 
assessment requirements, that' may be inappropriate for young ch ilaren. 

\ , 	 , 

DE 	 The DSTP reading and mathematics results. Because we have only one year's results, we are using the 
gap in' scores of Title I participants and non-participants. Allowable gap for this year has not yet been 
determined. 

DoDEA 	DoDEA does not 'participate in Title I. DoDEA does have a Compensatory Education program but 
does not have, special assessments, qualifYing tests or a recent, evaluation of this program. 

FL 

GA 

PART II PAGE II 
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, 	 ' , 

Question' 2.2.1 What was your 1997-98 plan forJASA Title I assessment ,and evaluation? 
, What measures were used? " ',' ' 

State ,~ 	 Response 

HI, 	 Interim plan approved June '97 which included transition period during which measures and 
, appropriate procedures would be determined.' , 


I Stanford 8th edition - Reading 

2 Stanford 8th edition' - Math. 

3 Average Daily Attendance. 

School selected student achievement indicator. 


IA 	 Review of local standards. annual improvement goals and student achievement by the state 
department. Each school district must file an annual report with the department. Although testing 
decisions reside at the local level, the state of Iowa lIses the student achievement data from the 
ITBSIITED to report to the state. Three ac;hievement levels were defined by the percentile-rank 
groups of 1-40, .41-89,90-99. Data for groups and subgroups will be reported at the state level using 
these achievement levels. ". 

Title I assessment and evaluation included building and district reports of required demographic 
information and Adequate Yearly'Progress. Measures of AD.Y included: State Assessment (lTBS, 
Direct writing, Direct math) 50%. ,Multiple Measures - 50% *If muitiple measures were not used. State 
Assessment - 100% ' " , 

IL 	 Basic criterion:.percent of student, IGAP scores at Level I (Le.•) "(does not meet state standards)" 
, 	 , 

IN 	 Reviewed schools based on percentage of Essential Skill items correct with emphasis on Essential Skills 
scores'aridde-emphasi~ing the NRT. Fall '97 to 98,'transitionalassessment'use'2 NRT scores,(+/. SD 
to create ranges) and one percent range based on having 2 ~ut of 3 students pass both LA and Math 
proficiency standards. 

KS 	 State assessment, other local indi<;:ators 
, 	 , , . 

KY Title I assessment and evaluation is aligned with t~e Kent,ucky ~sessment system, KIRIS. School and 

'district indices are used to assess and'evaluate local programs. ' - '" 


LA 	 The 1998-98 IASA Title I plan used criterion-referenced testing as the r~porting measure. The criteria 
for moying into School Improvement was based on a standard 'of having less than an 80% passing rate 
in English or Mathematics without a I % growth the follow!ng year. 

MA 	 A transitional assessment was used., 

MO ,State regulations~'established stud~nt performance (Maryland School Performance Program and MD 

School Performance Assessment) , ' 


ME 	 The MEA is utilized as the state's title I measure:' , 

-' 
MI 	 Title I assessment and evaluations were based on each Title I school's results on,the state assessments 

in matherriatics~ reading~ science, and writing. 

MN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments at grades 3 and 5 or NRT with NCE scores. This was a 

transition eva,luation period.. ' 


MO 	 'Used large-s<;ale assessmen~ administered to all students across the state. 

MS 	 Same as regular state assessments in Gr 4-9 (ITBSITAP + performance series). 

PART" PAGE 12,· 



Question 2.2.1 . What was your 1997·98 plan for IASA ritle I assf!ssment and evaluation? 
Wl:lat measures were used? ' 

State 	 Response 

MT 	 Use current measures as transition, with the addition of reporting by stanine distribution, stanines 

grouped into proficiency levels • 


. NC Basedon state's ABC's Acco.untability Programs 

NO 	 During the transition period, North Dakota is reporting statewide assessment results for the 1997· 
1 998'school year using our current method of assessing students with the TerraNova (CTBS/S). We 
used the Multiple Assessments form for grade 4 and the Complete Battery Plus at grades 6, 8, and 10. 
In addition we 'also administered the Test of Cognitive Skills, second editi9n (TCSI2). In addition, Title 
I teachers are required to use multiple measures of assessment .on each student served to determine if 
adequate progress is being made. 

" 

NE 	 In 1997-98, Title I used an approved Transitional'Assessment Plan thatinvolve~ locally selected NRT 

and CRT (indicators of classroom performance). . , 


NH 	 Used state assessment as primary indicator; LEAs had option of identifying a.dditional measures. 

NJ 	 State assessments we~e·used. 

NM . Categories of proficiency utilized: partially proficient, proficient. and advanced. 

NV 	 The 1997-98 title I assessment and evaluation used all of Nevada's state mandated assessm~nt 
instruments; TerraNova and the state writing assessment. In additi?n;many of NY's districts report 
district-level tests which are parti~ular only to that district. 

NY 	 The same assessments used for all students. 
. ,', 

'~ , .' 

OK Title I evaluation established a baseline of test performance as C\. first step toward establishing AYP. 


We have also established gUidelines for Distinguished Schools and School Improvement Schools 

. . (

utilizing baseline data. Measures used were the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) and the Oklahoma 
Core"Curriculum Tests (OCCT). . 

OR 	 In 1997-98 as w~1I as 1996-97 the interim criteria and criteria I and 2 were used. 

Interim Criteria: A school or district demonstrates AYP ,when the percentage of its Title I. students 


~	meeting or exceeding standards is greater than the percentage of Title I students meeting or exceeding 
standards in the state as a whole. Targeted Assistance Schools are compared to the. aggregate state 
percentage for Targeted Assistan!=e Schools and Schoolwide Programs are compared to the aggregate 
of Schoolwide Programs. . . 
Criterion One: A school or district Title I program demonstrates A YP when overall changes in ' 
proficiency/progress categories indicate positive movement toward the goal of having all students meet 
or exceed the standard. .. , . . 
Criterion Two: AYP of a school or district served, by Title I is defined as increasing the percentage of 
students who meet or exceed the standard at a rate that will assure that all st,udents meet or exceed 
the standard by the year 2010 (OR Benchmark Target Date). 

PA 	 Two year progress reports for reading and mathEm'iatics for all identified Tide I schools. 
, 	 , I,. • . 

. " '~ 
~ . 

PR 	 The state assessment is used as Title 1 assessment since now all our students are eligible for Title I 

based on their socio-ecoriomic status. . 
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Question 2.2.1 What was your .1997-98 plan for IASA Title I'assessment and evaluation? ' 
What measures were used? ' 

State' Response 

RI The IASA Title I plan has been revised to reflect the target setting (adequate yearly progress) required 
by the recent Rhode Island ArtiCle 31 education reform legislation. The assessment u'sed will be the 
English Language Arts. Mathematics. and Writing assessments and schools have set three year targets 
for progress at both the proficient 'standard and an equity standard (designed to move the lowest 
groups up). 

SC MAT 7. grades 4. 7, II 

SO Four performance levels were used. Advanced, Proficient, Basic. Below Basic. Schools reported 
, I . 

achievement results based on the four categories. 

TN 

TX 

The five Performance Levels generated by the Terra Nova assessment (our 3-8 achievement series) 
were used to determine adequate yearly progress in Title I programs. 

l 

The evaluation used was the Academic Excell.ence Indicator System (AEIS). The reading. writing. and 
math portions of the TAAS were the measures used. 

UT K-6 uses State CRrs in reading and math. 7-12 uses Stanford achievement test. 

VA Transitional plan; Stanford 9 TA. Abbreviated 

VI Not Applicable 

,VT Vermont Comprehensive Assessment System and the Transitional Criteria for Identifying Schools in 
Need of Technical AsSistance ' ' 

WA Transitional. CTBS-4 

WI Wisconsin will base its accountability system on challenging new academic standards beginning in the 
1997-98 school year. The overall performance goal for schools and school districts receiving Title I 
funds will be that all students enrolled at the time of testing will be at or above proficient in each 
subject area covered by the ,Knowledge and Concepts Examinations. Beginning in 1998-99. schools 
and school districts will be evaluated based on "adequate yearly progress" toward this goal. 

WV SAT-9 data 

. WY Local NRTs were used with grade~ 3-12 arid individually administered tests were used at younger 
levels (K-2). We encourage the use of multiple measures, indudingJocal standards based assessments. 
District plan must be submitted by each district for approval by the Department. 
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Question 2.2.2 Was the 1997.98 plan for IAsA Title I assessment and evaluation your 
Final Assessment,Plan? If No, how does this compare to your Final, 
Assessment Plan for IASA Title I? What specific measures do you plan to 
use in your Final Assessment Plan?' . 

State Yes No 	 Response 
AK D' ~ 	 We are developing a new set of standards-baSed assessments for grades 3. 6. and 8 


plus a High Sch~ol Graduation Qualifying I?,camination. . 


AL ~ D 

AR ~ 	 ,Norm referenced testing at grades 5. 7. and 10; criterion referenced testing through 
, ' Primary Benchmark Exam at grade 4; Intermediate Benchmark Exam at grade 6. 

Middle Level Benchmark at grade 8, and end of level tests in algebra, geometry. 
reading. and writing in grades 9-12 ' 

AZ D ~ 	 Data extraCted from the Stanford 9, AIMS and district assessment data will be used 

to determine,AYP. 


CA ~ 

CO ~ Colorado will phase out the use of transitional assessments. The Colorado Student 
,Assessment Program results will be used as soon as they are available at a given 
grade level. 

CT Ii2l D 

DE ~ 	 We may continue to use gap analysis. We still must determine allowable gaps and 
timelines for when we expect the gaps to vanish. AYP works best with annual data; 
thus we are investigating off-grade ass~sme!lts. especially appropriate assessments , 
for the primary grades. After proficiency levels and cut scores are determined. we 
will investigate using them to evaluate Title I. 

, DoDEA D 	 'NA 

FL D 

GA 0 D 

HI ~, 	 Transition plan to/include new instrument (Stanford 9th Ed.) which will incorporate 
performance assessment component to align with state ,standards. Specific measures 
are to be determined.' 

IA D ~ , Schools and school districts report annually on final indicators at the state level. 

Continue to add subgroup reporting. Add multiple measures of assessment for 

'reading and mathematics in ,200 I .. LEA's report on local assessment measures . 
.... , 

ID ~ " 	Final Assetsment plan will be modified to include assessment(s) tied to the 

challenging state content and performance currently under development. ' 


IL ~' 0 

IN 0 ~ 	 Same measures used but need to examine/determine criteria used to determine a 

school's level of performance with consideration given to the use of two, criteria 
meet a state performance benchmark OR make a prescribed percentage increase 

over the previous year's performance. 


KS ,~ 0 
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Question 2.2.2 	 Was the 1997-98 plan for IASA Title I assessment and evaluation your 
Final Assessment Plan? If No, how does this compare to your Final 
Assessment Plan for IASA Title I? What specific measures do you plan to 
use in your Final Assessment Plan?' , 

State Yes No 	 Reseonse ( 

KY ~ ~ 	 The plan does not currently disaggregate data by economic status for individual 
students. 

LA ~ 	 Beginning in 1998.99, the Final Assessment Plan for IASA Title I will use school 
accountability scores as the measure of school achievement. For each school, a 
School Performance Score (SPS) will be calculated using criterion-referenced tests, 
norm· referenced tests, student attendance, and dropout rates (grades 7-12). Under 
this plan, schools receiving a SPS of 30 or less will immediately receive Corrective 
Actions; 

MA ~ The Final Assessment Plan will be based on MCAS, the state's new standards-based 
testing program. 

MO ~ 

HE 0 The MEA is utilized as the state's Title I measure 

HI' ~ 0 

MN ~ ~ 	 The fina,lassessment plan will rely on the state assessment, which began 
implementation in 1997-1998. It has been designed specifically to measure 
Minnesota content standards. 

HO ~ 0 

MS 0 ~ 	 Still under planning and development. 

HT ~ 	 Not yet final. 

NC ~ ,0 

NO 0 ~ 	 Our final assessment plan will use multiple measures to assess students and report 
results. A final decision has not been made on, what specific measure we'll use in our ,"\ final plan. 

NE ~ The Final Assessment plan for Title I will be the sta~e's assessment plan which in not 
final at this time. 

NH 0 ~ AYP definition needs to be fine tuned and applied , 

NJ IY!l 0 

NH IY!l Still under development. 

NV IY!l In the final assessment plan for IASA Title I. Nevada will report the results of all state-
mandated assessments. This will include the addition of standards-based assessments 
at two grade levels, most likely grades three and fIVe. 

NY IY!l 0 

OH 0 ,The State Board of Education has adopted a measure of yearly' progress that is 
awaiting approval from the General Assembly. 

OK ~ 
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VI 

Question 2.2.2 Was the 1997·98 plan for IASA Tide I.assessment and evaluation your 
Final Assessment PJan? If No, how does this.compare to your Final 
Assessment, Plan for IASA Title 17 What specific measures do you plan to 
use in your Final Assessment PI",,? 

State Yes No Response 

OR ~ 

, PA· ~ 

PR ~ 0 

RI ~ 

SC ~ 

SD ~ 

TN 0 ~ 

TX ~' 0 

,UT ~ 0 

VA 0 ~ 

VT ~ 

WA ~ 

In the final assessment plan. the interim criteria will be dropped. Criterion 3 will be 
added when the SEA has the capability to do this analysis. To support the process, .. 
the state is currently developing a district effectiveness definition which when 
implemented will take the place of the AYP plan. 

The final asseSsment'plan will,be based on the new ,standards-based assessments. 

We will have athird party match done to our standards verses our achievement 
test. Standards not measured by the ach~evement test will be identified for 
assessment. 

Re-evaluations of standards for adequate yearly progress 

,0 

The SOL Assessment data will be -used in the Final Assessment Plan. 

Not Applicable 

We will use'the measures from the Vermont Comprehensive Assessment Sys~m; 
'however, our final accountability system will consider school progress or gains. The 
transitional criteria were baseline targets. 

Transition -to standards based assessment. Use increased percent of students 
meeting s~dards and a -co~tinuous progress index. 
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." . 

Que~tion 2.2.2 

State Yes 'No 

WI 


\ ' 

wv 

WY 

Was the 1997·98 plan for IASA Tltle'l assessment and eva....Iation your 
Final Assessment Plan? 'fNo, how does this compare to your Final 
Assessment Plan for IASA Title I? What specific measures do you plan to 
use in your, Final Assessment Plan? 

Response 
Beginning in the School Year 1998-99: A school receiving Title I funds is makingAYP 
if: (I) nearly all stuctents, for eJqlmple, 95 percent, enrolled at the time of te~ing 
score in the proficient or advanced category in each of the subject areas covered by 
the Knowledge and Concepts Examination~, or (2) if the difference betWeen the 
percent of students scoring in the proficient or advanced category in any subject area 
on the 'knowledge and concepts tests and the overall 100 percent performance goal 
decreases by, for example, 115 annually. Schools would only be held 'accountable for 
students enrolled a full academic year. ' , 

I 

, For example, if 70 percent of the students enrolled at test time score in the 
proficient or advanced category inmatheniatics in the 4th grade, the school's AYP 
for the following school year for that subject at 4th grade would be,6 percent (100 
percent minus 70 percent = 30 percent; 115 ono percent = 6 percent). The target 
goal would be 76 percent at or above profich~nt in mathematiCs in 4th grade at the 
time of the next testing. ' , 

A school district shall identify for improvement any schools, which did not meet the 
minimum performance requirements'for. 1997-98 and did not meet its AYP 
requirement for 1998-99. 

Beginning in the school year 19~9-2000: A school district shall' identify for program . . 
improvement any school receiving Title I funds which does not, for any two 
consecutive school years, meet its AYP requirements. . .' 

, " 

'r 

The final assessment will be a standards-based and' NRT~ in other words the State 

assessment complimented by local' assessments. . 


" 
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Question 2.2.3 	 Question 2.2.4 

. What is the status of your state's Final Title I 

the Final AssesSment Plan? . assessmentlevaJuatio!' plans? 
What work remains to be done to complete 

Approved by 
State. but not. Developed by 

Stil! under staff. but riot submitted to Submitted Approved 
discussion a~roved USED to USED 2%; USEDState 	 Res~nse 

,..-. 

AK 	 Adequate Yearly Progress.metric is. U 0 ~ 
, problematiC. 

AL 	 None· :~ 0 

AR 	 Intermediate Benchmark and end of level tests D ~ [] [] 

AZ 	 Arizona is in the process of formulating a ~ 0 
comprehensive assessment system •• 
aggregating various sources of test data into a 
meaningful measure of progress. 

CA 	 By 2000-2001 there will be a new sta~ide :::J 0 0 0 
. accountabifity system (PSAAISB IX) that will 

serve as the basis for the Title I assessment 

and eValuation plan. Currently we have 

statewide content standards, bu~ not 

performance standards. There is not yetan' . 

assessment that is aligned tostilndards .. The 

assessment we do have·(the Stanford 9, an' 

NRT).is not valid and reliable for all. 

subgroups, ag.• not valid and reliable for . 

special edt LEP, migrant. 


CO The state has yet to develop several .~ [] 0 0 
. assessments. The schedule includes 7th grade 

. 	reading and writing in the spring·of 1999. Sth 

grade mathematics in the fall of 1999. 8th 

grade math and science in the spring of 2000. 


. and 10th grade reading. writing. and 

mathematics in the spring of 200 I . 


D [] ~CT 	 N/A 

~.DE 	 Determine allowable gap and timelines for D D 0 
when,we expect the gap to vanish; Off-grade 
assessments. especially for the primary grades, 
investigate use of proficiency levels. 

DoDEANA 0 0 

FL 0 0 ·-De 

0 0 [] [] 0GA 

HI . Interim period activities will identify tasks that ~ 0 
need to be completed for the final 
Assessment Plan. 

D 	 []IA 	 local distri~ are continuing to establish ~ 
standards and align multiple assessments. 
Building level reports to communities begin in 
2000. 

-
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Question 2.2.3 

What work remains to be done to complete 
the Final Assessment Plan? 

State Reseonse 

. Question 2.2.4 

. What is the status of your state's Final Title I 
'.. 4!lSsessmentlevaluation plans? 

Approved by 

. State. but not
. Developed by 

Still under staff. but not submitted to Submitted Approved . 
discussion aB2roved UseD to USED bz:USEO 

10 . Completion of content and perionnance 
standards in core areas and links to , 
assessment currently in place ,and or the 
implementation of additional assessments. 

~ 0 0 

IL None 0 0 ~ 

IN TBD: whether to use +1- s-ro to detennine 
Level I,ll, and III ranges or to set ranges as 
"stationary" for several years, e.g. until 2002. 

0 0 ~ 0 

KS Nothing 0 0 0 ~ 

KY Methodology must be detennined to 
disaggregate data by economic status for 
in~ividual students. 

0 O. ~ 

LA None 0 ~ 0 D 

HA The definition of Adequate Yearly Progress is 
. currently being detennilied, including how 
schools in need of improvement·and 
distinguished schools will be identified. 

~ 0 0 0 0 

HO ... None 0 

ME 0 0 ~ 

HI Based on the feedback from the Peer Review 
Panel, as well as the educational community 
and parents in Michigan. the legislatively 
mandated labels on the state assessment 
perfonnance levels need to be changes to 

reflect the high standards embodied in the 
state tests. 

0 .. 0 0 ~ 

MN Assessments are complete and standards are 
set. 

MO .NA ~ 0 

MS Still under planning and development. ~ 0 0 

MT Standards development must be completed 
first. then deCisions about assessment. 

~ 0 

NC It has been completed 0 ~ 

NO The state of North Dakota is currently in a 
legislative session. The amount of money that 
we are requesting for state assessment is 

. significantly higher than previous years. 
Whether our proposed final assessment plan 
is approved bY, the state will depend on the . 
amount of funds appropriated. 

.~ 0 0 0 n 
'-' 
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Question 2.2.3 

What work remains to be done to complete 
the Final Assessment Plan? 

State 	 Reslj!onse 

Question 2.2.4 

What is the status of your state's Final Title I 

assessment/evaluation plans? 


Approved by 


Developed by 
 State. but nOt 
Stili under staff. but not . submitted to . Submitted Approved 
discussion a~~roved USED to USED, by USED 

NE 	 The State Board of Education has approved an ~ 0 0 0 
assessment and accountability policy. The 
process and procedures are still being . 
developed. 

NH Clarifying definition of AYP. 	 ~ 0 0 0 

0 0.' 0NJ 
~'NM 	 Indeterminate amount of development work ~ 0 C 

yet to do. 

NV 	 The standards-based assessments have yet to , 0 ~ 0 

be developed. Money for developing these 

assessments has been appropriated by the 

1999 session of the Nevada Legislature. 


,0 0 	 ~NY 

OH 0 0 ~ 

OK 0 .~ 0 
.~OR 	 The state is continuing to work on accurate 0 0 0 

identification'of cohort groups. In addition, 
the state is currently developing a district 
effectiVeness definition which when 
implemented will take the place of the AYP 
plan. 

PA 	 None 0 0 0 ~ 

PR It was administered and reports were ~ D' 0 
analyzed. Final report was handed in. 

RI 0' 0 ~ 

SC; None 0 0 ~ 0 

SO 	 The multiple measures based on the gaps 0 0 ~ 0 
between the achievement test and the 
standards. Schools will have to report lOcal • 
assessment based on the match findings. 

TN 	 0 0 ~,' 0 0 

TX 	 None 0 0 ~ 0 

0 0 ~ 0UT i 
VA 	 The Final Assessment Plan for IASA Trtle I is 

, 0 0 0 ~ 
Virgini3.'s SOL assessment program and school 
accreditation model. 

VI 	 Not Applicable 0 0 0 

/ 	
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Question 2.2.3 
What work remains to be done to complete 
the Final Assessment Plan? 

State Response 

VT Complete development and iniplementation 
of the Social Studies Assessment; final 
decisions on science iil.SSessment (additional 
grade and frequency); development and . 
implementation of local comprehensive 
assessment plans 

WA Move to required standards based 
assessments at grades 7 and 10. 

Question 2.2.4 
What is the status of your state's Final Title I 

assessment/evaluation plans? 


Approved by 

Developed by State. but not 
.Still under staff, but not submitted to Submitted Approved 
discussion approved UseD to USeD by USED 

o o 

o o o 
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Question 2.2.3 	 ", Question 2.2.4 

. What work remains to be done to complete 
the Final Assessment Plan? 

State 	 Response 

WI 	 The Department of Public Instruction is 
evaluating the approach described in this 
section to define A YP fOr school districts. 
Final adoption will be made after additional 
research and assessment of the feasibility of 
this approach is fully determined. 

School districts receiving Tide I funds will be 
held accountable for: (I) the performance of 
all studentS enrolled for, a full academic year in 

, the district but ,not in a single school building 
during this period and, (2) performance of 
schools receiving Title'l funds; 

Beginning in School Year 1998-99: School 
districts will be accountable for the progress 
of students who have been)n the district for a 
full academic year but. not in any single school 
and students with disabilities who have been 
in the ,district for a full academic year but 
attending school out-of-district. A'school 
district is making adequate yearly progress 
with respect ,to this group if the proportion of 
students in this group scoring in the profICient 
and advanced category in any giVen subject is 
increasing at the rate required for adeqUate 
yearly progress as determined using the 

1formula applied at the school level. .. ," 

In addition, a school district is making 
adequate yearly progr~ if: (I) none of the 
schools receiving Title I funds are identified 
for improvement OR, (2) each school 

, receiving Tide I funds that was identified for 
improvement ..net or exceeded the A YP , 
requirements OR, (3) the number of schools 
receiving Title I funds that are identified for 
improvement is less than the number in the 
prior year. 

The Department of Public Instruction will 
identify for improvement any.school district 
receiving Title I funds which did not meet the 
minimum performance requirements for 1997. 
98 and did not make AYP for the 1998-99. 

Beginning in School Year 1999·2000: The 
Department of Public Instruction shall identify 
for program improvement any school district 
receiving Title I .funds which does not, for any 
two consecutive school years. meet its AYP 
.requirements in both of the areas described in 

PART II 

What is the status ofyour state's Final Tide I 

assessment/evaluation plans? , ' 


Approved by , 

State. but not
Developed by 

Still under staff. but not submitted to . Submitted Approved 
discussion approved USED to USED by USED 

o 


, i,' 
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Question' 2.2.3 ... Question 2.2.4 
What work rem3.ins to be done to complete What is the status ofyourstate's Final Tide I ' 
the Final Ass~sment piari? assessment/evaluation plans? 

Approved by 
. Developed by State, but not 

Still under staff, but not submitted to Submitted Approved 
discussion approved USED to USED by'USEDState Response 

"the immediately preceding subsections. 

wv "I' .... '0 
, 

WY Fine tuning of AYP'criteria for implementation o O. 
, by 2000. 

r, . .,' . 

;'.' . 

, ".; 
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Question 2.2.5 , Briefly describe' your state's definition ofAdequate Yearly Progress for 
~tle I purposes.' ' 

Question 2.2.6 .. 15 tl1is the definition you plan to uSe w~th your final. asseSsment plan? 

Question 2.2.6 

. State Question 2.2.5 Yes No Undecided 

AK 	 D 0 

~AL -	 Thecnteria to meet the state aCademic accou~ubility requirements D 

AR 	 ~ 

Ai:. 	 The goals of the transitional assessment plan hold that either 90 percent of D 
stUdents should achieve or exceed proficiency OR no students should fall 
below a basic level of proficiencY by the year 2005. Suffic'ient adequately 
yearly progress is determined by the schools success. or failure to meet 
interim objectives on ei1;her goal. 

CA 	 In 97-98 adequate yearly progress was defined as at least 40% of students D ~ D 
-meeting or exceeding grade level standards (50 percentile on NRT. "C" 
grade~ yariouscombinations of other measures): 0 

CO. 	 A base school year index was completed in 1997 to determine the' amoUnt 
.~ 

of progresS expected each yearforeach individual schoor. The 1997 index 
was subtracted from 100 and then divided by 10 to determine the amount 
of adequate yearly progress that would be expected for each school every 
year for the next ten years. 

00. 

~ 


achievement.level andyear-to-Yeargrowth. The achi~ve.."ent level for 

each school and district is based on an overall achievement index. Both 

the academic performance of students and the characteristics of schools. 

and school districts were considered in setting these achievement levels; 


CT 	 The definition of adequate yearly progress has two components: 

DE 	 The gap .betWeen~he performance of Title I partiCipants and non- 0 ~ 
..

participants on the DSTP reading and/or mathematics components will be .' 

!l0 more than Xscore points. Because we have only' one year of data and' 

have only recently received the results. the allowable gap and DOE 

expectations for dosing the gap are still being stUdied. 


DoDEANA 	 D 0 

FL 	 D D 
,J 

GA 	 D 0 
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Question 2.2.~ " 'BrieflY describey~ur ~ie·sd~nh.ion of Adequat~ Y~~IyProgress for" 
Title I purPoses., '. . " 

QUestion 2.2.6 'Is this'the definition you plan to use with your final assessment plan? 

Question 2.2.6 . 

State Question 2.2;5 'Yes, No Undecided 

, HI ( I ) SAT 8th Ed. Total Reading Total Mathematics: 7~% or 2 percentage, o D 

, point increase in percentage of students perfonning at Proficient and 

, Advanced levels (stanines 5.;9). " , , 

(2)' SAT 8th Ed..Total Mathematics: 75% or 2 percentage point increase in' 

percentage of stuqentsperformingat,Proficient and Advancedleveis 

(stanines 5-9).· ' . 

(3) Attendance: 95% or 2 ~rcentage point increase' 

" 
, (4) School Selected Student Achievement Indicator(s):f!rojection (of at 


least 2 percentage point increase) met in percencage of ~tudents 


performing at'Proficient and Advanced levels. 


lA' 	 Each school or school district ,will establish a':lnual improvement'goals ~hat ~ , ',0 

establish an expectation of upward movement through continuous \ 

improvement. ' ' 


:0, ~ 
xii O. That is, the goal for ~ch school to have 90% ofTitle I students in 
the proficient and advanced categories by the year 2007 (I 0 y~rs) 

10 	 Adequate Yearly Progress for eachs~hocl is determined by the fonnula 90." 0, 

, " >",". -, 

'I, 

IL 	 I. Fewer than 50% of student IGAP scores at~Levell per school.·2. NOI ~ O· 

increase in percent of Level I scores exceeding 20% per school.' 


" 
I IN Attain adequate yearly progress in two;wayS: m~ a specified target ~ 0 


, ,(benchmark) or show progress toward that targei The proces~is 5% 

" 	 "pointS or better from the previo~~ year; 

,. 

,," 	 '. 

" .. KS 	 Adequate Yearly Progress is bas~d on the continuous improvement ~ 0 
standards set by the Kansas State Board of Education. These uS,e the 
designations (+), (++), (m),aild (-) to show the status ,of building on the 

'. 	 ." .'. 
test. 

'~ "0KY" 	Accountability index scores; from state KIRISas~essments. " .. . ." 

LA Schools must 'have an 80% passing rate (English an~,Mathematics) ~:)O the :,,:::J ' " , .~ , 

state criterion-referenced tests for two consecutiVe years, unless they 


, show a 1% growth rate the second year,' . 


• I ". 

MA,This definition is currently being determined. . , 	 o D. 
:,' 

j • \ .' 

. ",' 

, ." 
',j,. 
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,.,"-', 

Question '.2.2.5 .··B~~RY describe your st~te'S~d~~~ition of Adeqiiate Y~ly Progress for 
'. ,.. 'Title I purposes., . ' ' 

Question 2.2.6. IS,th,is thed~finition you plan to use with your final assessment plan? 

.Que~tion 2.2.6 
• ',4 

State Question 2.2.5 . 	 Yes No Undecided 

o oMD' I. Title I is align8dwith,MSPP. '. . ~ 
.2. AYP for Title I schools is defined as schools that are at a standard, or are' 
showing substantial and sustained progress in meeting the state's stu'dent 

I. .' . 	 '.'
performance standards. ..... .' .' -, . . . , 
3. AYP .for loCal school systems is defined as systems that have all Title I " ,.. , 

schools at standard or shOwing substantial and sustained progress in 

meeting the state's student performance standards. ' 

4. Each, local school system,will annually: 

a) Publish the Maryland School Performance Report' for each of its schools. 


c . ,b) Review the performance of Title I schools. . 

'c) Identify school not ~ng adequate yearly progress.. . 

5. local school systems ,may ~stablish more stringent standards for their ' , 

schools.' , . 

6. Marylarid uses three years of data todetermirie the progr:ess ofschools. 
The first cycle for Title I schools will include MSPAP_data for,school years 

1992-1993.1993-1994', and '1994-1995. local school systems identified 

low performing Title I school in January 1996. 

a) Each low performing Title I school develops improveme~t strategies to . 

be implemented ,through its school improvem~nt plan during the 1996-: 

1997 school year. . .' . . . 


.b)The 1996-: 1997 school year is considered a no..,fau~ year in order to ; " 

help LSSs /lnd schools to make the transition from the Chapter I . 

requirements to a unified approach under Tide I and MSPAP. 

7. The second cycle will include MSPAP data for school years .1993-1994; . 


. 1994-1995. and '1995-1996. local, school systems will identify low ' 

, performing Tide I schools in January 1997 and these schools will develop 

improvement strategies to be implemented I theirschoolimpr:ovement 

plans during the '1997-1998 school year. 

8. Under ED FLEX. Maryland has Ple aUthority to, permit LSS's to use . 


. . three,years of data to deteiminelow. performing Title I schools. ' 
. ., . .' . . 

cME Definition is currendy.in use. It is t~o early, to make a determination<of 
, . any needed changes. ' . 

.' .,. 

MI. . Adequate yearly progress is defined as dosing the'gap at leaSt 10 percent ~, D. 
of a school's achievement gap. The achievement gap is the combined total 'i 

of the difference between a school's percentage of pupils scoring at the 
highest perlormarice level and 100%. and the difference between the 
percentage of pupils scoring at the lowest performance 'level and 0%: 

" 	 . '. 

MN 	 Was not developed in 1997.:I~8•. o 

MO . 	 Adequate yearly progress Will be shown by: I) a decrease of 5% or more ~ D o 
in the number of students falli~g intha' lowest achievement level of the 
MAP or an in~e of5% or more moving into the MAPs upper three "'. 
achievement levels of the MAP or 2) having1ewer than 5% of Students fall" . 

. ' 	 into the lowest achievement level of the MAP. 
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Question 2.2.5 Briefly describe your state'·s definition \of Adequate Yearly Progress for 
Title I purposes. 

Question 2.2.6 Is this the definition you plan to use with your final assessment plan? 

Question 2.2.6 

State Question 2.2.5 Yes No Undecided 

HS 


HT 


Ne 

NO 

NE 

NH 

NJ 


NH 


NV 


NY 


NA 

This has not been usable thus far. Have been identifying schools with ' 
average NeE under'4S.2,for improvement. 

The ABC's accountability program results of exemplary growth. expected ~ 
growth. and no recognition, are all in Title I "made AYP' category. The 
State ABCs results of low performances in the Titl~ I "not made AYP" 
category. 

During the transitional period the State of North Dakota will use 
aggregated, norm-referenced achievement test data to identify schools in 
need of improvement: Test data for all students and all grades will be 
aggregated. Scores for the total battery for reading. language arts and 
math subtests will be used. The actual school district ranking will be 
determined separately for the 1992-1996, 1993.. 1997 and 1994-1998 
school years by calculating an average "mean" (composite) score for each 
of these data periods. The levels of performance standards are, listed 
below: 
1992-1996 Data Period; 1993-1997 Data Period; 1994-1998 Data Period 
Advanced: 6S.00 - 99.99 
Proficient: SO.OO':" 64.99 
Partially Proficient: 30.00 - 49.99 
Novice: 0.00 - 29.99 ' 

Adequate yearly progress is a measure of the percentage of the 0 
population's movement to a higher level of performance based on progress 
goals derived from baseline data with a Stated goal of moving all students 
to advanced or proficient levels in 10 years. 

Under development. ' ~ 

0 

'. 0Still under development 

Adequate Yearly Pfogress is based on a weighting formula requiring 0 
schools to makeS% gains every year. ' 

~Adequate yearly progress (AYP) is defined as closing the gap each year by 
one fifth (20%) between the baseline percentage of students at,or above' 
the State Reference Point (SRP) or passing and the nil"!ety percent State ' 
standard. The baseline percentage is 'determined the first year a school 
falls below the ninety percent Standard. 

o 

o 

'~ , 0 

0 

0 

0 

~ 

0 
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Question 2.2.5 Briefly describe your state.'s definition ofAdequate Yearly Progress for 
Title I purposes. ' 

, Question 2.2.6 'Is this the definition you plan to use with your final assessment plan? 

Question 2.2.6 

State QueStion 2.2.5 Yes No Undecided 

OH 	 Percentage of students who demonstrate proficiency will increase by one Iill o 
"standard unit of improvement" (varies somewhat depending upon total 
number ofstude~ts atthegrade). 

OK' 'Adequate Yearly. Progress (AYp) has been established to utilize both the Iill o 
Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests (OCCT)'".lnd the Iowa Tests of Basic 
Skills (ITBS). To meet AYP, the school must have at least 50% of students 
scoring satisfactorily on both the Mathematics and Reading portions of the 
OCCT for all grades tested. The school, if identified as having less than 
50% score satisfactodly on one or both subject areas, must make a 5% gain 
in the percent of students scoring satisfactorily from one year to the next. 
In addition, a school cannot be identified as a Low~PerforminglHigh , 
Challenge site for two conseCutive years., A school, is identified as LPIHC if 
the student average score of regular eduCation students falls at or bel~ a 
state percentile rank of 25, and at or below a national percentile rank of 49. 

oOR A district is making adequate yearly progress if it has moved its Title I Iill 
student population closer to the,gocil of having all students meeting state 

, 'standards. ,Both a cohort and two cross~sectional analyses will be 
performed to determine thi~. (note: see 2.2.2) 

PA Five per cent of the students must move from the two lowest categories Iill c 
,to the two highest categories on the state assessment and local assessment. 

PR 	 An improvements of not less than 5% in the competencies is considered Iill ' o o 
adequate. 

RI Adequate Yearly Progress in Rhode Island ,is called target setting. Schools 'Iill' o o 
and distriCts must set three year targets for improvement in both 

, proficiency and equity standards. A three year "rolling average" will be . 
used with results from 1997~98 State Assessment program considered the 

"baseline year. ' , , 

oSC 

oSD 	 5% increase froin below basic to basic or basic to proficient. 

0;oTN 	 Increase in percentage of students mOVing from Levels I, 2. 3 (Step I, ' 
Progressing. Nearing ProfICiency) into levels 4 and 5 (ProfICient and 
Advanced) 	 , ' 

TX ' 	 Adequate yearly progress will be met when districts a1:tain'an academically Iill '0 
acceptable rating. and campuses attain an acceptable rating. 

o o oUT 

VA 	 Adequate Yearly Progress has not yet been defined. o Iill 
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Que$tibh 22.5 ' Briefly d~ribe your state's definition. ofAdequate YeartyProgresS for 
f '. "'" TitlE! I' purpOses. '.' , ,.' 	 '. ' 

,~ ", . .' 
. . ' '. 'I' '.',''', '. 	 " 

Question 2.2.6 Is this the definition you plan to use with your final assessment plan?" 
",I ".".,' " " " . •• . " ", 

" '" QUestion 2.2.6 ' 

" State', Question i.2.s ' Yes' Nb "'Ul)dedded 
" ~ 

VI Not Applicable, 

VT Our definitk>n of Adequat~,Y~rly'Progress'has not 'been finalized: It will ~ 
, be implemented in Spring 2000 asseSsment CyCle.' We curren,py',use a set' ":, ' 
, of transition~rcriteria which'set targets for student perfonna'nce:. "...' , . 

, " 

VIA 	 Decrease (n percent of stude~'~'cO~~g in ~ttom quartile of natiomil o ~ 

norms· ' .•.j

,', '" 

WI 	 ,We now have a~in~e c~iteri~~ by Whichto,evaluate'~school;s o 
'achievement level on. tests administered under s.118.30"the Wisconsi,n 
Student Assessment System CNSAS)'Which inCludes the Knowledge and 
Concepts Exclminationsat grade 4, 8, and 10; the Wisconsin Readi'ng , 
ComprehensionTest (WRCT) at grade 3.' To be identified 101", " 

improvement, a school must hav~ test rE!Sults that fail to meet the criteria ' 
,	for rwo conseCutive years. Once a school is identified "for improvement;" , 
it. must meet the state's achievement requirements 'or, ~eginningin 1,998-,;, 
99, progress requirementsfor two out of the next three Years in 'order:to .,.' " 
~ove out of needing improvement status. ,Under Title I and state I'!-w, ' , " 
schools, districts, and the ~te a,'re 'responsibltHor monitoring such " ,,' ", 
schools' annual progreSs and im'pr~Vingachiev~~nt. ,The Department of' " 

. ,',:'Public Instruction exPectsdistrlcts to: ' , ' ' " , 

I) Notify school(s) ,of the results of ~is'revieW. ,"," 

7)'Provi~e'an opportunity for schools to present eVidence,of error if ' :" . 


school,S believe jdentificatio~· fOr~irnproverrient is in error.. . . . . 

3) 'Assist schools in ~e development or revision ofschool improvement "', 

plans that have th,e greatest likelihood of improving achievement of state 

proficiency standards. ;. ;:, , , ,'~ ,", '" ' 


.. 4) Submit locally approved sChoQl improVement plan~ to OPt' ,,~';',' ' '" , 
I.,' 

, , Plans for imprpvement should be based upon an in':depth understanding' of , ' 
"studentperformance'onthese,tesis.' " , ,;', ,'<,' :" 

, SChools (and in some cases; districts) not meeting theserequirements:for" 
" twoconseC~iVeyearswill be identified "for improvement.It"Once so 
, designated, a school will have,to meet the aChievement progress ' " 

.: j' 

requirerr'ents fc:>r two out of three consecutiVe years to be free of the "for 
,improvement' status. ' , , , 

.: ... ,', 

." r-,o owv' 	 , ',' 

,WY ,Continuous and substantial progress mu~ be'm.ade each year: on a rolling 
,average: ~r I & 2; year 2:,& 3; year 3& ,4",~~.:). :The,formula !~basedbn " ;, 

a 10' year: cyc,le. Rolling average is used due, tosmalhchools. , ,/, .. , ", 

.~ , . 
" 	 ' 

" 

'.1 t.1,1 

PAATII PAGE 30 

""." , 

.') , 



" 

Question 2.2.7 What assessments, if any, do you plan ,to use at the primary le~el (grades 
.,K -3) fodASA Title I assessment and evaluation in your Final ASsessment 
; 'Plan? , 	 ' ,',,',,' .,' , ''':-~ ,:' ',,' ' ,.', " , ' 

State Response 


AK,' In progress 


AL ' Grade' j' norm-referenced test 


, " AR Currently under ,discussion .


AZ' Stanf<;>i"d 9, Arizona's,standards-b~sed assess~ent (AIMS) anddistr.ia assessment~ 

.' '~. ' ' .;, . . .' '. 

',CA, 	 STAR data (Sta~fcird 9.STARJA;ugmentation (C4. C~ntEmt standards).SABEJ2) is:available for grades 2' 
and 3. 	 ',," , 

CO' 	 The 3rd grade reading comprehension ColoradcfStudent Assessment,results, 
" 	 . , ' ,.' ,;' ," . ~ 

CTConn~cticut has noplans'to implem~'r:'Itsiatewjde assessments in grades K-3. 


OE APpro"riate assessments f~rK-2students are cur.rendY under discussion. 

,,,' . 

OoOEA NA 


,FL 


GA 	
" , 

HI, " 	 Undecided and the Stanford'9d~,Ed.- Priri,ary 3 will be inCluded as one component. 
,'" .' ~ i :. +", ., ""'. 

l' 

IA 	 locally determi~ed 
. ", 

,10, 	 At this time would probibly include'a'state 2BM in R~~di~~"'State Non:n'Rei~renced Test: and th~ , 
DistriCts multiple measu~e(s). "",: . ' , , " ' , ' ' 

IL 	 StateaSses~inentin,grade 3. 
'" 

IN 
0, 

KS " 	 S~teRe~ding Assessment - grage 3 

KY 	 No formal assessments are plan'ned.' State aSses,sments for 4~h' and 5th gi"adei'students evaluate th~ ,,' 
,culmination of the pri,,!,ary program., ' " ,,"",,' ,,< ,,', , 

, , 	 .. 

LA , Because all schools will be included in the School and District Accountability Syst~rri, all schools will be 
included in the final plan., Specifically, for gradesK-3, only grade 3 is involved in statewide aSsessment. 

, , Grades K-2' will~ontinue to report district criteria to the state through the!rAnnual School Report. 

MA This is currently unde~ dis~ussio~., ," .. \. 

MO Grade j -MSPAP'~current practice' 

ME, 

MI 	 None,', 
• ,t ,,:,' 

"'MN State assessments aligned w'k!' cohtentstanda:ids ~t grades 3~5. 'Assessments for. gra~e,8 and high 
school are being'developed.' ' ." ' ' " 

.: ' 

~() K,inde~garten entry inventory. , I st grade' Reading Recovery Da~ 


MS 

,'MT None,at state lev~L 
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Question 2.2.7 What assessments, if any, do you plan to use at the primary level (grades 
K - 3) for IASA Title I assessment and evaluation in your Final Assessment 
Plan? 

State Response 

NC Options are being explored. 


ND This is unknown at this time. 


NE Unknown at this time. 


NH State assessment given at grade {. 


NJ 

NM Still under development 

NV No statewide assessments for grades K-2 are planned. The standards-based assessment at end of 
grade 3 will be part of our final assessment plan. . 

NY Same as state-osee PEP component; new assessments were introduced in January 1999 for grade 4 
English Language Arts and June 1999 for grade 4 Mathematics to replace pervious grade 3 PEP reading 
and mathematics. 

OH 

OK The ITBS will continue to be given to students in Grade 3. Also. multiple assessments are required at 
the local level for all primary grades through the Reading Sufficiency Act. This has been encouraged 
through professional development workshops on multiple assessments. For sites having only K-2. 
grades. a site would not be making AYP if more than 50% of the students are identified as in need of 
remediation in reading. 

OR We are developing additional pieces to the assessment systemfor use at the primary level. They will 
include computer adapted assessments as weUas the possibility of video adapted assessments. In the 
future. the grade 3 mathematics and reading assessment will be "leveled" allowing for a lower entry 
point into the assessment. ' 

PA Locally developed performance assessments. 

PR We are using from grades K-12 the scale of the.t~chers· observation (EOM-Escala de Observacion de 
Maestros) created by our personnel. 

RI None planned at this time. 

SC Continuous assessment program. Standards-based assessment. 

SD We plan on providing professional development so local districts can do this. 

TN Terra Nova 

TX ' School districts will use local assessment for Grades K-2. 

UT State Core Assessment Program 

VA SOL assessments 

Not Applicable 

VT Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment at Grade 2 

WA None 
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Question 2.2.7 What assessments, if any, do you plan to use at the primary level (grades 
K - 3) for IASA Title I assessment and evaluation in your Final Assessment 
Plan? 

State Response 

WI We do test 3rd grade reading (WRCT); however, there are no plans to use this as an accountability 
measure. 

wv 
WY Unknown at this time. 

) 

","
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons.· . 

State 

AK Program Component: Norm-referenced testing 
SUbject: Language Arts, Mathematics, Reading, Science 

Contact(s): Richard Smiley 
Phone: 9071 465-8691 
Email: richard_smiley@educ.state.ak.us 

Program Component:AK Writing Assessment ***Voluntary Assessment. May become part of 
assessment system 1999. . 

Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): Richard Smiley 
Phone: 9071 465-8691 
Email: richard_smiley@educ.state.ak.us 

Al . Program Component: Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit EXam 
Subject: Reading 

. Contact(s): Dorothy DeMars 

Phone: (334)242-8038 
Email: 

Program Component:A1abama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam. 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Dorothy DeMars 
Phone: (334)242-8038 
Email: 

Program Component: Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam 
Subject: language 

Contact(s): Dorothy DeMars 
Phone: (334)242-8038 , 
Email: 

Program Component: Stanford Achievement Test, 9th edition, 
Subject: Total Battery 

Contact(s): Miriam Byers 
Phone: (334)242-8038 
Email: mbyers@Sdenet.alsde.edu 

, 
Progr~ Component: AL Direct Assessment of Writing 

Subject:Writing 
Contact(s): Margaret Weldon 

Phone: (334)242-8038 
Email: 

Prog~ Component: End-of-Course Geometry Test 
Subject: Geometry 

Contact(s): Dorothy DeMars 
Phone: (334)242-8038 
Email: 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

AR Program Component: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: Social Studies 

Contact(s): Doris Callahan 
Phone: 50 1-682-4252 
E."ail: dcallahan@arkedu.k 12.ar.us 

,Program Component: Criterion Referenced Testing: Benchmark Exams and End of Level Exams 
,Subject: Mathematics , 

Contact(s): Gayle Potter 
Phone: 50 1-682-4558 
Email: gpotter@arkedu.kl2.ar.us 

Program Component: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: Total Reading 

Contact(s): Doris Callahan 
Phone: 50 1-682-4252 
Email: dcallahan@arkedu.kI2.ar.us 

, Program Component: Criterion Referenced Testing: Benchmark Exams and End of Level Exams 
Subject: literacy (Reading and Writing) 

Contact(s): Gayle Potter 
Phone: 50 1-682-4558 
Email: gpotter@arkedu.kI2.ar.us 

Program C,omponent: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: Science 

~ontaCt(s): Doris Calla,han 
Phone: 50 1-682-4252 
Email: dcaJlahan@arkedu.kI2.ar.us 

Program Component: Norm referenced testing " 
Subject: Math 

, Contact(s): Doris Callahan 
Phone: 50 1-682-4252 
Email: dcallahan@arkedu.kI2:ar.us 

. Program ,Component: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: Spelling 

Contact(s): Doris Callahan 
, Phone: 50 I ~682-4252 

Email: dcallahan@arkedu.kI2.ar.us ' 

Program Component: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: Study Skills 

Contact(s): Doris Callahan 

Phone: 50 1-682-4252 
E."ail: dcallahan@arkedu.kl2.ar.us 
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,', .,".Question 3.0 Prog~ components and contaCt persOns. 

State 

Program Component: Norm referenced testing 
Subject: language' . " , 

Contact(s): Doris Callahan 
" Phone: 50 1-682-4252 

Email: dcaJlahan@arkedu.kI2.ar.us. 

AZ, Program Component:Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition 
Subject: all 

Contact(s): Kelly Powell 
Phone:(602) 542;.5031 
Email: kpowell@maill.ade.state.az.us 

CA Program Component:Standardized Testing and Reporting IProgram(ST AR) 
Subject:Social Science 

Contact(s): Barbara Colton 
Phone: (91 6)657-301 1 
Email: bcolton@cde.cagov, 

Program Component: Golden State Exams : 
Subject: Algebra 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz 
Phone: (9 16) 653-7027 " 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov 

.' ',."', 

Program Component: Physical Fitness Test . 
Subject:,Physical fitness Test 

Contact(s):Jennifer Rousseve 
Phone:(916) 657-3387 
Email: jroussev@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component:SQndardi~ed Testing and Reporting Program (stAR) 
Subject: Primary Language 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component~StandardizedTesting and Reporting Program(STAR) 
Subject: English 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Standardized Testing and Reporting Program (STAR) 
. ,'. ' 

Subject:Science ' 

Contact(s): Barbara Coltc;m " 


Phone: (916)657-301 I 

Email: bColton@Cde.~gov 


PART III PAGE 3 

'I, 

mailto:bColton@Cde.~gov
mailto:jroussev@cde.ca.gov
mailto:rdiaz@cde.ca.gov
mailto:bcolton@cde.cagov
mailto:kpowell@maill.ade.state.az.us
mailto:dcaJlahan@arkedu.kI2.ar.us


Question',3.0 ' Program components and contact persons., 

State 

CA Program Component: Standardized Testing and Reporting Program (STAR) 
Subject: Spelling 

Contact(s): Barbara Colton 
Phone: (9 I6)657-301 I 

, Email: bcolton@cde.ca.gov 

, ' 

Program Component: Standardized T estingand Reporting Program (STAR) 
, Subject: Language 

Contact(s): Barbara Colton 

Phone: (91 6)657-301 I 

, Email: bcolton@Cde.C<!-gov 


Program Co~pon~nt:Standardized Testing and'Reporting Program (STAR) 
Subject: Math 

, Contact(s): Barbara Colton 
Phone: (91 6)657-301 I 
Email: bcolton@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: Standardized Testing and Reporting Program (STAR) 
SUbject: Reading 

Contact(s): sarbara ColtOn 
Phone: (916)657-301 1 
Email: bcolton@cde.ca.gov '.' 

Progr~ Component: Assessments, in Career Education 
, SUbject: N/A 97-98 

Contact(s): Rj~hard Diaz and Rozlynn Worrall ' 
Phone: (91 6) 657-3011 , 
Email: rdiai@cde.ca.govandrworrall@cde.ca.gov 

, Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: Biology , 

Contact(s):Richard Diaz ' 
Phone: (916) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: AsseSsments in Career Educa1:ion" 
Subject:N/A 97/98 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz and Rozlynn Worrall 
Phone: (9 16) 657-3011 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov and rworrall@cdica.gov 

,j;, 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: ~c0!l0mics 

, Contact(s): RichardDiaz 
Phone: (916) 653~7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde;ca.gov , 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. . . 
State 

CA Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: Written Competency 

~ontact(s): Richard Diaz . 
Phone: (9 16) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: Reading and Literature 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz' 
Phone: (91 6) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@Cde.ca.gov . 

. Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: History 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz 
Phone: (916) 653-7027 I. 

. Email: rdiaz@Cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: High Sch~1 Math 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz 

.: Phon~:(916) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: Government Civics 

Contact(s): Richard D~ 
Phone: (916) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov . 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject: Geometry 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz 
Phone:(916) 653-7027'" 
. En:'ail: rdiaz@Cde.ca.gov 

Program CompOnent: Golden State Exams . 
Subject: Coordinated Science 

Contact(s): Richard' Diaz 

Phone:(916) 653-7027 
Email: r~iaz@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component:Assessments in Career Education 
Subject: Health care level I 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz or Rozlynn Worrall 
Phone: (9 16) 657-3011 , 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.govandrworrall@cde.ca.gov 

. \ 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 
, 'i 

State 

CA Program Component: Assessments in Career Education 
Subject:Agriculture Core 

Contact(s): Richard Diaz or Rozlynn Worrall 
Phone:(916) 657-3011 
Email: rdiaz@Cde.ca.govandrworrcUl@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component:Assessments in Career Education 
Subject: Computer science and information systemS 

,Contact(s): Richard Diaz or Rozlynn Worrall 
Phone: (916) 657-3011 
Email: rdiaz@Cde.ca.govandrworrall@cde.ca.gov 

Program Component: Golden State Exams 
Subject:Chemistry 

Contact(s):Richard Diaz 
Phone: (916) 653-7027 
Email: rdiaz@cde.ca.gov 

CO Program Component: Reading and Writing 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Don E. Watson 
Phone: (303) 866-6612 
.Email: watson-d@cde.state.co.us 

Program Component: Reading and Writing 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Don E. Watson 
Phone: (303) 866-6612 
Emai~:watson_ d@Cde.stae.co.us 

CT . Program Component: Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 

,-Program Component:Conneaicut Mastery Test (CMT) 

Subject: Writing 
I 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-ll0 I 
Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 

Program Component: Connecticut Mastery :rest (C!"1T) 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
, Phone: 860-566-220 I 

Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

CT Program Component: Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 

Program Component: Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) 
Subject: Response to Literature 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.tt.us 

Program Component: Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) 
Subject: Editing 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email:peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 

Program Component: Connecticut Academic Performance Test (cAPT) 
Subject: Interdisciplinary 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email: peter.behUliiak@po.state.ct.us 

Program Component: Connecticut Academic Performance ,Test '(CAPT) 
Subject:Science ' 

Contact(s): Peter Behuniak 
Phone: 860-566-220 I 
Email: peter.behuniak@po.state.ct.us 

DE Program Component: Delaware Student Testing Program - Reading NRT 
Subject: Reading - NRT 

Contact(s): Carole D; White, M.BA 
Phone: 302-739-2n I 
, Email: cwhite@State.de.us 

Program Component: Delaware Student Testing Program - Standards-Based Writing 
Subject:Writing (SB) 

Contact(s): Carole D. White, M.BA 
Phone: 302-739-2n I 
Email: cwhite@state.de.us 

Program Component: Delaware Studen~ !esting Program. Mathematics NRT 
Subject: Mathematics (NRT) 

Contact(s): Carole D. White, M.BA 
Phone: j02~739.2n I 
Email: cwhite@State.de.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

DE Progr.lm Component: Delaware Student Testing Program - Standards-Based Mathematics 
Subject: Mathematics (SB) 

Con~ct(s):Carole D. White, M.BA 
- Phone:302-739-2771 

Email: cwhite@state.de.us 

Program Component: Delaware Student Testing Program .. Standards-Based Reading 
'Subject: Reading (SB) 

Contact(s): Carole 0: White, M.BA 
Phone: 302-739-2771 
Email: cwhite@state.de.us 

DoDEA Program Component: DoDEA Writing Assessment 
\ Subject: Writing Extended Response 

Contact(s):janet F. Rope 
Phone: 703-696.-4471 x 1959 
Email: jROPE@DEDODEAEDU 

. . .' . 
-Program Component:CTB Terra~ova Multiple Assessment 

~ 

Subject: Writing Extended Response 
Contact(s):janet F. Rope 

Phone: 703-696-4471 x1959, 
Email: jROPE@DEDODEAEDU 

FL Program Component: Florida Writing Assessment Program 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Dr. Mark Heidorn 
Phone:85014~8198 

Email: heidorm@mail.:doe.state.fI.u~ 

Progr.lm Component: High School Competency Test 
Subject: Mathematics . 

Conta:ct(s): Dr. Mark Heidorn 
Phone: 8501488-8198 
Em~l: heidorm@mail.doe.state.fI.us 

Prog~ Component: High SchoolC()fTIpetency Test 
Subject: Communications 


Contact(s): Dr. Mark Heidprn . 

Phone: 8501 4~8198 


Email: heidorm@mail.doe.state.fI.us 

GA Program Component: Iowa Tests of Bas.ic Skills. Complete Battery 
.Subject: ITBS 

Contact(s): Deborah Beckman 
Phone:4041 656-2S57 
Email: dbeckman@doe.kI2.ga.us 
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Question,3.0 'Program components and contact persons. 

State 

GA Program Component: ~eorgia High School GradLiation Tests (GHSGT) 
Subject: Social Studies (GHSGT)· 

Contact(s):Joan M. Boorman , 
Phone: 4041 657-0312 . 

. Email: jboorinan@doe.kI2ga.us 
, 

Program Component:.Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program (GKAP) 
Subject: Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program '(GKAP) 

Contact(s): Cyndy Stephens 
Phone:404/656-0619 ',': 

Email: cstephen@doe.kI2ga.us 

Program Component: Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 5, 8, II) 
Subject: Writing 

,Contact(s):Sandra McCullough 
, Phone: 404/656-5975 

Email: sandramc@doe.kI2.ga.us 
, . 

Program Component: Georgia High School Graduation Tests (GHSGT) 
Subject: Englishllanguage Arts (GHSGT) .' 

Contact(s):Joan M. Boorman 
Phone:404/657-0312 

'. Email: jboorman@doe.kI2.ga.us ., .. 

Program Component: Georgia High School Graduation Tests (GHSGT) 
Subject: Mathematics (GHSGT) .' 

Contact(s):Joan M.sOOrman 
Phone: 4041 657-0312 
Email: jboorman@doe.kI2.ga.u~ 

.,rogram Component: Georgia High School Graduation Tests (GHSGT) 
Subject: Science (GHSGT) 

Contact(s):Joan M. Boorman' 

Phone: 4041 ~57·0312 
Email: jboorman@doe.kI2.ga.us ... 

HI Program Component:SunfordAchievement Test 8th Ed. 
, Subject Language ,. 

Contact(s): Selvin Chin.Chance, Ph.D. 
Phone: (808) 733-+183 
Email: selvin.:.:.chin-chance@notes.kI2.hi.us . 

Program Component: Credit by Examination 
Subject: Algebra 

Contact(s):Selvin Chin.Chance, Ph.D.· 
Phone: (808) 733-4483 . 
Email: se\vin_chin-chance@notes.k 12hLus 
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Question 3.0 ,Program components·and contact persons. 

State 

HI Program Component: Hawaii State Test of Essential Competencies 

Subject: Reading. Writing. Oral CommuniCation. Math. Visual Symbols. Guidance. 
, Logic. Health. ~ocial Studies 

Contact(s): Selvin Chin-Chance. Ph.D. 

Phone: (808) 733-4483 
Email: selvin_chin-charice@notes.kI2.hi.us 

~ , . 
'Program Component: Credit by Examination 

Subject: Foreign Language 

Contact(s): Selvin Chin-Chance. Ph.D. 

Phone: (808) 733-4483 
Email: selvin_chin-chance@notes.k 12.hLus 

Program Component: Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 

.Subject: Mathematics 
Contact(s): Selvin Chin-Chance. Ph.D.' 

Phone: (808) 733-4483 , 
Email: selvin_chin-chance@notes.k 12;hLus 

.Program Coinpon.ent: Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 

Subject: Reading, 
.. Contact(s): Selvin .Chin-Chance. Ph.D. 

Phone: (808) 733-4483 
Email: selvin_chin-chance@notes.k 12.hLus 

Program Component: Credit by Examin~tion 

Subject: Keyboarding , . 
Contact(s): Selvin Chin-Chance. Ph.D: 

Phone: (808) 733-4483 
Email: selvin_chin-chance@notes.kl2.hi.us 

IA . Program Component: Standardized Testing rrBS and ITEQ 

Subject: Mathematics 

, Contact(s):judyJeffrey 
Phone:.(50 I )1281-3333 
Email: judy.jeffrey@ed.stateja.us 

Prog~ Component: Standardized Testing rrBS and ITED , 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s):judy jeffrey 

Phone: (50 1)1281-3333 
Email: judy.jeffrey@ecLstate.ia.us 

,10 Program Component: Norm-Referenced Test 

Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel . 
Phone: 20al 432-6943 ' 
. Email: Srtiel@Sde.state.id.us . 
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10 

Question 3.0 .Program components and contact·persons. 

state 
Program Component: Norm-Referenced Test 

Subject: Mathematics 
Contact(s): Sally Tiel 

, Phone: 2081 332-6943 
Email: srtiel@Sde.state.id.us , ' 

Program Component: Norm-Referenced Test 
Subject: Language Arts 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel 
Phone: 2081 332-6943 
Email: srtiel@Sde.state.id.us 

Program Component: Norm Referenced Test 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel 
Phone: 2081 332-6943 
Email: srtiel@Sde.stateJd.us 

("" , 

Program Component: Direct Math Ass~sment 
Subject: Math, 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel 
Phone: 2081 332-6943 
Email: srtiel@Sde.state.id.us 

Program Component: Norm Referenced Test 
Subject: Social Studies 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel 
Phone: 2081 332-6943 
Email: srtiel@sde.sta~.id.us 

Program Component: Direct Writing Assessment 
Subject: Direct Writing Assessment 

Contact(s): Sally Tiel 
Phone: 2081 332-6943 

, Email: srtiel@Sde.state.id.us 

IL Program Component: Illinois Goal Assessment Program 
Subject: Social Science 

Contact(s): Or. Carmen Chapman ' 

Phone:217-782-4823 
Email: 

" 

Program Component: Illinois Goal Assessment Program 
. Subject: Science 

Contact(s): Or. Carmen Chapman 
. Phone: 217-782-4823 
Email: 

PART III PAGE II 

mailto:srtiel@Sde.state.id.us
mailto:srtiel@sde.sta~.id.us
mailto:srtiel@Sde.state.id.us
mailto:srtiel@Sde.stateJd.us
mailto:srtiel@Sde.state.id.us
mailto:srtiel@Sde.state.id.us


Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

IL Program Component: Illinois Goal Assessment Program 
Subje~t: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Dr. Carmen Chapman . 
Phone: 217-782-4823 
Email: 

Program Component: Illinois Goal Assessment Program 
Subject: Reading . 

Contact(s): Dr. Carmen Chapman 
Phone: 217-782-4823 
Email: 

Program Component: Illinois Goal Assessment Program 
Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): Dr. Carmen Chapman 
Phone: 217:'782-4823 
Email: 

IN Program Component:Statewide Assessment' 
Subject: EngJishlLanguage Arts 

Contact(s):John Moreland 
Phone: 3171232-9050 
Email: jmorelan@doe.state.in.us . 

Program Component: Statewide Assessment 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):John Moreland 
Phone: 3171232-9050 
Email:jmorelan@doe.state.in.us 

KS Program Component: Kansas Assessment Pr()gram 
. Subject: Social Studies 

C~ntact(s): Kim Rasmussen 
Phone: 7851 296-3996 
Email: 

Program Component: Kansas Assessment Program 
. . ' . 

Subj~ct:Science 
Contact(s): Greg Schell 

Phone: 7851 296-3996 
Email: 

Program Component: Kansas Assessment Program 
• Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): Kim Young 
Phone: 7851 296-3996 
Email: 
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· Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

KS Program Component: Kansas Assessment Program 
SUbject: Reading 

Contact(s):Kim Young 
Phone: 7851 296-3996 
Email: 

Program Component: Kansas Assessment Program 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Kim Gattis 
Phone:785/296-3996 
Email: cmercer@ksbe.state.ks.us 

KY Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand 
Subject:Arts and Humanities· 

Contact(s):c. ScOtt Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
Em~l: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand 
Subject:Social Studies 

Contact(s):C. ScOtt Trimble 
Phone:502-564-4394 
Email: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

'Program Component: National Norm Reference Test 
Subject: National Norm Reference Te~t 

Contact(s): C. SCOtt Trimble 
Phone:502-564-4394 
Email: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):c. Scott Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
Email: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

Program Component: Alternate Portfolio 
Subject: ~Itemate Portfolio 

Contact(s):,C. ScOtt Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
Email: Strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand. 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): C. ScOtt Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
Email: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 
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-
Question 3.0 Program components and contact person~. 

State 

KY • Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand 
Subject:: Reading . 

Contact(s): C. Scott Trirnble . 
Phone:502-5644394 
Email:strimble@kde.state.ky.us· 

Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand . 
Subject:On-Demand Writing 

Contact(s): C. Scott Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
. Email: strimble@kde.state.ky.us 

Program Component: KIRIS On-Demand 
Subject:Praaical Living/Vocational Studies 

Contact(s): C.Scott Trimble 
Phone: 502-564-4394 
Email:striillble@kde.state.ky.us 

-Program Component: Writing Portfolio Assessment 
'Subject: Writing Portfolio 

Contact(s): Starr Lewis 
Phone: 502-564-21 06 
Email: slewis@kde.state.kY.us 

LA Program Component: Norm-referenced Testing Program 
Subject: Complete battery 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris 
Phone: (225) 342-3404 
Email: bmorris@mail.doastateJa.us 

. Program Component: Graduation Exit Examination 
. Subject: English Language Arts 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris 
Phone: (225) 342-3406 . 
Email: bmorris@mail.doe.state.la.us 

Program Component: LEAP (Grades 3, 5, and' 7 Criterion-Referenced Tests) 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris . 
Phone: (225) 342-3404 
Email: bmorris@mail.doe.state.la.us 

Program Component: Graduation Exit Examination 

i!ifL.'. . Subject: Social Studies , 
Contact(s): ,Bernadette Morris 

Phone: (225) 342-3406 
, Email: bmorris@mail.doe.stat~.la.us 
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Question 3~O Program components and contact persons. 

State 

LA Program Component: Graduation Exit Examination 
SUbject: Science ' .. 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris 
Phone: (225) 342-3406 
, Email: bmorris@~ail.dOe.state:la.us 

.. Program Component: Graduation Exit Examination 
Subject: Written Composition , ,,' 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris, 
Phone: (225) 342-3406 , 
Email: bmorris@mail.doe.state.la.u~ 

,,Program Component: Graduation Exit Examination 
SUbject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris 
Phone: (225) 342-3406 
Email: bmorris@mail.doe.state.la.us 

Program Component: LEAP (Grades 3,5, and 7 Criterion-Referenced Tests) 
Subject: English Language Arts " " 

Contact(s): Bernadette Morris 
,Phone: (225) 342-3404 
Email: bmorris@mail.doe.state.la.us 

MA Program Compone",t: Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Tes~ 
Subject:Reading 

Contact(s): Brenda Thomas 
,'. 

Phone: 781 388 3300 x320 
Email: bthomas@doe.mass.edu 

. Program Component: Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment System (MCAS) 
, Subject: English langUage Arts 

, Cont3.ct(s):,Katheri~e Viator 
Phone: 781 388 3300 x325 

, Email: kviator@doe.mass.edu 

P~gram Component: MaSsachusetts Comprehensive Assessment System (MCAS), 
, Subject: ScienceIT echnology, 

ContaCt(s): Katherine Viator, 
Phone: 781 388 3300 x325' 
Email: kviator@doe.mass.edu 

Program Component: Massachusetts Compreh~nsive AsSessn;ent S~tem (MOO) 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Katherine Viator 
Phone: 781 388 ,3300 x325 '," 
Email: kviator@doe.mass.edu 
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.. ' 

'Question 3.0 Prog~ components and contact persons.' 

State, 

MD Pr~gram Component: Maryland Functional Tests 
Subject: Writing (97 ..~38 Total Stu~entsTested) , 

Contact(s): Angeline Nanni ' , ' 
Phone:'4 I01767-0089 
Email:ananni@~sde.state.md.us 

Program Component: Maryland School Perlormance Assessment Program 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s):Angelina Nanni ' 

Phone:4101767-0089 
Email: ananni@msde.state.md.us 

Program Component: Maryland School PerfolTl1ance Assessment, Program' 

Subject:Writing 
Contact(s):Angelina Nanni 

Phone:4101767-0089 
Email: ananni@msd~i:ate.md;us 

p.:og~ Component: Maryland School Perlormance Assessment 'Program 
, Subject: Language Usage 

Contact(s):Angelina Nanni 
Phone: 41 01767-0089 
.Email: ananni@msdestate.md.us 

Program Component: Maryland School, Perlonnance Assessment Program 
Subject: Social Studies 

Contact(s):Angeline Nanni 
Phone:4101767-0089 ' 
Email: ananni@msde.state.md.us 

" P,rogram Component: Maryland School Perlormance Ass,essment Program' 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): Angeline Narini 
Phone:4 I 0(767-0089 " L 

, .Email: ananrii@msde.state.m.d.us 

Program Component: Maryland FunctionalTests 

Subject: Math Levell! (142.315 Total Students Tested) 
Co~tact(s): Angeline Nanni 

Phone: 41 0/767-0089 
Email: ananni@msde.state.md.us 

,Program 'Component: Maryland School Perlormance Assessment Program .~ 

Subject: Mathematics ' 
Contact(s):Angelina Nanni 

Phone:4101767-0089 ' 
Erriail:ananni@msde.state.md.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

HD Program Component: High School Assessments 
Subject: 

Contact(s): Janet Bagsby 
Phone:410/767-0048' 
Email: jbagsby@msde.state.md.us 

Program Component: Maryland Funaional Tests 
Subject: Citizenship (74,913 Total Students Tested) , 

Contact(s):Angeline Nanni 

Phone: 4101767-0089 
Email: ananni@msde.state.md.us 

, ' 

Program Component: Maryland Funaional Tests 
Subject: Reading Level II (94,356 T otafStudents Tested) 

Contact(s):Angeline Nanni 
Phone: 4 I 01767,-0089 ' 
Email:ananni@msde.state.md.us 

HE Program Component: Maine State Tests 
Subject:Arts/Hurrianities, Health, Mathematics, Reading, Sci~nce, Social Studies, 

Writing 

Contact(s): Dr. Horace P.' Maxcy 
Phone: 2071287-5996 
Email: brud.maxcy@state.me.us 

HI Program Component: Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Jane Faulds (writing), Chris 'Schram (science) 
,Phone: 5171 373-8393 

Email: cschram@ed.mde.state.mi~us 

'Program Component:MEAP High School Test 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):Jane Faulds (reading and writing), Chris Schram (science). Phil Babcock 
(mathematics) " ' , 

Phone: 5 171 373-8393 

E!1lail: schramch@ed.mde.state.mi.us ' 


. . . . . 

Program Compon«mt: Grade 4 and 7 Reading a'nd Mathematics 
Subject:Reading , 

,Contact(s):Jane Faulds, (reading), Phil Babcock (math'ematics) 

Phone: 
Email: 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

MI Program Component: Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing 

SUbject: Writing ; 
ContaCt(s):Jane Faulds (writing). Chris Schram (sCience) . . /

Phone:517/373-8393 . 
Email: cschram@ed.mde.state.mLus 

Program Component: MEAPHigh School Test" 
. . Subject: Reading . 

Contact(s):jane Faulds (reading· and writing). Chris Schram (science). Phil Babcock 
(mathematics) 

Phone: 517/373-8393 
Email: schramch@ed.mde.state.mLus 

Program Component: MEAP High School Test 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s):jane Faulds (reading and writing). Chris Schram (science). Phil Babcock 
. (mathematics) ,. . . 

Phone: 5 17/373-8393 
Email: schramch@ed.mde.State.mi.us 

Program Component: MEAP High School Test. 

Subject:Writing . 
Contact(s):Jane Faulds (reading and writing). Chris Schram (science), Phil Babcock 

(mathematics) 
Phone: 5 17i373-8393 

. Email: schramch@ed.mde.state.mi.us 

Program Component: Grade_'4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics 
Subject: MathematiCs . 

Contact(s):jane Faulds (reading), Phi·' BabcOCk (mathematics) 
Phone: 
Email: . 

MN Program Component: Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 
. . Subject: Grade 5 Math 

C0ntact(s): Cathy Wagner 
Phone: 65 1-582-869i 
Email: Cathy.wagner@state.mn.us 

Program Component: Minnesota, Comprehensive Assessments 

Subject: Grade 5 Reading. 

Contact(s): Cathy Wagner 
Phone: 651-582-8692 . 
Email:Cathy.wagner@state.mn.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons~ 

State 

MIN Program Component: Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 
Subject: Grade 3 Math 

Contact(s):Cathy Wagner 
Phone: 65 1-582-8692 
~mail:Cathy.wagner@state.mn.us 

Program Component: Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 
, Subject: Grade 3 Reading 

Contact(s): Cathy Wa~er 
Phone: 65 1-582-8692 
Email: Cathy.wagner@state.mn.us 

Program Component: Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 

SUbject: Grade 5 Writing 
Contact(s): Cathy Wagner 

Phone: 65 I~582-8692 
Email: Cathy.wagner@state.mn.us 

MO P~ogram Component: MAP 
Subject: Communication Arts ' 

Contact(s):Jim Friedebach; Director, Assessment Section 
Phone: 800-845-3545 
Email: jfriedeb@mail.dese.state.~o.us 

Program Component: MAP 
. Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Jim Friedebach; Director, Assessment Section 
Phone: 800-845-3545 
Email: jfriedeb@mail.dese.state.mo.us 

Program Component: MAP 
Subject: Math 

Contact(s):Jim Friedebach; Director, Assessment Section' 
Phone: 800-845-3545 
Email: jfriedeb@mail.dese.state.mo.us 

MS Program CompOnent: Functional Literacy Examination (high school exit exam) 
, Subject: Mathematics, 

Contact(s):James G. Simmons 
Phone: 60 1-359-3052 
Email: jsim~ons@mdekI2.state.ms.u~ 

Program Component: Functional Literacy Examination (high school eXit exam) 

Subject: Written Communication 

Contact(s):James G. Simmons 
Phone: 60 1-359-3052 
Email: jsimmons@mdekI2.state.ms.~s 
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) 

Question.3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

MS Program Component: Subject Area (End of Course) Tests: Algebra I. Biology. U.S. History fro 
·1877 . . 

. Subject:Algebra I (Grades 8 or 9) 

Contact(s): Deborah P. ~ischke 
Phone: 60 1-359-2052 
Email: dzischke@mdekI2.state.ms.us 

Program Component: Subject Area (End of C;ourse) Tests: Algebra I. Biology. U.S. History fro 
1877 

Subject: US History from 1877. 
Contact(s): Oeborah P. Zischke 

Phone: 60 1-359-~052 
Email: dzischke@mdekI2.state.ms.us 

Program Component: Functional Literacy Examination (high school exit exam) 
Subject: Reading. 

Contact(s):James~. Simmons . '.'. 
Phone: 60 1-359-3052 
Email: jsimmons@mdekI2.state.ms.us ' .. 

Program Component: Norm-~eferel'!ced Testing 
Subject: ITBS Survey Battery(R,M.LA) 

'·'Contact(s):Valerie Troia~i .. 

Phone: 60 1-359-3052 
Email: 

Program Component: Subject Area (End of Course) Tests: Algebra I. Biology. U.S. History fro 
1877 ' 

Subject: Biology (Grades 9 or 10) 
. . .' 

Contact(s): Deborah P. 
'. 

Zischke 
Phone: 60 1-359:"2052 
Email: dzischke@mdekI2.state.ms.us 

'MTProgram Co~ponent:Stud~nt Assessment R~qi.Jiremen1: 
Subject: Math 

. Contact(s): Dori Nielson 

Phone: (406) 444-3656· 
Email: dnielson@State.mt.us 

Program Component: Student AssessnientRequire~ent 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): DOri Nielson 
Phone: (406) 444-3656 
Email: dnielson@State.mt.us 
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Question 3.0 Program c~mponents' and contact person~., . 

State 

MT Program Component: Student Assessment Requirement 
Subject: Social Studies 

Contact(s): Dori Nielson 

Phone:(40~) 444·3656 
Email: dnielson@State.mt.us 

Program Component: Student ·Assessment Requirement' 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Dori Nielson .' 
Phone: (406) 444-3656 
Email: dnielson@State.mt.us . 

Program Component: Student Assessment Requirement • <, • 

.Subject: Language Arts 
Contact(s): Dori Nielson 

, Phone:406-444-3656 
Email: dnielson@:state.mt.us 

NCProgram Compo-:,ent: NC.T ests ~f Computer Skills 
Subject: Computer Skills 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore" 
Phone:919-715-1182 . 
Email: mbazemore@dpi.state.nc.us 

Program Component: Norm-Referenced T estil")g 
Subject: Reading, Language., MathematiCS 

C~ntact(s): Mildred Bazemore 
Phone: 9 19-715-1 182 
Email: mbazemore@dpi.state.nc.us 

Program Component: NC Annual Testing. Program 
Subje~ Mathematics , 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore ' 
. Phone:919-715-1182 

Email: mbazemor@dpi.state.nc.us 

Program Component: NC Testing Program - Competency Testing 
. Subject: Mathematics and Reading 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 
'. Phone: 9 19-715-1 182 , 

Email: mbazemor@dpi:state.nc.us· 

.Program Component: NC Annual Testing Program 
Subject:Social Studies (US History) 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 

Phone:919-!15-1182 
Email: mbazemor@dpi.sta~e.nc.us 
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Question 3.0 Program,co~Pone~ts and contact PeJ.sons. 

'State 

NC Program Component: NC Ar:-nual Testing'Program 
Subject: Reading. . 


Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 

Phone:919-715-1182 

Email: mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us 

Program Component:NCAnnual Testing Program 
, Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 
Phone: 9 19-715-1 182 
E.mail: mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us 

Program Component: NCAnnual Testing Pro~ra:m 
SUbject: Open-Ended 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 
Phone:919-715'-1182 
Email: mbazemor@dpL~t~.nC:~s . ' 

Program Component: NC Annual Testing Program . 
Subject: Grade 3 Pretest , 

Contact(s):Mildred Bazemore.' 
Phone: 919-715-1182 
.Email: mbazemo~@dpLstate.nc.us 

. Program Component: NC Annual Testing Program 
. Subject: Science (Biology) , 

Contact(s): Mildred Bazemore 
Phone:919-715~1182 
Email: mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us 

NO Program Component:TerraNova;md Test of Cognitive Skills. second edition 
. SUbject:TerraNova· 

Contact(s): Gaylynn L Becker' . 
Phone: (70 I) 328-2755 
Email: gbecker@mail.dpi.state.nd.us 

NE Program Com~nent:No State Assessments "97 '98 
• '. Subject:.J 

Contact(s):Jack.Gilsdorf, 
Phone: (402)471-2444 
Email:jack...8@nde4.nd~.state.ne.us 

NH Program Component: NH Edticationallmprovement and Assessment Program 
Subject: English .Language Arts 

Contact(s):William B. Ewert 
Phone: 603-271-2298 
Email: 

PART III . . PAGE 22 

mailto:jack...8@nde4.nd~.state.ne
mailto:gbecker@mail.dpi.state.nd.us
mailto:mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us
mailto:mbazemo~@dpLstate.nc.us
mailto:mbazemor@dpL~t~.nC:~s
mailto:mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us
mailto:mbazemor@dpLstate.nc.us


.".;Program components and contact persons.Question 3~O 
State 

NH Program Component: NH Educational Improvement and Assessment Program 
Subject: Mathematics 

Co'ntact(s): William B. Ewert 
. Phone:603·271-2298 

Email: .. 

.Program Component: N H Educational. Improvement and Assessment Program 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Wiliiam B. Ewert 
Phone: 6O~-271-2298 
Email: 

. Program Component: NH Educational,lmprovement and Assessment Program 
Subject:Soc.ial Studies 

Contact(s): William B. Ewert 
Phone: .603-271-2298 
Email: 

NJ Program Component: Gitlde 8 Early Warning Test 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Wendy Roberts 
Phone: 6091 m·36n 
Email: wroberts@doe.state.nj.us 

Program Component Grade II. High School Proficiency Test . 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Veronica Orsi 
Phone: 6091 292-8739 
·Em~l:vorsi@doe.state,nj.us 

Program Component: Grade 8 Early Warning Tes.t 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Wendy Roberts 
Phone: 6091 m-36n 
Email: wroberts@doe.state.nj.us 

Program Component: Grade II Hiih School ProfiCiency Test 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s):Veronica Orsi 
Phone: 6091 292-8739 . 
Email: vorsi@doe.state.nj.us 

Prog;"" Component: Grade II High School Proficiency Test 
, SUbject: R~ding 

~ontact(s):Veronica Orsi 
Phone: 609/ 292-8739 
Email: vorsi@doe.state.nj.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact perSons. , 

State 

NJ Program Component: Grade 8 Early Warning Test 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Wendy Roberts 
Phone: 6091777-3672 
Email: wroberts@doe.state.nj.us 

NM ' Program Component: NM High School Competency Exam 
\ 

Subject: Reading 
Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 

Phone: 505/827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: NM High School Competency Exam 
Subject: Written Composition 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email:1 

Program Component: NM High School Competency Exam 
Subject: Social Studies 

'. Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 505/827-6524 
Email:, 

Program Component: NM High School Competency Exam ' 
J Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 . 
Email: 

Program Component:NM'High School Competency Exam 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: Reading Assessment for Grades I and 2 
Subject: Reading Proficiency 

Co~tact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone:.505/827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: NM High School ~ompetency Exam 
Subject: Language Arts 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead ..' 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 

, Em~l: 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons•. 

State 

NM Program Component: NM Achievement Assessment 
Subject: Social Studies 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: NMAchievementAssessment 
Subject: Mathematics . 

.Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email: 

Prog~ Component: NM Achievement AsseSsment 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 \ 
Email: 

Program Component: NM Achievement Assessment 
Subject: Language Arts 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 505/827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: NM Writing Assessment Program 
Subject: Writing Assessment 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email: 

Program Component: NM Achievement Assessment 
Subject: Reading. 

Contact(s):Jim Travelstead 
Phone: 5051 827-6524 
Email: 

NV Program Component: Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s):Joan Taylor 
Phone: 775/687-9131 
Email: joantay@nvbell.net 

Program·Component: Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades 4. 8. and 10 
Subject: Reading. Language. Math. Science 

Contact(s): Paul laMarCa 
Phone: 775-687-9135 
Email: plamarca@nsn.kl2.nv.us 
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Question 3.0 'Program ~omponents and,contact persons. 

State. 

NV Program Component: High School Proficiency Examination 
Subject: Reading. Wr~ing. and Mathematics 

Contact(s):Thomas W. Klein ' 
Phone:n5-687-9184 . 
Email: 

NY Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject: Chemistry . 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Emciil: 

Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject: US History/Government 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Exam,ination Program 
Subject: Global Studies 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Progra.rr. Component: Regents Examination' Program 
Subject: French . 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject: German 

Contact(s):, 
Phone:: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Examiriation Program 
Subject: Hebrew., ' 

:Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents 'Examination Program 
Subject: Italian 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 
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Question 3.0 Progr~ components and 'contact perSons. ' 

State 

NY Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject:Spanish 

Contact(s): , 
Phone: 
Email:' 

'P~ogram Component: Regents Examinati~n Program 
, Subject: Physics '~", 1 ' 

Con~ct(s): 
,Phone: 

Email: 


Program Com'ponent: Regents Examination P~ogram ' 
Subject: Latin 

Contact(s): 
, Phone: 

Email: 

Program Component: Pupil Evaluation 'Program (PEP) 
, ,Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): 
Phon~ 
, Email: 

Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject: Eai'th Science 

,~ontact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Examination Program 
Subject: Biology ) , 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email:' 

'Program Component: Regents Examination.Prog~, 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 
" , 

" 

Subject:Transportation Systems 
Contact(s): I' 

Phone: 
Email: 

, ,~ 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

NY Program Component: Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) 

Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Production Systems ' " , 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

'Prog.-an1-Component:Pupii Evaluation Program (PEP), 

Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

,Program Component: RegentsCompeten,cy Tests 

Subject:Social Studies - Global Studies 
'Contact(s): " " \ 

Phone: 
'Email: 

. Program Component.Second Language Pr9ficiency Exams 
Subject: Latin 

Contact(s): . 
PhQne: ' 
Email: 

Program Component Second Language Proficiency Exams 
. . ' 


Subject: Spanish 

Contact(s):, 


Phone: 

Email: " 

Program Component: Regents Competency TestS 

Subject: Readirig 

Contact(s): 
Phone: " , 
Email: 

,Program CompOnent: Regents Examination Program 

Subject English 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
, Email: 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

NY Program Component:Second Language ProfICiency Exams 

Subject: Italian 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
.Email: 

Program Component: Second Language Proficiency Exams 

Subject: German 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 

, Email: 

Program Compone~t:Second Language Proficiency Exams 
Subject: French 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Preliminary Competency Tests (PeT) 
Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

. ~rogram Component: Preliminary Competency Tests (PeT) 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): 
Phor:ae: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Competency Tests 
Subject:Writing 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
.Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education. Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Intro. To Occupations 
Contact(s): . 

Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Competency Tests 

Subject:Science' 
Contact(s): 

Phone: 
Email: 
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, , 

question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

NY Program Component:Regents Competency Tests 
Subject: US History , 

Contact(s): . 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 
Subject: Social Studies 

Con~act(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Human Development 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Housing and Environment 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational' Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Health Occupations 

.' Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 

'Subject: Food and Nutrition 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

,Program Component: Occupational ,Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: Communication Systems 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational Education Proficiency Examinations 

Subject: ClothingIT extiles 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 
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Program components and contact persons.· Question 3.0 
State 

NY Program Component: Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Occupational EduCation Proficiency Examinations 
Subject: Business Analysis/Computer Applications. 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

Program Component: Regents Competency TeSts 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): 
Phone: 
Email: 

OH Program Component: 4th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 
Subject: Reading, 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 614/ 466-0223 
Email: ae _ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 9th-Grade Profidency Testing 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 614/ 466-0223 
Email: ae _ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone:614/466-0223 
Email: ae _ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Pro~ Component: 12th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 
Subject: Citizenship 

Contact(s):Jan Crandel', 

Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae _ crandell@ode.()hio.gov 

Program Component: 12th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae _ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 
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Question ,3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

OH ,Program Component: 9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 
Subject: Citizenship 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
,Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Subject: Writing 

Contact(s):Jar:'l Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

P~ogram Component: 9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 6th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 

Subject: Writing 

Contact(s):Jan Cran~ell 
Phone: 6141 466~0223 
Email: ae~crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 4th~Grade ProficiencyTesting 

Subject:Science 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 

Phone~ 6141 466-0223 ' 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

, . 

Program Component: 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

, Subject: Citizenship 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 4(,6-0223 
Em~l: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Subject: Writing 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 

Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 
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'. Question 3.0. Programcomponen~ and contactpersons.;. 

State 

OH Program ConiPone~t: 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing . 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 6th-Gra<1e proficiency Testing 
, Subject: R.eading 

_.Contact(s):Jan Crandell 

Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component:, 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

. Subject: Mathematics . 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
,Phone: 6141 466-P22~ " . 
.Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Component: 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Subject: Science 

. Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae~crandell@ode.ohio.gov ' 

Pr~gram Component: 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 
Subject: Citizenship 

Contact(s): jan Crandell 
Phone: 6.141 466-0223 

- . Email: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

Program Componenc9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Subjett: Science 

Contaci{s):Jan Crandell 
Phone:. 6141 466-0223 
Email: ae_crandell@ode.ohio.gQ... 

Program Component: 9th-Grade Proficiency Testing' 

Subject: Writing 
J 

Contact(s):Jan Crandell 
Phone: 6141 466-0223 

• Em~l: ae_ crandell@ode.ohio.gov 

OK Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
. . Subject: U.S.·History,Constitution, and Government 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 

Phone: (40S) sn.),34I 
Email: 
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Question, 3.0 Prograincomponents and contact persons. 

State 

OK Program Component: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Nonn-Referenced Component ; 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subject: Mathematics' 

'Contact(s): Barbara Howell, 

Phone:(105) 521-3341 
, Email: barbara_howell<@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Component 
Subject: Social Studies' " 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 511-3341 : 
Email: barbara_howell@mail:sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Component 
, Subject: Science ' 

'Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@mail.sde.state:ok.us ' 

Program CompOnent: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 
Subject: Sources of Information 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 521-3341, 
Email: barbara_howell@rnail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subject: Science 

, Contact(s): Barbara Howell ' 
Phone: (105) 521,.3341 
Email: barbara_howell@rnail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subjett:Writing 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 521-3341 
Email:barbara_howell@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subject: Geography .' 

" , 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (105) 521-3341 
Email: barbarahowell@mail.sCle.state.ok.us - . 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 
)

State 

OK ' Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subject: Oklahoma History 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (405) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Component 
Subject: Language 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (405) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@rnail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
Subject: Reading 

, Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (405) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

Program Component: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Component 
Subject: Reading, 

Contact(s): Barbara Howell 
Phone: (405) 521-3341 
Email: barbara_howell@mail.sde.state.ok.us 

OR Program Component: Reading. Writing. and Mathematics Assessment 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Steve Slater 
Phone: 503-378-5585 ext. 265 
Email: steve.slater@state.or.us 

Program Component: Reading. Writing. and Mathematics Assessment 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Steve Siaier 
Phone: 503-378-5585 ext. 265 
Email: steve.slater@State.or.us 

PA Program Component: Reading Assessment 
Subject: Reading, 

Contact(s): Lee Plempel. Mary Keepers 
Phone: 71 7-787-4234 
Email: mkeepers@education.state.pa.us 

, PrOgram Component: Math Assessment 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Lee Plempel. James Masters, Richard Murray 
Phone: 717-787-4234 
Email:jmasters@education.state.pa~us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons~ 

State 

PA Program Component: Writing Assessment 

'Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Lee Plempel,John Weiss 

Phone: 717-787-4234 
Email: jweiss@education.state.pa.us 

PR Program Component: Prueba Puertorriq~ena de Competencias Escolares 

Subject: Science 

Contact(s): Dr. Isidra Albino 

Phone: 7871754-6164 
.Email: albinoJ@de.prstai..net 

Program Co~ponent: Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Escolares 

Subject: English 

Contact(s): Dr. Isidra Albino 

Phone: 7871754-6164 
Email: albinoJ@de.prstar.net 

Program Component: Prueba Puertorriquena de Competericias Escolares 

Subject: Spanish 

Contact(s): Dr. Isidra Albino 

Phone: 7871754-6164 
Email: albin()J@de.prstar.net 

Program Component: Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Escolares 

Subject: Social Studies . 

Contact(s): Dr. Isidra Albino 

Phone: 7871754-6164 
Email: albinoJ@de.prstar.net 

.Program Component: Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Escolares 

Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Dr. Isidra Albino 

Phone: 7871754-6164 
Email: albinoJ@de.prstar.net 

RI PrograniComponent: English Language Arts and Math Performance Assessment 

SUbject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Ellen Hedlund, Ph.D. 

Phone: 40 I 222 4600 X 2111 
Email: ehedlund@ride.ri.net 

Program Component: English Language Arts and Math Performance Assessment (New Standards 
Reference Exams) , 

Subject: English Language Arts 
,Contact(s): Ellen Hedlund, Ph.D. 

Phone: 40 I 222 4600 X 211 , 
Email: ehedlund@rlde.ri.net 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons •. 

State 

RI Program Component: Writing Perfonnance Assessment 
Subject: Writing Perfonnance Assessment 

ContaCt(s): Thomas Izzo 
Phone: 40 I 222 4600 X.21 04 
Email: rideOOSS@ride.rLnet 

Program Component: MAT 7. Nonn-Referenced 
Subject: Mathematics Concepts/Problem-Solving 

Contact(s):James P. Karon, Ph.D. 
Phone: 40 I 222 4600 X. 21 QS 
Email: rideIS60@ride.ri.net 

Program Component: MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 
Subject: Reading Comprehension 

Contact(s):James P. Karon. Ph.D. . ' 

Phone: 40 I 222 4600 X. 2105 
Email: rideIS60@ride.ri.net 

Program Component: Health Education Perfonnarice Assessment 
Subject: Health Education 

Contact(s): Cynthia Y. Corbridge 
Phone: 401 222 4600 X. 2106 
Email: cynthiac@ride.ri.net 

SC Program Component: Nonn-Referenced Testing 
Subject: Language ' 

Contact(s): David Bahna 
Phone: 8031734-8293 
Email: dbahna@sde.state.sc.us 

Program Component: Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Subject: Math 

Contad:(s): Susan Agruso 
Phone:8031734-8298 
Email: sagruso@Sde.state.sc.us 

Program Component: Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Subject:~cience 

Contact(s): Susan Agruso 
Phone:8031734-8298 
Email: sagruso@Sde.state.sc.us 

Program Component: Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Susan Agruso 
Phone: 8031734-8298 
Email: sagruso@Sde.state.sc.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

.SC Program Component: Norm-Referenced T estillg, 

.Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): David Bahna 

Phone: 8031734-8293 . 
Email: dbahna@Sde.state.sc.u5 .. ' 

Program Component: Norm-Referenced Testing 
Subject: Math " .. 

Contact(s): David Bahna 

Phone: 8031734~293 
Email: dbahna@sCle.state.sc.us . 

Program C9mponent: BasiC Skills Assessment Program 

Subject: Reading 

Contact($): Susan Agruso 

Phone:8031734-8298 
Email: sagruso@Sde.state.sC:us 

SD Program Component: Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition 

Subject: Reading, Language. Math. Science. Social Studies 

. Contact(s): Gary Skoglund 

Phone: 6051 733-5229 
Email:gary.skoglund@State.sd.us 

TN . Program Component: Achievement Test - NRT . 

SUbject: Math. Language, Reading, Science, Social Studies 

Contact(s): Dr.' Benjamin Brown 

Phone: 615/532-4770 
Email: bbrown@mail.state.tn.us 

Program Component: Competency Test 

Subject: Math & Language Arts 

Contact(s): Benjamin Brown 
Phone: 615/532~770 . 
Email: brown@mail.state.tn.us 

Program Component:TCAP Writing Assessment 

Subject:Writing (4, 7, "II) 

Contact(s): Freddie Summers 

Phone: 615/532-1249 

Email: fsummers@mail.state.tn.us 

Program Component: High School ~Erid of Course' 

Subject: Math for Technology 

Contact(s): Benjamin Brown 

Phone: 615/532-4770 
Email: brown@~iI.state.tn.us 

PART III PAGE'38 

mailto:brown@~iI.state.tn.us
mailto:fsummers@mail.state.tn.us
mailto:brown@mail.state.tn.us
mailto:bbrown@mail.state.tn.us
mailto:gary.skoglund@State.sd.us
mailto:sagruso@Sde.state.sC:us
mailto:dbahna@sCle.state.sc.us
mailto:dbahna@Sde.state.sc.u5


Question 3.0 'P~ogram compOnenband contact persons. 

State 
< " 

TN Pro~ Component: High School End of Course, ' 

Subject:!:ieometry , 

Contact(s): Benjamin Brown 

Phone: 61 51532-4770 
.Email: .brown@mail.state.tn.us 

Program Component: High School End of.Course 

Subject:Algebra II 

,Contact(s): Benjamin Brown 
Phone: 61 51532-4770 '.< , 

Email: brown@mail.state.tn.us 

./ 
~rogram'Component: High SC,hoolEnd of Course 

Subject:Algebra I 

Contact(s): Benjamin Brown 

Phone: 61 51532-4770 
Email: brown@ri1ail.state.tn.~s 

Program Component: High School End of Course 

SubjeCt: Pre-Algebra 

Contact(s):Benjamin Brown .: , 

Phone: 61 51532-4770 
Email: bbrown@mail.state.tn.us 

TX Program Component: Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS) and Texas end-of-course 
" tests 

I' 

Subject:TAAS Reading 

, Contact(s): Keith L Cruse 
, Phone: 5 12-463-9536 

Email: keruse@tmail.tea.state.tX.us 

Program Componen't:Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS) and end·of·course tests 
. . Subject:TAAS Math ' 

ContBct(s): Keith L Cruse 

Phone: 512-463-9536 
Email: Kcruse@tmail.tea.state.tx.us 

Program Component:Texas Assessment of Academic Skills, (TAA.S) and Texas end-of~courSe 
. " 

tests 


SubjeccTAAS Writing 


. Contact(s): Keith L Crus,e 


Phone: 5 12-463-9536 . 


Email: keruse@tmail.tea:state.ocus 


" 
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, 'Question 3.0 Progr:amcomponents and contact persons. 

,~tate 

,UT ~ ,Program Component: Core Assessment CRT Program 
" Subject: Math ~' 

Contact(s):Dr. Barbara Lawrence 
Phone:8011538-781 0 
Email: blaWrenc@u·soe.kl2.ut.us 

Program Compc)nent: Core AssesSment CRT Program 

SubjeCt: Science 
Contact(~): Dr: Barbara Lawrence' . 

Phone: 80,/538-7810· 
Email: blawrenc@usoe.kI2.ut.us 

Program Component: Core Curriculum Testing (Perl. Assessment) , 
SUbject: Mathematics, Reading, Science,'SOcial Studies, Visual Arts 

.Contact(s): Barbara Lawrence 
Phone:801/538·7810 . 
Email: blawrenc@USOE.K·12.UT.US 

Program Component: Norm-Referenced Testing 
Subject: Language. Mathematics, Reading, Science. Social Studies 

Contact(s): Barbara Lawrence 
Phone:80ll538-7810 
Email: blawrenc@USOE.K12.UT.US 

VA Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
,Subject: End of Course World History from 10OOIWorid Geo.' 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
Phone: 8041225·21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kl 

, '. 

Program Component:Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 

Subject:Writing 
Contact(s): Cameron Harris 

Phone: 8041225-2102 
*,! 

Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.uS 

Program Comppner-t: Virginia State' Assessment' Program 
Subject: ' :~ . 

Contact(s): Scott Taylor 
,Phone: 8041786-1390 

Email: staylor@pen.kl2.va.us 

Program Component:Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
SU'bject: Math End of Course Tests 

Contact(s): Cam~ron Harris 

P~o"'e: 8041225-2102 
Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

VA Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
Subject: End of Course Science. 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
Phone: 8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kl2.va.us 

Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
Phone:8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 

Program C~mponent:Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
. Subject: End of Course US History· . 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
Phone: 8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kI2;va.us 

Program ~mponent: Standards of Learning (SOL) AsseSs":,ei'lt Program, 
Subject:Science 

Contact(~): cameron Harris 
Phone: 8041225-2102 . 
Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 

Program .Component:Standards of Leaming (SOL) Assessment Program 
Subject: ComputerfTechnology 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
Phone:8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 

Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
Subject: History 

. Contact(s): Cameron Harris " 
Phone:8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@~en.kI2.va.us 

Program Component: Literacy Passport Testing Program 

, . Subject: Reading Comprehension 
Contact(s):Shelley Loving-Ryder 

Phone: 8041225-21 02. 
Email: sryder@pen.kl2.va..l!s· 

Program Component: Uteracy Passport T estingProgram . 

. Subj,ect:Writing 
Contact(s): Shelley loving-Ryder 

Phone: 8041225121 02 
. Email: sryder@pen.kI2.va.us 
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I 

Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons~ 

State 

VA Program Component:Virginia Literacy Testing ,Program 
SUbject: Mathematics ' 

Contact(s): Shelley Loving-Ryder 
Phone: 8041225-21 02 
Email: sryder@pen.kI2.va.us 

Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 
Subject: English: Rea~ing/Lit, Research 

Contact(s): Cameron Harris 
, Phone: 8041225-21 02 

Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 

Program Component: Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Program 

Subject: End of Course World History to IOOOlWoridGeo. 
Contact(s): Cameron Harris 

Phone: 8041225-21 02 
Email: charris@pen.kI2.va.us 

VI ,Program,Component: Terra Nova Assessments Series, " 
,Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Dr. Luis R. Esquilin 
,Phone: (340) n4·0 I 00 x 3159, 
Email: lesquilin@Sttj.kI2.vi.us ' 

, Program Component: Terra Nova Assessments Series 
, Subject: Sodal Studies 

Contact(s): Dr. Luis R. Esquilin , 
Phone: (340) n4-01 00 x 3159', 
Email:lesquilin@sttj.kl2.vi.us ' 

Program CompOnent: Terra Nova Assessments Series 
Subject: Science 

Contact(s): Dr. Luis R. Esquilin 
Phone: (340) n4-0 I 00 x 3159 
Email: lesquilin@sttj.kl2.vi.us 

Program Component: Terra' Nova Assessments Series 

Subject: Mathematics ' 
Contact(s): Dr. Luis R. Esquilin 

Phone: (340) n4-01 00 x 3159 
Email: lesquilin@Sttj.kl2.vi.us 

Program Component:Terra Nova Assessments ~ries 
Subject: language Arts 

Contact(s): Dr. Luis R. Esquilin 
Phone: (340) n4-0 I 00 x 3159 
Email:lesquilin@Sttj.kl.2.vi.us ' 
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Question 3.0 

State 

VT 

.WA 

Program components and contact persons. 

Program Component:Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT Assmt) 
Subject:Science 

Contact(s): Elaine P. Grainger 
Phone: (802) 828-31 15 
Email: egrainger@doe.state.vt.us 

Program Component: Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT Assmt) 
Subject: Mathematics 

Conmct(s): Elaine P. Grainger 

Phone: (802) 828-31 15 
Email: egrainger@doe.state.Vt..us 

Program Component: Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment 
Subject: Reading Accuracy and Comprehension 

Contact(s): Elaine P. Grainger 
Phone: (802) 828-31 15 
Email: egrainger@doe.state.vt.us 

. \ 

Pr~gram Component: Standard's Refer.enced Exams (NSRE and VT Assmt) 
Subject: En~lish Language ArtS 

Conmct(s): Elaine P. Grainger ,', 

Phone: (802) 828-31 15 
Email: egrainger@doe.state.Vt.us \. 

Program Component: Washington Assessment of Student Learning 
Subject: MathematicS 

Contact(s): David Anderson 
Phone: 360.664.3 155 
Email: danderson@ospLwednet.edu 

Program Component: Second Grade Reading 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Nancy SCOtt 
Phone: 360.753.1895 
Email: nscOtt@ospi.wednet.edu 

Program Component: Norm Referen~d Testing 
Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Bob Silverman 
Phone: 360-664-0655 
Email: bobS@ospi:wednet.edu 

Program Component: Washington Assessment of Student Learning 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): David Anderson 
Phone: 360.664.3155 
Email: danderson@ospi.wednet.edu 
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.Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

WA Program Component: Washington Assessment of Student Learning 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): David Anderson 
Phone: 360.664.3155 
Email: danderson@ospLwednet.edu 

Program Component: Norm Referenced Testing 

Subject: Language Arts 
Contact(s): Bob Silverman 

Phone: 360-664-0655 
Email:, bobs@ospLwednet.edu 

Program Component: Norm Referenced Testing 
Subject:Reading 

Contact(s):Bob Silverman 
Phone: 360-664-0655 
Email: bobs@ospi:wedriet.edu . 

Program Component: '/Yashington Assessment of Student Learning 

Subject: listening 
. Contact(s): David Anderso~ 

Phone: 360.664.3155 
Email:danderson@ospi.wednet.edu 

WI Program Component: Wisconsin Reading Comprehension (WRCT) (assessment of 3rd grade 
reading) 

Subject: Reading Comprehension 
Contact(s): Vicki Fredrick 

Phone: (608) 267-n68 
Email: fredrv@mail.state.wi.us 

Program Component: Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts 
of Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 

Subject: Science 
Contact(s): Rajah Farah 

Phone:(608) 267-9283 
Email: farahr@mail.state . ...;Lus 

. . 
Program Component: Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts 

. of Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 
Subject: Social Studies . . 

~ontact(s): Rajah Farah 

Phone:(608) 267-9283. 
Email:farahr@mail.state.wi.us 
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Question 3.0 Program components and contact persons. 

State 

WI ., Program Component: Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts 
Or Examinations at gradeS 4, 8, and 10. 

. Subject: Mathematics 

Contact(s): Rajah Farah 
Phone:(608) 267-9283 
Email: farahr@mail.State.wi.us 

.Program Component: Wisconsin Student Assessment System CNSAS) Knowledge and Concepts 
, of Examinations at,grades 4, 8, and 10 

, Su~ject:Reading . 
.Contact(s): Rajah Farah 

Phone: (608)267-9283 
Email: farahr@mail.state.wi.us . 

Program Component: Wisconsin Student Assessment System (WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts 
.' . of Examinations at, grades 4, 8, and 10 . 

Subject: Enhanced Langu. ' 

Contact(s): Rajah Fafah 

Phone:(608) 267-9283 . .',', 
Email: farahr@mail.state;wi.us. 

WV, Program Component: Norm;.referenced Testing 
Subject:Social Science 

., " 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
.Phone: 3041 558-2651 

Email: knichols@access.kliwv.us 
" ' . 

Program Component: ACT Work Keys 
,

Subject: Employment Skills , " 
" 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
Phone: 3041 558-2651 . 
Email: knichols@access.kI2.wv.us . . 

Program Component: Writing Assessment , 
Subject: Writing 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
Phone: 3041 558-2651 
Email: knichols@clccess.kI2.wv.us 

,Program Component: Norm-referenced,Testing 

.! . , Subject:Mathematics 
Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 

Phone: 3041 558-2651 
Email: knichols@access.kI2.wv.us 

., 
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Question 3.0 Programcomp6nents and contact persons.,' 

State 

WV Program Component: Norm-refe~ericed Testing 
Subject: Reading 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
Phone: 3041 558-2651 
Email: knichols@access.kI2.wv.us 

Program Component: Norm-referenced Testing 
SUbject: Science," 

Contact(s): Karen Nicho,lson 
Phone: 3041 558-2651 ' 
Email: knichols@access.kI2.wv.us 

Program Component: Norm-referenced Testing 
Subject: Language 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
, Phone: 3041 558-2651 ' 

Email: knichols@acc.ess.kli.wv.us 

Pr()gram Component: ACT Explore 
Subject: Language. Mathematics. 'Science 

Contact(s): Karen Nicholson 
. '. ~ 

\ Phone: 3041 558-2651' 
, Email: knichols@access.kI2.Wv:us' 

WY Program Component: Carl Perkins J\ssessment . 
Subject:Vocational 

Conta~t(s):Terri Wigert 
Phone: 3071 m-n08 
'Email: 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Co'mponent Subject K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
AK AK Writing Assessment -Voluntary Writing o 0 o o o 10000 o 10000 o o 10000 o o 

Assessment. May become part of 
assessment system 1999. 

Norm-referenced testing 	 Language Arts. o o o o 10000 o o o 10000 o o 10000 
Mathematics. Reading, 
Science 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing Writing o 0 0 0 0 50.000 0 49.000 0 o o o o 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam Mathematics 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 48000 7000 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam Reading· 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 46000 5000 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam Language 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50000 10000 

End-of-Course Geometry T e;t Geometry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 ' 0 25.584 0 0 0 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th edition Total Battery 0 0 0 53824 52559 52202 51877 53616 52450 53687 44568 40874 0 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing: Benchmark Literacy (Reading and o 0 0 0 30.2i6 o o o o o o o o 
Exams and End of Level Exams Writing) , 

Criterion Referenced Testing: Benchmark· Mathematics o o o o 30.510 (j o o o o o o o 
Exams and End of Level Exams 

Norm referenced testing 	 Science o o o o o 29.945 0 31.833 0 o 30.184 0 o 

Norm referenced testing 	 Math o o o o o 29.954 0 31.794 0 0' 30.281 0 o 
Norm referenced testing . Language o o o o o 29.921 0 31.702 0 o -30.163' 0 o 
Norm referenced testing 	 Social Studies o o o o o 29.920 0 31.781 0 o 30.178 0 o 

Norm referenced testing 	 Spelling o o o o o 29.962 0 31,842 0 o 30.275 0 0

Norm referenced testing 	 Total Reading' o o o o o 29.427 0 31.610 0 o 30.226 0 o 
Norm referenced testing 	 Study Skills o o o o o 29.950 0 31.791 0 o 30.222 0 o 
Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Edition 	 all o o o 59670 59519 59505 60265 59415 56412 56353 49233 40777 35105AZ 

CA Assessments in Career Education Computer science and o o o o 0 o o o o ,282 324 1295 1328 
information systems 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
Grade 

State Component Subiect K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
CA Assessments in Career Education N/A 97198 o .0' o o 0 o o o o o o o o 

Assessments in Career Education Agriculture Core 0 o o o 0 o o o 0 897 1246 435 158 

Assessments in Career Education Health care level I 0 o o o 0 o o o '0 20 38 540 352 

Assessments in Career Education N/A 97·98 0 o O· o 0 o o o 0 000. " 

Golden State Exams Economics 0 o o o 0 o o o 0 159 399 1139 32605 

Golden State Exams History 0 o 000 o o o 0 120 20io 87430 1877 

Golden State Exams High School Math 0 o 000 o o 9 45 1701 13511 23977 7795 

Golden State Exams Reading and Uterawre 0 o 000 o o o 0 26 298 30987 

Golden State Exams Algebra 0 o 000 o 2 4040 52481 65118 30800 11243 1749 

Golden State Exams· Coordinated Science 0 . o 000 o o o 0 1639 16229 3924 692 

Golden State Exams Government Civics 0 o 000 o o o 0 78 ·21' 297 29264 

Golden State Exams Geometry , 0 o 0 0 ' 0 o o 71 2863 33704 49513' 20885 3549 

Golden State Exams Biology 0 000 0 o o o 19 32014 57520 13026 2760 

Golden State Exams Written Competency o 0 0 0 0 o o o o o 36241 31532 

G<;>lden State Exams Chemistry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0 0 449 22664 41412 6038 

Physical Fitness Test Physical fitness Test 0 0 0 0 0 434280 0 426245 0 458650 0 0 0 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program 
(STAR) 

English ,00 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Science o o o o o o 0' o 0- 392739 357166 304267 0 
(STAR) 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Spelling o o 437039 425430 419011 408712 401279 396924 384293 0 o o o 
(STAR) 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Language o o 431615 412326 413126 404147 393217 389042 377053 387844 352819 301622 
(STAR) 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAl STUDENTS TESTED 
. Grade 

State Component Subject K , .. 2 3 4 567 8 9 '0 1112 
CA Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Reading 0. 0. 40.6331 41 5981~· 398275 395640. 391624 ·390.659 3790.55 388378 355762 30.3626 0. 

(STAR) 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Primary Language 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. 0. o o.. 0. 0. 
(STAR) 

/ 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program Math q 0. 44~34o. . 425961 41890.3' 40.8323 400747 394942 382325 394911 359866 _ 30.650.8 . 0. 
(STAR) ,.,;,, 

----------~----~--~----~--~--~------~~~------------------~------~--~~-
StandardizedTesting.~nd Reporting Program· Sociai Science 0. 0. 0. 0. o 0. 0. 0. o 391174 355631 302671"\ 0. 
(STAR) 

co • Reading and Writing Reading 0. 0. 0. 5340.5 52997 0. 0. 0. o.. 0. 0 .. o 0. 

Reading and Writing' Writing. 0. o. 0. o 52958 0 o o o o 0. 0. o 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance Test· Science 0. 0. o o. o 0. -0 0. o .0. 32924 0 0. 
(CAPT) 

Connec.ticut Academic Plj!rformanceTest Mathematics o o 0. o o 0. 0. ,0. o o 32922' 0 o 
(CAPT) 

Connecticut Academic Performance Test· Response to literature :0 0. o 0. o ·-0 o () o 0 32932 0. o 
(CAPT) , 

< 0Connecticut Academic Performance·Test Interdisciplinary 0 0. o o 0 0. o o 0. 32934 0 o 
(CAPT) . 

Connecticut Academic Performance Test Editing· 0. 0. o 0. o 0 0. 0. 0. 0. 32935. 0. o 
(CAPT) . 

Connecticut Mastery Test(CMT) Mathematics 0. 0. 0. 0 39148 '0. 37491 0 36027 0 0 0. 0 


· Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) Reading 0. 0. 0. 0 . 38756 0., 37313 0. ·3600.6 0. 00. 0 


Connecticut Mas~ery Test (CMT) Writing 0. o 0 0 38746 0. 3730.1 0. . 36030. 0. 0 0 0 

· Delaware Student Testing Program - Mathematics (NRT) o. o 0. 8330. 0. 8182 0. 0. 8450. 0 7382 0' 0 
Mathematics NRT 

DE 

Delaware Student Testing Program -Reading Reading. NRT 0. o 0. 8319 o 8201 0. o 8492 o 7413 o 0. 
NRT . 
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Question 3.1.1 S~bjects,' grades, and numbers of studentS tested, by 'state componentTQTAL STUDENTS TESTED' 

Grade· 
State  Component ,Subject K I' "2 ,:3' ,4 5 6. 78 . 9 10 H 12 .' 
DE ' 

. 
Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Mathematics 

Mathematics (SB) 0 0" - 08329 0 ' 8182 0 0 '8442 0 ' 
," '; 

7363 0' • 0 ' 

Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Reading 

R!'\ading (SB) 0' o o 8319 o 8200 o 0' 8485 . 0 7408 o 0' 

. Delaware Student Testing Program, - Writing (SB) o o 0' 7806 0' 760'7 0" o 8038;' 0 ' 6896,0 0, 
Standards-Bas~d Writing, ' 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multipl~ Assessment . . .. ,..  writing' Extended 
Response' ' 

i., 

7212 6628 6331. 5682 5293, . 4832 4322 . 3730 2957 

.. ,. 

,DoDEA Writing Assessment Writing .Extended 
Response 

0' o o o o 6017 o o :4613 o 357i 0' 0' " 

. 0' ,0 .FL Florida Writing Assessment Program Writing 0' o 150.600 0' o o 139.810' 0 117.364 0' 0' 

High Scho~i' Coinpeten~y T~st Mathematics' 0" '0 , 0·-- o () o o o o o o 107.657 0 


High School Cqmpetency Test Communication's 0' 0' 0' o 0' 0' o 0' 0' 0" '0 107;263' 0 

> 

GA Georgia High School Graduation Tests Mathematics (GHSGT)' 0' 0' o ' 0 o o o o o o o 762~8 0 
(GH,SGT) , ' ' 

Georgia High School Graduation Tests English/language Arts 0' 0' o ' " . 0' 0' o 0' 0' 0' 0' o 73552 0" 
(GHSGT) (GHSGT) 

Georgia High School Graduatio'n Tests Social Studies (GHSGT) 0 o ' o '. ' ,0 o 0' 0' o 0', .0' 0' 77238 O. 
(GHSGT) 

Georgia High SCh?ol Graduation Te~ts Science (GHSGT) o 0' 6 ,0', ,0 0' 0' 0' ,0' 0' 0' 787~1 ,0., ..~: 
,(GHSGT) 

'. " 
Georgia Kindergarten Asse;sment Program Georgia Kindergarten 970'29' 0 " '0' o o o 0' 0' 0' 0' O'. o ,0 
(GKAP), Assessment Program 

(GKAP) ~. 

Iowa Tests of B~sic Skills. Complete Battery ITBS 0' 0' 0' 10'7450' 10'2147 0' 0' 98337 0' 0' '0' 0 ' . 

'.Writing!>:ssessments (Grades 3. 5. 8. II) Writing o 0' ' 0' ' 0'0' 0' - 0' ' 0 0' 0' 0' 77451 ,0' 

HI Credit by Examination Foreign langUage o ,0' 0" ,0' 0' 0' 0 0', ' 0' 0' 0' .0' 4507 total, 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested,by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
. . . 

Grade 
State Component ....... Subject K 2 3 4 5 6 7 .8 9 10 fl 12 
HI Credit by Examination Keyboarding. b 0 o o o o o o o o o o 180 total 

Credit by Examination 	 Algebra o o o o o o o o d o o o 2187 total 

Hawaii State Test of Essential Competencies 	 Reading. Writing. Oral . 0 .0 o o o o o o. o o 12660 11527 9459 
Communication,' Math, 
Visual Symbols. 
Guidance, Logic, Health, 
Social Studies 

St;lriford Achievement Test 8th Ed. Reading 0: ·0 o . f3B30 0 -0 13025 0 12088 0 . 9347 o o 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. Language o o o 13BI3 O· o 12791 0 11609 0 9035 .0 o 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. Mathematics o o o 1398B 0 o 12969 0 11960. 0 9617 0 o 

Standardized Testing ITBS and ITED 	 .Mathematlcs ·0 o o o 37000 0 o o 34000· 0 o 26000 0IA 

Standardized Testing ITBS and ITED 	 Reading o o o o 3700 $> o o 34000 0 o 26000 

Direct Math Assessment 	 .Math o o o o 16746 . O. .0 o .181490 o .0 o 
Direct Writing Assessment Direct Writing . 0 o o o 16259 0 0 0 mOB 0 0 16264 

Assessment 

Norm Referenced Test 	 sti~nce na na. na 16142 na 16182 na 17371 na IBI35 na na na 

Norm Referenced Test 	 Sodal Studies o o o .16152 na 16391 na 17365 na. 18164 na na na 

Norm-Referenced Test 	 Language Arts o o o 16313 16879' 16650 16813 17232 IB093 18231 17899 163B9 0 

Norm-Referenced Test 	 Reading na na na 16471 16966 16726 16849 i73BB IBI8118129 17848 16370 na 

Norm-Referenced Test 	 Mathematics na ria na 16172 16569 1659.1' 16527 17158 17951 18016 17669 16212 na 

IL Illinois Goal Assessment Prograll) Social Science o o o o 128,716 0 o 126,533 '0 o 0: . : 101,155 

Illinois Goal Assessment Program Science o o o o 128,588 0 o 126.610 ·0 6 o 100.985 0 

Illinois Goal Ass.essment Program Mathematics o o o 131,563 0 o 130,742 0 124.055 0 110.411 0 o 
Illinois Goal As.se;sment Program Reading o o 6 129,896 0 o 130,Q25 0 I'D.B37 0 110.016 0 o 
Illinois Goal Assessment Program Writing o o o 12B.665 O' o 12B,456 0 122,405 0 108.044 0 o 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested,bysta,tecomponentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED.. 

Grade 
State Component Subject K 1 '2 3 4 5 6· 7 8 9 10 II. 12 
IN .Statewide Assessment Mathematics, . 0 0 0 69754 0 0 63966' 0 64825 0 68801 0 0 

Stai~wide Assessment Englishllanguage Arts o o o 69783 . 0 o 63786 0 64711 '0 68676 0' o 

KS Kansas Assessment Program Writing o o o o o 36051 o o 36163 0 32974 0 o 
Kansas Assessment Program Science o o o o 0 O' o o '0 o o 0 o 
Kansas Assessment Program Reading o o , '0 35891 0 0 o 37077 0 o 33383 0 o 
Kansas Assessment Program Mathematics o o o 0" 36527 0 o 37409 0'· o 33670 .0 o 
Kansas Assessment Program Social Studies o o o o 6 o· o o 0 o o· 0 o .' 

KY Alternate Portfolio Alternate Portfolio o o o o 341 o o o 342 o o o 
.KIRIS On-Demand Mathematics o o o o o 47141 0 o 48798 0 o 40659 0 

KIRIS On-Demand ,On-Demand Writing o o o o 46464 .0 0 49267 00 o 40659 

KIRIS On-Demand Reading o o o o 46464 0 0 49267 0 O· o 40659 0 

KIRIS On-Demand Science o o o o 46464 0 0 49267 0 .' 0 o '. 40659 

KIRIS On-Demand Social Studies o o o o o 47141 0 o J48798 O. o . 40659 O. 

KIRIS On-Demand Arts and Humanities .0 0, o o o 47141 o o 48798 0 o 40659. 

KIRIS On-Demand Practical living I.. o o o o 0 4~141 o 0 48798 0 0 40659 
Vocational Studies 

National Norm Reference Test National Norm o o o 5i651. 0 o 4n43 0 o 49288 0 o 0 
Reference Test 

Writing Portfolio Assessment Writing Portfolio o o o o 46293 0 o 49049 0 o o o 38820 

Graduation Exit Examination Social Studies o o o o o o o o o o o 39,891 0LA 

Graduation .Exit Examination English Language Arts 0 o I) o. o o o o o o 46,128 0' 6 

Graduation Exit Examination Mathematics o o o 6 o o o o " o o 46,004 0 o 
Graduation Exit Examination Written Composition 0 o o o o 6 o o o o 44,944 0 o 
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Question 3. I .1 Subjects, grades, a,nd numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State 

LA 

Component 
Graduation Exit Examination 

Sybject 
Science 

K 
o o 

2 
o 

3 
o 

4 
o 

5 
o 

6 
o 

7 
o. 

8 
o 

9 
o 

10 
o 

1 1 
40,021 

-12 
0 

LEAP (Grades 3, 5, and 7 Criterion
Referenced Tests) 

Mathematics 0 o o 56,534 0 55,716 0 57,055 0 0 0 0 0 

LEAP (Grades 3, 5. and 7 Criterion English Language Arts . 0 o o 56,711 0 55.793 0 57.215 0 0 0 0 0 
Referenced Tests) 

Norm-referenced Testing Program Complete battery 0 o o o 47.455 0 50.419 0 46,833 47.00440.330 32.753 0 

Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment English language Arts o o o o· 74452 0 o o 68486 o 60857 o oMA 
System (MCAS) . 

Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment Mathematics o o o o 75235 0 o o 69014 o 61430 0 o 
System (MCAS) 

Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment Sciencerrechnology o o o o 75230 0 o o 68995 o 61437 0 o 
System (MCAS) 

Massachusetts.Grade3ReadingTest Reading 0 0 0 737150 0 0 0 0 0 O· 0 0 

MD High SchoolAssessments 0 0 0 0 . 0 O· 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Maryland Functional Tests Citizenship (74.913 Total 
Students Tested) 

0 o 0 0 000 0 000 0 0 

Maryland Functional Tests Math level II (142.315 0 o o o 0 o 0 o o o o· o o 
Total Students Tested) 

Maryland Functional Tests Writing (97,43~ Tota! () o o o 0 o 0 o o o o o o 
Students Tested) 

Maryland Functional Tests Reading Level II (94.356 0 o o o 0 o 0 o o o o o o 
Total Students Tested) 

\ 0Maryland School Performance Assessment Social Studies 0 o 66759 0 64244 0 o 60171 o o o o 
Program 

Maryland School Performance Assessment Science 0 o o 66759 0 64244 0 o 60171 o o o o 
Program· 

Maryland School Performance Assessment Mathematics o o o 66759 o 64244 o o 60171 o o o o 
Program 
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Question 3. 1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Component Subject K I 2 3 4· 5 6 . 7 8 9 10 II 12 
MD Maryland School PerformanceAssessment Language Usage 0 0 0 66759. 0 64244 0 0 60171 0 0 ' 0 0 

Program 

Maryland School Performance Assessment Writing o o o 66759 0 64244 0 ,0 60171 o o '0 o 
Program 

Maryland School Performance Assessment Reading o o o 66759 0 64244' 0, o 60171 o o o o 
Program, ' 

Maine State Tests 	 ArtsIHumanitie~.H~alth. 0 o o o 14522 0 o o 15753 0 '0 12599 0 
Mathematics. Reading. 
Science. Social Studies: ' 
Writing 

ME 

Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics Reading o o o o 121739 0 o 129360 0 o o o o 
Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics Mathematics o o o o 121739 0 0 129360 0 0 0- o 0 

MI 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing Science o o o o o lil966 0 o 117492 0 o o 0' 

Grade 5 and BScience and Writing 	 Writing' o o o o o 120595 0 o 115588 0 o o 

MEAP High School Test, 	 Writing o o o o 000 000 o 70161 0 

MEAP High School Test 	 Science o o o o 000 000 o .. 71730 '0 

MEAP High School Test 	 Reading o o o o 000 000 o 72666 0 

_MEAP High School Test Mathematics o o o o o () 0 000 o 72064 0 

MI'a Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments Grade 5 Reading o o o o o 60492 0 o 0 o o o o 
Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments Grade 3 Math o ,0 o 60685 0 o 0 o o o o o o 
Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments Grade 5 Math o o o o 0 60362 0 o o o o o o 
Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments Grade 5 Writing o o o o 0 60364 0 o o o o o o 
Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments Grade 3 Reading o o o 60577 0 o 0 o o o o o o 

MO " MAP 	 Communication ArtS o o o 5'1113 0 o o 49291 o 0' o 34645 0 

MAP 	 Science o )0 o 50378 0 o o 48754 0 o 39656 0 o 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
/' 

Grade 
State 	 Component Subiect K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I 1 12 

MAP Math o o o o 65336 o o o 62952 o 54744 o oMO 

MS 	 Functional literacy Examination (high school Reading o o o o o o o o o o o 27947 o 
exit exam) . 

Functional literacy Examination (high school Written Communication 0 o o o o o o o o o o 27B21 o 
exit exam) 

Functional literacy Examination (high school Mathematics o o o o o 0 00 0 0 0 27947 0 
exit exam) 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 ITBS Survey o o o o 37465 36236 36B09 37465 36236 36809 0 o 0 
Battery(R.M.LA) 

Subject Area (End of Course) Tests: Algebra Biology (Grades 9 or 10) 0 o o o o o o o 354B5 0 o o o 
I, Biology. U.S. ,History fro IB77 . (total 8

i2) 

Subject Area (End of Course) Tests: Algebra US History from 1877 o o o o o o o o o 0 o 27738 0 
I, Biology, U.S. Hjstory fro 1877 . ' (total II

12) 

Subject Area (End of Course) Tests: Algebra Algebra 1(Grades B or o o o o o o o o 34479 0 o o 0 
I, Biology. U.S. History fro IB77 9) (totaI8

12) 

MT Student Assessment Requirement M'ath o o '0 o 11350 0 o o 12000 0 o 10350 0 

Student Assessment Requirement Science o o o o 11300 0 o o 11900 0 o 10350 0 

Student Assessment Requirement Social Studies o o o o 11300 0 o o 11900 0 o 10350 0 

Student Assessment Requirement language Arts o o o o 11350 0 o o 12000 0 o 10250 0 

Student Assessment Req~irement Reading: o o o o 11350 0 o o 12000 0 o 10350 0 

'NC Annual Testing Program Reading o o o 9B389 94109 91556 91669 91267 87903 BB307 73976 0 '. oNC 

NC Annual Testing Program 	 Mathematics o o o 98B44 94499 91927 91B02 91368 87978 83124 73635 0 o 
NC Annual Testing Program Writing . o o o 96649 0 0 0 90921 0 0 .81563 0 o 
NC Annual Testing Program Open-Ended o o o o 0 . 91295 0 0 87663 0 0 0 o 
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Question 3.1.1' Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by statecomponentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

State Component Subject 
Grade 
K 'I . 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 

NC ~C Annual Testing Program Science (Biology) 00 0' O· 0' ,0 0 0 0 0 78804 0 (j 

NC Annual Test!ng Program .Social Studies (US 
History) 

o o o o O. o o o o 77348 0 68341 o 

NC An'nual Testing Program Grade 3 Pretest o o 0 99583 0 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 0 

NCTestingProgram-CompetencyTesting Mathematics and Reading. 0 0 0 98389 9410991566 91669 91267' 97903 '0, 73976 0 0 


NC Tests of Computer Skills Computer Skills o o 0 0 0 00 0 90906 0 0 0 "0 


Norm-Referenced Testing Reading, Language, o o 0 0 0 3000 0 ' 0 3000 0 0 , 0 0 
Mathematics 

TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills, TerraNova o o o o 9277 o 9566 0 9724 o 9767 0 o 
second edition 

ND 

NE No State Assessments "97 '98 o o o 6 0 o o 0 0" o o 0 o 

NH NH Educational Improvement and English Language Arts o o , .0 16,046 0 o 15784 0 o o 13038 0, o 
Assessment Program 

. NH Educational Improvement and Mathematics o o o .16289 ci o " 15894 0 o o 13116 0 o 
Assessment Program ' 

NH Educational Improvement and Science o o o o 0 o .15893 0 o o 13055 ·0 o 
Assessment Program 

NH Educational Improvement and Social Studies o o o o 0 o 15865 0 o o 12955 0 o 
,AS,sessment Program . 

,Grade II High School Proficiency Test Writing o o o o o o o o o o 75000 0NJ o· 

Grade 11 High School Proficiency Test Mathematics o o o o o .0 o o o 0 o 75000 0 

Grade II High School Proficiency Test Reading o o o o o o o o o 0 o. 750000 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test Mathematics o o o o o o o o 85800 0 o o 0 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test Reading o o o o o o o o 85800 0 o o 0 

Grade 8 ,Early Warning Test Writing o o o o o o o o 85800 0 o o 0 

NM NM Achievement Assessment Mathematics o o o o 25512 0 25712 0 25512 0 ,0 o o 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of stud~nts tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
Grade 

State Component- Subject K 2 3 4 5 ~ 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
NM NM Achievement Assessment Social Studies o 0 o o 25521 o 25712 0 25512 o o o o 

NM Achievement Assessment Reading o 000 '25521 o 25712 0 25512 0 o 0 o 

.NM Achievement Assessment Science o 000 25521 o ·25712 0 25512 0 o 0 o 
NMAchievement Assessment Language ArtS o 000 25521 o 25712 0 25512 0 o 0 o 
NM High School Comlletency'Exam ,Mathematics o 000 o o o 0 '0 0 26201 . 0 o 
NM High School Competency Exam Written Composition o o 0 0 o o o 0 o 0 26201 0 o 


NM High School Competency Exam ,Science o o 00 o o o 0 o 0 26201 0 o 

NM High School Competency Exam· Reading o 000 o o o 0 o '0 26201 0 o 
NM High School Competency Exam Social Studies o o . 0 0 o o 00 o 0 26201 0 o 
,NM High School Competen~y Exam' Language Arts o· 000 o o o 0 00 2620i 0 o 

NM ~riting Ass~ssmentProgra~ Writing Assessment o 000 25521 o 25712 0 10000 0 o· '0 o 

Reading Assessment for Grades 1 and 2 Reading Proficiency o 26715 ·25996 0 o o o 0 o '0 ,0 0 o 


NV· DIrect Writing Assessment' at Grade 8 W~iting o o o o o· 0, o o 21910 0 0, 186385691 

, High School Proficiency Examination Reading, Writing. and o o o o '0 o o o q o o 15624 4057 
Mathematics 

Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades 4. S. Reading. Language. Math, 0 o o '0 20759 0 .". o o 20164 o 18747 0 o 
and 10 ' . Science 

NY Occupational Education Proficiency Business • o o 0 o o o o o o o '0 12390 0 
Examihations :- .' " .. AnalySis/Computer 

Applications 

Occupatfonal Education Proficiency Clothing{f extiles o o 0, o o ,0 o o o o o 2160 o 
Examinations 

Occupational Education Proficiency Communication Systems 0 o o o o o o o o o o 3073 ,0 
Examinations 

Occupational Education Proficiency Food and Nutrition o o o o o o o o o o ,0 9486 o 
Examinations 

PART III PAGE 57 



Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL: STUDENTS TESTED 
- . J 	 . 
. Grade 	 . 

State 	 Component Subject K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I I 12 
NY 	 Occupational Education Proficiency Health Occupati~ns' 0 ... o o o o o o o o o o 2109 o 

Examinations 

Occupational Education' Proficiency Housing and Environment 0 o o o o o o o o o '0 1658 o 
Examinations . 

. Occupational Education Proficiency Human Development 0 o o o o o o o o 0 o 5274 o 
Examinations 

Occupational Education ProfiCiency Intro. To Occupations 0 o o o o o o o o 0 o 65278 o. 
Examinations . 

Occupational Education Proficiency. Produ~tionSystems 0 o o o o o o o o 0 o 4517 o 
Examil)ations .. 

o . 0Occupational Education Proficiency Transportation Systems 0 o o o. o o o o 	 o 3914 o 
Examinations . . 

--PreliminarY Competency Tests (PCT) Reading 0 o o - 0 o o o o 155476 6568 o o· o 

Preliminary Competency Tests (PCT) Writing' o o o '0 o o o· o 145907; 7121 o o o.. . 

ProgralTl Evaluation Tests (PET) Science o o o o 225867 0 o 0 o . 0 o· o o 

Program Evaluation Test.s (PET) Social Studies ·0 o o o o 0 208772 0 191121 . 0 o o o 
Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) Reading o o o 244108 0 o 227544 0 o o o o o 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) Mathematics 0 o 0, '250399 0 o 230409 0 o o 0 o 0 

. Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) Writing. 0 o o o 0 229849 0 0 o o 0 o '0 

Regents Competency Tests Reading ,0 o o o 0 o 0 '0 o o 0 65062 0 

Regents Competency Tests Writing' 0 o o o 0 000 O. 86475 0 o 0 

Regents Competency Tests Mathematics 0 o o o . 0 000 o 85472 0 o 0 

Regents Competency Tests Science 0 ·0 o o 0 000 o 132096 0 o 0 

'Regents Competency Tests Social Studies - Global : 0 o o o . 0 000 o o 91455 o 0 
Studies 

Regents Competency Tests US History o o . o o o o o o o o ,0 68479 o 

PART III PAGE 58 



Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
Grade 

State Component Subject K I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
NY Regents Examination Program Earth Science 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0 0 0 122723 0 0 0 

Regents Examination Prog,"-am Chemistry 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 98016 0 0 

·Regents Examination Program Biology o o o o o o o o o o 131992 o 0 

Regents Examination· Program Mathematics o o o o 0, o o o o 190929 135665 95018 0 

Regents Examination Program Italian o o o o o o o o o o 5930 o 0 


Regents Examination Program Latin o o o o o o o. o o o 2941 o 0 


Regents Examination Program Physics o o o o o o o o o o o 74517 0 

Regents Examination Program Spanish o o o o o o o o o o 74517 o '0 

Regents Examination Program French o o o o o o o o o o 22946 00 

Regents Examination Program English o. o o o o· o o o o o o 125012 0 

Regents Examination Program Hebrew o o o o o 0 o o o 0 3674.0 0 

Regents Examination Program German o o o o o 0 o o 00 2403 0 0 

Regents Examination Program Global Studies o o o o o 0 o o 00 163158 0 ,0 

Regents Examination Program US History/Government 0 o o o o 0 o o o 0 o 141808 0 

Second Language Proficiency Exams French o o o o o 0 o o 14518 2295 o 0 '0 

Second Language Proficiency Exams German o o o o o 0 o o 1923 447 o 00 

Second Language Proficiency Exams Italian o o o o o 0 o o 3600 720 000 

Second Language Proficiency Exams Latin o o o o o 0 o o 1303 1335 o 0 0 

Second Language Proficiency Exams Spanish o o o o o O· o o 42028 7733 000 

OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing Citizenship o o o o 125711 0 o o o 0 o 0 0 

4th-Grade Proficiency Testing Science o o o o 125771 0 o o o 0 O. 0 0 

4th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics o o o o 125611 0 o o o 0 000 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State 	 Component Subiect K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
OH 	 4~-Grade Proficiency Testing Reading o 0 o o 125069 0 o o o o o o o 

4th-Grade Proficiency Testing Writing o o o o 124826 0 o 0 o o o o o 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics o o o o o 0 126761 0 o o o o o 
6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Reading o o o o o 0 126421 0 o o o o o 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Writing o o o o o 0 126177 0 o o o o o 
. 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Science o o o o o 0 126688 0 o o o o o 
6th~G~ade Proficiency Testing Citizenship o o o o o 0 126804 0 o o o o o 
9th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics o o o o o o o o 123295 43811 24030' 12811 3571 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing Citizenship o o o o o o o o 123240 28781 14069 6425 1035 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing Reading o o o o o o o o 122897 . 14755 5765 .2570 349 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing Writing o o o 6 o o o o 122569 16865 7994 3673 297 

0:9th-Grade Proficiency Testing' Science o o o o o o o 123052 36161 0 0 o 
12th-Grade Proficiency Testing Writing o o o. o o o o o o .0 0 0 95075 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics o o o o o o o o o 0 00 .95100 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing Science o o o o o o o o o 0 0 0 94529. 

12th-Grade ProficienC); TeSting Reading o o o o o o o o o 0, 0 0 95508 

12th~Grade Proficiency Testing Citizenship o o o .0 o o o o o 0 0 0 94958 

OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills Sources of Information 0 o o 40445 0 o o 42156. 0 o o o o 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills· Norm-Referenced Science o o o 40536 0 o o 42395 0 o o o o 
Component 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Reading o o o 40514· 0 o o 42413 0 o o o o 
Component 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Language o o o 40471 0 o o 42222 0 o o o o 
Component 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAl STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Component 	 Subject K l 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Social Studies o 0 o 40551 o o o 42389 o o o o o 
Component 

OK 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-Referenced Mathematics o o o 40555 0 o o 42206 0 o o o o 
Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Geography' o o o o o 40350 0 o 42123 0 o 34462 0 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Oklahoma History o o o o o o 0 o o . 0 o 34393 0 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Reading o o o o o 40418 - 0 o 42415 0 o 34649 0 

OklahomJl Core Curriculum'Tests 	 u.S. History, o o o o o 40379 0 o 42216 0 o 34600 0 
Constitution. and 
Government' 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Science o o o o o 40394 0 o 42341 0 o 34682 0 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Writing o o o o o 40327 0 o 42161 0 o 34822 0 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Mathematics o o o o o 40407 0 o 42358 0 o 34680 0 

, Reading, Writing. and Mathematics Reading o o o '40553 0 39940 0 o 40157 0 36458 0 oOR 
Assessment 

Reading, Writing. and Mathematics Mathematics o o o 41468 0 ' 40828 0 o 40544 0 36464 0 o 
Assessment 

Math, Assessment 	 Mathematics o o o o o 136765 0 o 133524 0 o 118498 0PA 

Reading Assessment 	 Reading o o o o o 136765 0 o 133524 0 o 118498 '0 

, Writing Assessment 	 Writing o o o o o o 121147 0 o 118815 0 o o 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Spanish o o o 50859 0 o 47551 o o 41722 0 33954 0 
Escolares ' 

Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Mathematics o o o 50803 0 o 47482 0 o 41574 0 33476 0 
Escolares 

Prueba Puertorriquena de' Competencias English o o o 50822 0 o 47521 0 o 41676 0 33944 0 
Escolares ' 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state comporientTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 
Grade· 

State 	 Component Subject K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
PR 	 Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Science o . 0 o 50631 o o 47355 o o 41275 ·0 '35532 o '. 

Escolares 

Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias Social Studies o o· o 50232 0 o 46998 o o 40399 o 29998 o 
Escolares 

RI English Language Arts and Math Performance Mathematics· o o o o 11.951 0 o o 1.1.088 0 9.651 o '0 
Assessme·nt 

English Language Arts and Math Performance 
Assessment (New Standards Reference 
Exams) 

English Language Arts o o o o 11.829 0 o o .10,955 0 o o '0 

Health Education Performance Assessment Health. Education 0 0 0 0 0 11,697 0 0 0 10.426 0 0 0 

MAT 7, Norm-Referenced Mathematics . 
Concepts/Problem
Solving 

o . 0 0 0 11.243' 0 0 0 . 10.185 0 0 ·0 0 

MAT 7~ Norrn-Referenced Reading Comprehension 0 o o o 11.255 0 o o 10.235 0 o o o 
Writing Performance Assessment Writing Performan!=e o o o 12.202 0 0, o 11.270 0 o 9.500 o o 

Assessment .. 

sc Basic Skills Assessment Program Science o o o 50176 '0 o 47781 o 47071 o o o o 
Basic Skills Assessment Program Reading o o o 50283 o 0 o 0 47393 0 40710 0 o 
Basic ~kills Assessment Program Writing o o o o o 0 47748 0 47096 0 40520 0 o 
Basic Skills Assessment Program Math 	 o o o 50654 o 0 o 0 - 47379 0 40755 '0.· o 

Norm-Referenced Testing .. Math o o o o 47725 46534 o 48323 0 51461 o 33778 o· 


Norm-Referenced.Testing· Language· o o o o 47320 46135' 0 48206 o 51655 o 33810 o 

Norm-Referenced Testing Reading o o o o 47396 46230 0 48282 o. 51894 o 33952 o 

so Stanford Achievement Test•.Ninth ,Edition Reading. language. Math, 0 o o o 10400 o o o 11500 0 o 9700 o 
Science,Social Studies 

TN Achievement Test - NRT Math. Language. Reading. 0 o " 0 70147 67638 65840 66698 67598 ~4283 0 o o o 
Science. Social Studies 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects,.grades, and numbers ofstuderits tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Component Sybiect K 2 3 4· 5 6 7 8' 9 10 II 12 
TN Competency Test Math & Language Arts 00 o o .0 o. o o o . 6B553' 23919 13993 B279 

High School End of Course Pre-Algebra 0 o o o o 0 o o 0 24162 0 o 0 

High School End of Course 	 Algebra I 0 o o o o O. o o 0 . .51000. 0 o 
High School End of Course 	 Algebra II 0 o o o o 0 o o 0 37000 0 o 

High School End of Course Geometry 0 o o o ·00 o o 0 3Booo 0 o 0 

High School End of Course· Math for Technology 0 o o o o 0 o o 0 9000 0 o 0 

TCAP Writing Assessment Writing (4.7. II) 0 o o o '67174 0 o 63082 0 o 0 47B22 0 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAASl 
'and end-of-course tests . 

TAAS Math' o o o 268383 263B8~. 263724 270367 271295~ 262324 0 231444 38126. :,)4323 

Texas Assessment of Academic Skill~ (rAAS) 
and Texas end-of-course tests" 

TAAS Reading 
' 

o o o 2MQ71: 260045 260916 2689.15 271011 262~91 0 229059 '.20564 6709 

Tex"as Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS) TAAS Writing. o o o o 255910 0 o o 259799 0 228716' IB503 5B65 . 
and Texas end-of-course tests 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program Math' ·0 . 33366 33510 32642 32903 32088 3312B 0 o '0 0 0 o 

Core ,&.ssessment,CRT Program Science 0 29212 29253 2B795 2B66 I 2B037 27665 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf,Ass'essment) 
, 

Mathematics. Reading. 
SCience. Social Studies. 
Visual Arts 

0 0 O' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 L3nguage. Mathematics. 0 o o o o . 34171 o o . 34404 ,0 o 34397 0 
Reading. Science. Social 
Studies 

VA Literacy Passport Testing Program Writing.' o o o 0' o o .BO.632 9.793 4.677 2;232 • 1.19B 921 365 

literacy Passport Testing Program 	 Reading Comprehension 0 ·0 o o o -0 81.258 9.995 5,203 2.2B7 1.323 995 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Asse'ssment End of Course World o o O. o o o o o o o o o 34713. 
Program ' , History' to 

1000lWorid Geo, 
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Question 3.1.·1 Subjects, grades, and .numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Component . Subiect K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II .12 
VA Standa~ds of Learning (SOL) Assessment End of Course US o 0 o o o o o o o o· o o US 

Program. . History 60090 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment History. O' o o 85299 0 81110 0 o 78974 0 .. 0 0 
Program 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Math' End of Course O· o o o 0 o 0 o o 0 Alg I Geom. Aig II 

Program Tests 72881 52230 "43043 


Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Writing 0 o· o 85259 0 80973 Q o . 78935 0 o . 59181 .0 
Program. 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment End of Course World 0 o o o 0 o 0 o o 0 o 0 27117 
Progral!1 History from 

IOOOlWorld Geo. 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment ComputerlTechnology 0 o o o 0 80981 0 o 78219 0 000 
Program 

Standards of Lea~ning (SOL) Assessment End of Course Science 0 o o o 0 o 0 o o 0 ES BIOCHEM 

Program 57803 69702 43524 


Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Science o o o 85224 0 81064 .:-- 0 o 78925 0 o o ci 
Program " 

Standards' of Learning (SOL) Assessment English: Reading/LIt. o o o 85316 0 81034 0 o 79078 0 o 58287 ··0 
Program .• ' . Research 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment Mathematics o o o 85473 . 0 81295 0 o· 86443 0 o o o 
Program 

Virginia Uteracy Testing Program Mathematics o o o o o o 81.396 9.491 5.342 2.316 1.396 903 

Virginia State Assessment Program o o o o o o _ o o o o o o o 
" Terra Nova Assessments Series Language Arts o· o o 1557. 0 o 1550 o 1396 o o 981 o 
Tet.ra Nova Assessments Series Social Studies o o o o o 1557 1550 o . 1396 o o 981 o 
Terra Nova Assessments Series Mathematics o o o 1557 o o 1550 o 1396 o o 981 o 
Terra Nova Assessments Series Science o o o 1557 ·0 o 1550 o 1396 o o 981 o 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and numbers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Component Subiect K 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
VI TerraNova Assessments Series Reading 0 0 0 1557'0 0 1550 0 1396 0 0 981 0 

Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT English language Arts o 0 o o 7658 0 0 0 7685 0 5945 0 0 
Assmt) 

VT 

Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT Science 6 o o o o o 8075 o o o o 6006 o 
Assmt) . 

Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT Mathematics o o o o 7679 o o o 7767 o 5980 o o 
Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment Reading Accuracy arid o '0 7697 o o o· o o o o 
. Comprehension 

WA Norm Referenced Testing Mathematics o o o 0 70154 0 0 0 70697 0 0 54456 0 

Norm Referenced Testing Reading o o 0 0 69994 0 0 0 70896 0 0 0 0 

Norm Referenced Testing Language Arts o o 0 .0 69885 0 0 0 70721 0 0 55155 0 

Second Grade Reading ~eading' o 0 2500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 

Washington Assessment of Student learning Writing 0 0 0 0 68981 0 0 70180 0 0 0 0 0 

Washington Assessment of Student Learning Mathematics 0 0 . 0 0 73566 0 0 73270 0 0 0 0 0 

Washington Assessment of Student learning Reading 0 0 0 0 72853 0 . 0 72154 0 0 0 0 0 

Washington Assessment of Student Learning Listening 0 0 0 "0 73377 0 0 72570 0 0 0 0 0 

WI Wisconsin Reading Comprehension.(WRCl) Reading Comprehension 0 o 0 57811 0 O. 0" 0 0 0 O. 0 0 
(assessment of 3rd grade reading) 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System Reading o o o o 58759 o o o 63080 0 6'1087 o o 
(WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts of 
Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 

Wisco,nsin Student Assessment System Enhanced language o o o o 58759 o o o 62990 0 64087 o o 
(WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts of 
Examinations at grades 4. 8, and 10 
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Question 3.1.1 Subjects, grades, and nu":"bers of students tested, by state componentTOTAL STUDENTS TESTED 

Grade 
State Comeonent . - Subject K. 2 3 4- 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
WI 	 Wisconsin Student Assessment System Science 0 0 0 0 59391 0 O. 0 62990 0 63391 0 0 

(WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts of 
Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System Social Studies 0 0 0 0 59391 0 0 0 62990 0 63391 0 0 
(WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts of 
Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System Mathematics 0 0 0 0 59391 0- 0 0 62990 0 64087 0 0 
(WSAS) Knowledge and Concepts of ./ 

Examinations at grades 4, 8, and 10 

ACT Explore 	 Language, Mathematics, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22000 0 0 0WV 
Science 

ACT Work Keys 	 Emelo~ment Skills 0 0 0 o· 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 21000 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 Mathematics 24000 24000 23800 22000 21000 22000 21000 22000 22000 23000 22000 21000 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 Social Science 0 0 0 22000 21000 - 22000 21000 . 22000 22000 23000 22000 21000 

Norm-referenced Testing 'Science 0 0 0 22000 21000 22000 21000 22000 22000 23000 22000 21000 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 Language 24000 24000 23800 22000 . . 21000 22000 . 21000 22000 22000 .23000 22000 21000 '·0 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 Readin, 24000 24100 23800 21637 21000 22000 21000 22000 '22000 23000 22000 21000 

Writing Assessment 	 Writing 0 0 0 0 18000 0 0 0 19000 0 20000 0 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment 	 Vocational 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 782 943 1304 1269 

PART III PAGE 66 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 



Question 3.1.2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year? 

What percentage of the test items used in this component are released. Question 3.1.3 
each year? 

State Component 	 Perce~nt changed Percent released 

AK 

AL. 

AR 

AZ 

CA 

CO 


CT 


DE 

AK Writing Assessment 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

AL Direct Assessment of Writing 

Alabama High School Basic Skills 
Exit Exam 

End-of-Course Geom~try Test 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th 
edition 

Criterion Referenced Testing 

Norm Referenced Testing 

Stanford Achievement Test, 
Ninth Edition 

Assessments in Career Education 

Golden State Exams 

Physical Fitness Test 

. Standardized Testing and 
Reporting Program (STAR) 

Reading and Writing 

Connecticut Academic. 
Performance Test (CAPT) 

Connectic~t Mastery Test (CMT) 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Reading NRT 

Delaware Student Testing 

Program - Standards-Based 

Mathematics 


100% 

100% 

100 

100% 

0% 

100% 

o 
0 

5% 

Varies 

o 
o 

25% 

100% 

90% when a form change is 
made. usually every 2 years 

None 

None 

17% 

100% 

None 

None 

0% 

100% released to school districts 
only for use with students and 
teachers; not available for use 
by vendors or by other entities 

o 

o 


1.% per ~ubject area. 

I item per year. 

o 

25% 

75% 

Writing prompts are released 
. each year. 100% are released 
when a form change is made, 
usually every 2 years. 

None 

None 

8% 

PART III PAGE 67 



'"' Question 3.1.2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year? " 

What percentage of the test items used in this component are releasedQuestion 3.1.3 
each year? . 

State Component Percent changed Percent released 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing 

Program - Standards-Based 

Reading 


Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Standards-Based 

~ Writing 
( 

'DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple 

FL 

GA 

HI 

IA . 

ID 

IL 

IN 


KS 


KY. 

Assessment 


DoDEA Writing Assessment 


High School Competency Test 


Writing Assessment Program 


Georgia High School Graduation 

Tests (GHSGT) 


Georgia Kindergarten 

Assessment Program (GKAP) 


Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. 

Complete Battery 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3. 

5.8.11) 


Credit by Examination 


Hawaii State Test of Essential . 

Competenci~s ' 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th 

Ed. 


Standardized Testing.ITBS & 

ITED 


Math Assessment. 

Norm Referenced 

Writing Assessment 

Illinois Goal Assessment Program 

Statewide Assessment 

Kansas Assessm'ent Program 

Alternate Portfolio 

Approximately 30% 

67%. The stand-alone writing 
prompts are changed each year .. · 
The text-based writing prompts 
are not. 

None 

100% Annually 

100% 

90% of GHSGT items are 
changed each year .. 

0 

None 

100% 

None 


None/version or form. 


o 

100% 


None 


100% 


35%, 


30% 


25% 


Not Applicable ' 
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Approximately 30% 

67.%~ The stand-alone writing 
prompts are released each year. 

None' 

100% Released 

0% 

None of the test items are 
released at this time. 

Test items remain constant 

None' 

o 

None 

None. 

0, 

100% 

None 

100% 

None 

None 

Not Applicable 



Question 3. L2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this componentare changed 
each year? . , 

,What percentage of tile test items used i'n this comp~nent are releas~dQuestion 3.1.3 
each year? 	 ' 

State "Component 	 Percent changed Percent released 

KY KIRIS On-Demand" ' 

LA 

National Norm'Reference Test 

Writing Portf<?lio Asse~sment 

Graduation Exit Examination 

LEAP Grades 3, 5, and 7 
Criterion-Referenced Tests ' 

Norm-referenced Testing 
Program' ' 

MA , Massachusetts Comprehensive 
, Assessment ' 

, Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading 
Test 

MD High School Assessments, 

Maryland FU!1cti?nal Tests 

,Maryland School Performance 
Assessment Program 

ME , Maine State Tests 

MI 	 Grade 4 and 7 Reading and 
Mathematics ' , 

1\'. 

Grade 5 and 8 SCience and 
,Writing 

MEAP High School Test 

MN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive 
Assessments 

MO " 	 MAP 

20% of the Open Response and 
Multiple Choice 

None' , 

, ~o~ Appl,ica~I~' , 

, Approximately~% of the items 
are changed each year. 

Appro;>cimately 40% of the i,tems 
are changed each year. ' 

NA 


approx.80% ' 


,100% 


50% 


75% 


30% Writing uses a single 
prompt which' is 'new'each year.' ' 

100%, 

80% 

90% 


100% 


Roughly 50% I 
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15% of the Open Response and 
Multiple Choice ' 

None 

, 


Not Applicable 


N'one of the items on the Exit 
, Exam are released; however, the 

state plans an anniJal release of 
approximately ,30%, of the items 
from the new criterion- " 
referenced testing program, 
beginning Spring 1999. ' 

None of the items on LEAP are 
released; however, the state 
plans an annual release of 
approximately 30% of the items 
from the new criterion
referenced testing program, 
beginning Spring 1999. 

NA 

, approx. 80% 

0% 

o 
"1%, 

o 

100% of writing. 10% of science. 

10% 

100% 

RoughlY'50% 

http:approx.80


Question 3.1.2 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year?' " 

.What percentage of the test items used in ,this component are releasedQuestion 3.1.3' 
each year? ' 

'\ 

State Component Percent changed Percent released 

MS 


MT 


NC 


NO 

NE 

NH 

NJ 

NM 

Functional Literacy EXamination 

Norm-R,eferenced Testing 

Subject Area Testing 

StuderitAssessment 
Requirement 

NC Annual Testing Program 

NC Testing Program 
Competency Testing' 

" NC Tests of Computer Skills 

Norm-Referenced Testing 
Program 

TerraNova and Test of. 
Cognitive Skills; 2nd ed: 

No, Statewide Assessments 

NH Educational Improvement 
and Assessment Program 

. . 
Grade II High School 
Proficiency Test 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test 

NM Achievement Assessment 

NM High School Competency 
Exam 

New form of test'is created 
from item bank each year. 

None in survey battery 
component; different Riverside 
performance assessments in 
Mathematics and Integrated , 
Language Arts are chosen to be 
administered each year. 

Tests are created from item 
bank and equated to previous' 
years. 

None. 

Several forms of the tests are 
available. The forms 

, , administered may vary each year., 

o 

50% 

None 

None 

30% 

50- 60% 

50%,-,60% 

First administration was 3/98 

25% - 30% 

None 


None" 


' None 

None 

For the past tWo years at least 
one form,or 33.3 percent of the 
items are released each year. 

o 

'None 

None 

None. 

30% 

. Writing tasks are released - the 
. task is 60% of the writing score.' 

, For three'years (1991- 1993) , 
the entire test was released; 
from 1994 through 1998 only 

, writing tasks were released 

(which comprise 60% of a 

student's writing score). 


NA 

None - secure examination 
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Question 3.1.2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year? 

What percentage of the test items used in this component are releasedQuestion 3. 1.3 
each year? 	 ' 

State 	 Component Percent changed. Percent released, 

NM NM ':Nriting Assessment 100% Writing prompts are known to 
Program all interested parties following 

test administration. 

') 	 Reading Assessment for Grades District: option (LEA chooses District option (LEA decision) 
I and 2 instrument to assess proficiency) 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at 100% Writing prompts are eaSily 
Grade 8 recalled by students and 

teachers and are therefore 
released each year. Rubrics for 

, the tests are freely distributed 
to assist writing instruction. 

High School Proficiency 	 Math and Reading are changed Approximately 25% for Reading 
Examination 	 on each administration. Two and Mathematics. 100% for 

new,Writing prompts are used Writing. 
on each administration. 

Norm-Referenced Testing at 75% Alternative forms (2) used o 

Grades 4, 8, and 10 every other year with 


approximately 25% unchanged. 


NY 	 Occupational Education 100% 100% 
Proficiency Examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests 	 Forms are reused for several o 
(PCT) 	 years; typically, in 3 year cycles 

Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 	 The essay tests in social studies 

are changed each year; the 

objective test components of 

the science and social studies 

tests and the manipulative skills 

test component of the science 

test are reused without change 

for a period of years. ' 


Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) New form each year 	 All except reading; test 
contractor retains proprietary 
rights to passages. 

Regents Competency Tests 	 100% 100% 

Regents Examination Program 	 100% 100% 

Second Language Proficiency 	 100% 100% 
Exams 

OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing 66% 	 100% ofoperational items are 
released July I 
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Question 3~ 1.2 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year? 

What percentage ofthe test items used in this component are releasedQuestion 3.1.3 
each year? 

State 	 Comeonent Percent changed Percent released 

OH 	 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

OK 	 Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 
Norm-Referenced Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum 
Tests 

OR 	 Reading. Writing. and 
Mathematics Assessment 

" 

PA 	 Reading. Writing. Mathematics 

PR 	 Prueba Puertorriquena .de 
Competencias Escolares 

RI 	 English Lang. Arts & Math 
Performance Assessment 

Health Education Performance 
Assessment 

MAT 7, Norm-Referenced 

, . 

Writing Performance Assessment 

sc Basic Skills Assessment Program 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

so Stanford AchievementT est. 
Ninth Edition 

TN Achievement Test - NRT 

Competency Test 

66% 

66% 

66% . 

0% 

80% 

30% for'Reading. 75% for 
Writing. 30% for Mathematics 
Multipl~Choice~ and 100% for 
Mathematics Problem Solving 

10% 

During the past twO years the 
items have not been changed. 
The only change occurred in 

.. 1996 - 1997. with 8 
compett::ncies instead of 6 tested. 

None 

About 20% -- several items are 
released to the public and 
school districts each year and 
used,for professional . 
deveiopment arid as examples of . 
sample items 

None' 

100% 

100% 

o 
None 

Minimum of 70% . 

100% of the operational items 
are released on July I 

100% of the operational items 
. are released on July I 

100% of operational items are 
released July I 

0% 

Sample questions released each 
year that will not be utilized in 
future tests. 

15% for Reading and 
Mathematics Multiple-Choice; 
50% for Writing; and 100% for 
Mathematics Problem Solving 

20% 

None. although sample items are 
available. 

About 20% -- all replaced items 
are released to the public and 
school districts 

None 

100% 

None 

None 

',0 
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VI 

Question 3.1.2 . 	 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
each year? I 

What percentage of the test items used in this component are releaSedQuestion 3.1.3 
each year? 

State Component Percent changed Percent released 

TN 

TX 

UT 

VA 

VT 

WA 

High School End of Course 

TCAP Writing Assessment 

Texas Assessment of Academic 
Skills (TAAS) and Texas end-of
course tests 

Core Assessment CRT Program 

Core Curriculum Testing (Peri. 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing . 
. ' 

Standards of Learning (SOL) 
Assessment Program 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program 

Virginia State Assessment 
Program 

Terra Nova Assessments Series 

Standard's Referenced Exams 
(NSRE and VT Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental 
Reading Assessment 

Norm Referenced Testing 

Second Grade Reading 

Washington Assessment of 
Student Learning 

100% 

100% 

100% of items 

0 

0 

0 

Approximately'70% of test items 
on each new test form are 
unique. It is anticipated that two 
new forms will be developed and 
used in each administration. 

Some rotation of previously 
used test forms. Test forms are 
always different from those 
administered in most recent test 
administrations. 

o 

None 

NSRE--about half. All of the 
multiple choice questions stay 
the same as they are the basis 
for the SAT9 estimated score. 
Vermont Scierice--about 90%. 
Some items are kept on for 
linking.. 

None 

o 
None 

70% 

o 
100% 

100% of items 

The Departm~nt plans to 
release a portion of items from 
the main test form following 
each spring administration. 

No 

o 

None 

None 

None 

o 
All 

0% 
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Question 3.1.2 What percentage of the test items used in this component are changed 
eachyear? 


What percentage of the test items used in this component ar.e released
Question '3.1.3 
~~~ . 

State Component . "Percent changed Percent released r 

r~':;·':, 

'WI Reading Comprehension 

( 

wv 

Wisconsin Student Assessment 
System (WSAS) 

ACT'Explore 

ACT Work Keys 

Norm-referenced Testing 

WY 

Writing Assessment 

Carl Perkins Assessment 

100% A new test is developed 
every year. 

100% A new test form is used 
every year. 

None 

None 

None 

Different· prompt each year. 

Vocational education does not 
change. It is entirely 
performance based. Reading, 
writing. and mathematics 
assessment will be administered 
in April of 1999. ' 

, 100% All test items used are 
released every year as a new 
test is developed each year but 
we administer a linking test in 
selected districts (approximately 
1.000 students) after 
administration of the regular 
WRCT. This linking test 
becomes pari of the next year's 
test. 

None as they .belongto our 

contractor. CTB: McGraw-Hili 


None 

None 

None. Stanford Achievement 
test is an off-the-shelf 
commercial made, test 

None 

Reading. writing. and 
mathematics state assessment . 
items will be released at a rate 
of 50% for reading and 10% for 
math: 
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Question 3.1 A . , In what year was the conceptual design for this assessme~t component 
most recently revised substantially? If it has not been revised 
substantially, please write ~·NA." . 

. State Component 	 .. School Year How was it revised? 

AK AK Writing Assessment 

Norm4 Referenced Testing 

AL AL Direct Assessment of,Writing 
, . '. '. 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit 
Exam. ,., 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 

Staf)fordAchievement Test. 9th edition 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 

Norm'Referenced Testing· 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 
Edition 

CA . Assessments in Career Education 

Golden State Exams 

Physical Fitness Test 

Standardized Testing and Repo":ing 
Program (STAR) 

CO 

CT 

Reading and Writing. 

Connecticut Academic Performance 
Test (CAPl) 

Connecticut MasterY Test (CMT) 

DE Delaware Student Testing Program 4 

Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program 
Reading NRT 

Delaware Student Testing Program 
, Standards-BaSed Mathematics 

. Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Reading . 

1995-96 
""" 

1996-1997 

1990 

NA 

> 1995 

, piloted in 1997-98 

>. 	NA' 


1995 


97-98 first year of,. 

administration . 


NA 


1994-95 


NA 


NA 


1994 


1993 

'., NA 

NA 

NA 


NA 


Changed NRT from rrBS to CAT/5 

Time allotted for wri~ing response 
to the prompt was increased. 

, 	 ,1, 

Higher standards . 

. New NRT adopte~ every five years 

Revised, rewritten, and renormed 

NIA 

. This was the year it was selected. 
Prior year was a different test. 

Initial implementation· 

. A new generation was introduced . 

J 
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, 	 , 

Question '3'. 1.4 ' 	 In what y~ar was the conceptual design for this assessment co~ponent 

most recently revised substantially? If.it has not been revised' 

slJbstantiaily, please write "NA." 


, State Component, 	 School Year How was it revised? 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program NA 

Standards-Based Writing 


DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple Assessment NA 

DoDEA Writing Assessment NA 

FL \High School Competency :rest ,1994-95 " Assessed student performance at a ' 
higher skill in mathematics. State 
provided calculator for math 
section. Assessed student 

" performance at a higher reading 
level. using intact passages. 

. . 	 ' 

Writing Assessment Program 1992-93·, First school year of census 
assessment. Writing prompts are 

, revise,d annually. 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation Tests NA' 

(GHSGT) 


Georgia Kindergarten Assessme'nt I99l.94 Administration manual was revised 
Program (GKAP) to reflect ,revised reporting 

procedure. 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete NA 

Battery , . 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3,5, 8, II) 97-98 , Cur~iculum revision led to re
alignment oftests to the revised 

, Quality Core Curriculum (QCC) 

HI Credit by Examination 1993-94 	 Additio~/revision of tests for Pacific 
Asian languages. 

Hawaii State Test of Essential 1994-95;1997-98 1994-95: Addition of I Essential 
Competencies Competency with accompanying 

, , 
(IO) items. . 
1997-98: Review ofall Essential 

r' " 

Competencies for content validity. 
Item dev~lopment: ,field test items 
were administe~ed ~o 1300 
·students. Additionally, b,eginning 
with the class of 2000, students 
take an updated version of the ' 
HSTEC, which has 35% new items 
and a format that moved a reading 
intensive cluster of,.questions from 
the end of the second subtest to 
the middle of the first subtest. 
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Question 3.1.4 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment component 
m~st recently revised substantially? If it has not been revised 
substantially, please write "NA." 

State Coml2onent School Year How was it\revised? 

MD Maryland FunctionalTests NA 

Maryland School Performance 
Assessment Program , 

ME Maine, State Tests 1995 The test became totally student 
constructed-response format. 

MI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics Mathematics 1991 
and Reading 1989 

Grade 5 and 8 Science arid Writing 1996 for both. Writing test was new in 199~. 

Science changed from entirely 
multiple choi~e to a mix of multiple 
choice and constructed response. 

MEAP High School Test 1997-1998 Tests were shortened by 1/4 to 113 
in math and science. One of three 
writing prompts was eliminated. 
The reading test was also 
shortened. Time of year changed. 

MN Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 1996-1997 Initial desigh. 

MO MAP NA 
,. 

MS Functional Literacy Examination 1988 Last addition to item bank. 

Norm-Referenced Testing 1996-97 Each year new performance 
assessments are chosen or 
developed. Note: ITBSfTAP Survey 
,Battery used was normed in 1992. 

SubjeCt Area Testing 1995-96 Began pilot administration of tests. 

MT Student Assessment Requirement NA 

NC NC Annual Testing Program 1992-93 The assessment instruments for the 
end-of-grade tests in grades 3-8 
were totally revised because, they 
were in-house developed rather 
than norm-referenced commercial 

, standardized test. 
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Question 3.104 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment component 
-most recently revised substantially? If it has not been revised 
substantially, please write ..NA...· 

State Component School Year How was it revised? 

NC NC Testing Program - Compfiltency 
Testing 

NO 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 

TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills, 
2nd ed. 

NE 

NH 

NJ 

No Statewide Assessments 

NH Educational Improvement and 
Assessment Program 

Grade I I High Schoo! Proficiency Test 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test 

NM NM Achievement Assessment 

NM High School CompetencY Exam 

NM Writing Assessment Program 

1994-95 

1996-97 initially 
implemented. 

NA 

1997·1998 

NA 

1993 - 1994 

1990 - 1991 

1997·98 

1996·97 

1997·98 

New competency tests and 
standards for entering ninth
graders beginning with the 1994·95 
school year. Computer skills tests 
(multiple choice and performance) 
were implemented effective with ' 
the 1996-97 school year for eighth 
graders as a graduation (high 
school) requirement for graduates 
of 2001 and after. 

NA 

We used a Test Selection Team 
consisting of 10 educators' from the 
field and 8 people from the 
Department to go through a new 
test selection process. 

Field tested in 1990. Operational 
in 1993 at which time 11th graders 
were required to pass for 
graduation. Prior to this time, test 
was administered at the 9th grade 
level. 

First instituted in March 1991 -
test specifications have never been 
revised through 1997· 1998 for 
this test (note •• it will be replaced 
with a new eighth-grade test in 
1998. 

Changed from ITBS toCTBS and 
grade levels from 3,5, 8 to 4. 6, 8. 

Standard setting aligned exam to 
new Content Standilrds and 

. Benchmarks 

Change from portfolio assessment 
to direct. on-demand writing 
assessment 
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-Question 3'.1.4 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment component 
. most recently revised substantially? If it has not been revised 
substantially. please write ..NA... · 

State ' Component School Year How was it revised? 

NM 


-NV 


NY , 

OH 

OK-, 

OR 

Reading Assessment for Grades I and 2 


Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 


High, School Proficiency Examination 

Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades 4, 
8, and 10 

Occupational Education Proficiency 
Examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests (PeT) 


P~ogra'm Evaluation Tests (PET) 


Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) 


, Regents Competency Tests 

Regents Examination Program 

, 
Second Language Proficiency,Exams 

4th-Grade Proficienc:r Testing 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing' 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-
Referenced Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 
\ 

Reading, Writing, and Mathematics 
Assessment ' , 

1990-91 

1995 ' 

1995-96 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

- NA 

1994·95 

NA 

1995-1,996 

Local LEA options implemented 

Grade 4 piloted ~his year to be fully· 
implemented ne'xt year. AnalytiC 
traits writing test adde~. 

Changed from Norm to Criterion· , 
Referenced in reading and 
mathematics. Tests lengthened, 
standards raised, tests created to 
reflect required statewide curricula 
through high school. 

Instrument Was introduced/normed ' 

Degrees of Reading Power (DRP), 

M,ath and Writing-·sam~ design for 

10+ years ' 

Implemented Form K. Previously 
utilized ITBSITAP 

The Oregon Legislature and the 
State Board of Education changed ' 
the assessment system from a 
program evaluation to an individual 
student accountability system. 
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Question 3.1,.4 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment componen~ 
most recently revised substantially? If it has riot been revised 
substantially, please write "NA.'" 

State Component School Year 'How was it revised? 

PA 

PR 

Reading, Writing. Mathematics 

Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias 
Escolares ' , 

RI English Lang. Arts &'Math Performance 
: ,Assessment 

Health Education Performance 
Assessment 

, ," 

SC 

MAT 7, Norm-Referenced 

Writing Performance Assessment 

Basic Skills Assessmen~ Program 

Norm-Referenced Testing' 

SO 

TN 

Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 
Edition 

Achievement Test - NRT 

TX 

UT 

Competency Test 

High School End of Course 

TCAP Writing Assessment 

Texas Assessment of Academic Skills 
,(TAAS) and Texas end-of-course tests 

Core Assessment CRT Program ' 

Core Curriculum Testing (Pert': 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

PART III 

NA 

,1996-97 

NA 

1997-98 

NA 

NA 

1980-81 

1994-95 ' 

1997-98 

1997-98 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

August 1998 

Some competencies were changed' 
in order to align the test to the 
standards. Same happened' with 
the items; sC?me were eliminated, 
others added. 

The instrument was changed from 
completely constructed response 
format to a mixed model which 
in~udes multiple~choice items, 

N~w Assessment 

New test selected using draft 
standards. ' 

(A new SAT9 was released in 1996. 

More emphasis on graphics and 
higher-order thinking skills and 
application 

Final stages of developing 
Secondary Math. 'Shall be made 
available to districts and schools 
Spring 1999. 
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Question 3.1.4 In what year was the conceptual design for this assessment component. 
most recently revised substantially? If it has -not been revised 
substantially, please write "NA." 

State Component 	 School Year How was it revised? 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment 
Program -

, Virginia Literacy Testing Program 

Virginia State Assessment Program 

VI 

VT 

.WA 

WI 

Terra Nova Assessments Series 

Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and 
VT Assmt) , 

Vermont Developmental Reading 
Assessment 

Norm Referenced Testing 

,Second Grade Reading 

Washington Assessment of Student' 
Learning 

Reading Comprehension 

wv 

WY 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System·· 
(WSAS) 

ACT Explore 

ACT Work Keys 

-Norm-referenced Testing 

Writing Assessment 

. Carl Perkins Assessment 

Program 
implemented, 
spring 1998 

NA 

1997-98 	 The State Board of Education voted. 
to move from a spring 
administration to.a fall 
administration to lessen the testing 

_. burden during the spring. The 
Board also decreased the number 
of grade levels tested from four to 
three to lessen the testing burden. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 
• '1 t 

New develqpment 

NA ' 

NA 	 The conceptual design for the ' 
WRCT has remained the same 
since its conception. ' 

1995-96· 	 We began our contract with CTB 
McGraw-HilI. 

NA 

1995-96 

NA 

PART III PAGE 82 



Question 3.1-.5 When were the ases;sments in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? 

State Component Administered Returned 

AK 

AL 

AR 

AK Writing Assessment 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

AL Direct Assessment' of Writing 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th edition 

Criterion Referenced Testing 

AZ 

CA 

Norm Referenced Testing 

Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Edition 

Assessments in Career Education . 

Golden State Exams 

Physical Fitness Test 

PART III 

December 

Spring 

May 

October 

March 

janua!1 

May 


.April 


Februa!1 

September 

April 

May 97 

January 

May 

March 

April 

May 
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March 

Spring 

July 

November 

April 

August 

August 

May 

September (due to time 
needed to set 
performance levels and 
actions by the State Board 
of Education 

October 

May 

Nov-Dec 97 

May 

October 

September 

September 

, September 



Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this c~mponent administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? 

. State Component 	 Administered Returned 

CA 	 Standardized Testing and Reporting Program 
(STAR)

I 

CO . Reading and Writing 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance Test 
(CAPT) 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) 

DE Delaware Student Testing Program 
Mathematics 

. 

Delaware Student Testing Program - Reading 
NRT 

. Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testing Program 
. Standards-Based Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple ASsessment' . 

DoDEA Writing Assessment 

FL High School Competency Test 

March- Mal 

March 1998 

Mal 

September 

October 

Mal 1998 

Mal 1998 

Mal 1998 . 

Mal 1998 

. Mal 1998 

March 1998 

April 1998 

October 

"March 

No later than June 30 

September 28. 1998 

September 

December 

December 

.. January 1999 

January 1999 

January 1999 

January 1999 

January 1999 

June 1998 

Sept. 1998 

November 

Mal 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? ' 

State Component 	 Administered Returned 

FL Writing Assessment Program 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation Tests 
(GHSGT) 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program 
(GKAP) 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete Battery 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 5, 8, II) 

February 1998 May'I998 

March - A~ril May 

Se~t. 1997 

A~ril 1998 May - June 1998 

March-A~ril May 

Grade I I Oct/March DedApril 

Grade 5 & 8 Jan. 

Grade 3 A~ril 

A~r/May 

May 

HI Credit by Examination A~ril/Ma~ May/June 

Hawaii State Test of Essential Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed~ 

IA 

10 

Standardized Testing ITBS & ITED 

Math Assessment 

Norm Referenced 

Writing Assessment 

Nov/Dec January 

A~ril/May May/june/Aug 

A~ril August 

local decision 

January 	 A~ril 

October' 	 December 

February 	 , A~ril 
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Question 3.1.5 When Were the asessmEmts in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? 

State Component Administered Returned I. 

IL ' Illinois Goal Assessment Program March 1998 ' Mid-August. 1998 

September 1997 January 1998IN statewide Assessment 

J 

MarchKS ,Kansas Assessment Program. 

March NovemberKY Alternate Portfolio" 

April NovemberKIRIS On-Demand 

1 . 

AprilNational Norm Reference Test 

March NovemberWriting Portfolio Assessment 

April MayLA Graduation Exit. Examination 

AprilLEAP Grades 3, 5, and 7 Criterion

Referenced Tests 


April MayNorm-referenced Testing Program 

May 1998 December 1998'MA Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment 

Massachusetts.Gra~e 3 Reading Test '. June 
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, Questioh' 3. I ~5 .' ~hen'were the asessments in this component 'administered to 
students and results; returned to ,school districts? ' 

State Component' Admin istered Returned, , 

,MD, High School Assessments " I 

, Maryland Fllnctional Tests 

Maryland School Perlormance Assessment 
Program 

ME, Maine State Tests 

MI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics 

, ( 

GradeS and 8 Science and yvriting 

MEAP High School Test 

" 

" 

MN Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 

October/Decemb~r
(Writing) 

January 

April '(Reading,: 
Citizenship and Math) , 
December, May, July
(Writing) • 

May' ' 

February 

February 

" , 

May 

March 

December (Reading, 
Citizenship and M~th) 
April-(Writing) 

, March (Reading, 
Citizenship and Math)' 

May (Reading, Ci~izenship 
and Math) May, August
(Writing) 

December 

May 

May 

" 

October " 
, 

,Jun'e 

April- May August - November MO MAP. 

November 1997 'January 1998MS Functional Literacy Examination, 

October 1997 , Dec 97- Jan 98Norm-Referenced Testing, 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this component administer~d 't~ 
.students and results returned to school districts? ' , 

State 

MS 

Component' 

Subject Area Testing 

Administered 

April/May 1998 August 1998 

MT Student Assessment Requirement Mar~h/April February 

NC 

.

NC Annual Testing Program 
.". 

LaSt three weeks of 
'school year. 

Immediately 

Nt ~esting Program - Competency Testing , 

NC Tests 'of Computer Skills 

Norm-Referenced T esiing Program 

, 

Fall 1997 

Spring 1998 

Summer 1998 

Fall' 

Spring 

Summer, 

April 

Fall 1997 

Spring 1998 

Summer 1998 

Two months later. 

Two months later. 

Two months later. 

May' 

NO" TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills, 2nd 
ed. . 

March,1998 April 1998 

NE No Statewide Assessments 

NH NH Educational Improvement and 
Assesslllent . Program 

May 1998 October 1998 

NJ Grade II High,School ProficielJcy Test 

, 

October 

April 

January 

June 

Grade' 8 Early Warning Test March June 

NM NM Achievement Assessment 'March May (Phase I) 

August (Phase,lI) 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school district~? 

State Component Administered Returned 

NM 

NV 

NM High School Competency Exam 

NM Writing Assessment Program 

Reading Assessment for Grades I and 2 

Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 

NY 

High School Proficiency Examination 

Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades 4,8, 
and 10 

Occupational Education Proficiency 
Examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests (PeT) 

Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 

Pupil Evaluation Pr~grari1 (PEP) 

Regents Competency Tests 

Regents Examination Program 

PAR.T III 

January/February 

March 

LEA option 

September 

October 

February 

October 

February . 

April 

October 

January, June 

A'ugust (Intra. To Oce.) 

Anl!ime 

May 

May 

, January, June & August 

June 

. January & August 
selected core subject 
areas 

PAGE 89 

April 

May 

LEA option 

, November 

December 

March 

November 

March 

May 

Nov.-Dec. 

Scored locally 

Scored locally 


Scored locally 


February 

Scored locally 

Scored locally' 

Writing tests returned in 
March, July, and Sept. 

, , 

Scored locally 



Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this component administered to 
students and results' returned to school districts? 

. State Component· Administered Returned 

NY Second Language Proficiency Exams 

OH 4th~Grade Proficiency Testing 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

12th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 

OK 
.. 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills  Norm-Referenced 
Component· 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 

OR Reading. Writing. and Mathematics 
Assessment 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de Competencias 
Escolares 

RI English Lang. Arts & Math Performance 
Assessment 

Health Education Performance Assessment 
c 

PART III 

June Scored locally 

March June 

March June 

October January 


March May 


Mal Mal 


. February . April 

, 

Februa!1/March Mal. 

February August 

February/March August 

February April 

April, June 

' February/March November 

April September 

March. September 

March; 1998 September. 1998 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the ase!.sments in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? 

State Component Administered Returned 

RI 

SC 

so 

TN 

TX 

UT 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 

Writing Performance Assessment 

Basic Skills Assessment Program 

April June 

March June 

April July 

Late October 

Late Jull 

December 

September 

Norm-Referenced Testing March - Mal April - June 

Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Edition' 

Achievement Test - NRT 

Competency Test 

High School End of Course 

TCAP Writing Assessment 

Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS) 
and Texas end-of-course tests 

Core Assessment CRT Program 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. Assessm~nt) 

March - April Mal 

April/Mal Mal/June 

Dec.lJan. Jan.lFeb. 

Mal/June June/Jull 

Februa!1 June 

various various 

April Mal 

·Mal· June 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the asess~ents in this component administered to 
students and results returned to school districts? 

. State Component . Administered '. Returned 

Sept/October NovemberUT Norm-Referenced Testing 

VA 

VI 

Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment 
Program 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program 

Virginia State Assessment Program 

Terra Nova Assessments Series 

: March-Mal 

Dec-Jan 

Summer 

Februa!1 

October 

Jull 

na 

na 

na 

March 

14 dals after rec'd 

14 dals after rec'd 

14 dals after rec'd 

May 

. December 

September 

na 

na 

.na 

June 

VT Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT 
Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment 

April 

April 

April 

Mal 

Jull 

Jull 

. September 

August 

WA Norm Referenced Testing October/November Janua!1 

. Second Grade Reading October October 

Washington Assessment of ~tudent Learning April/Mal August 

WI 
, 

Reading Comprehension March 1998 September 1998 

October 1997 Janua!1/Feb. 1998 Wisconsin Student Assessment System. 
(WSAS) 
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Question 3.1.5 When were the asessments in this component administered to 

State 

WV 

Component 

ACT Explore . 

students and results; returned to school dist~icts? 

Administered 
October '97 

Returned 
December '97 

ACT Work Keys October '97 December '97 

Norm~referenced Testing 
~ 

April May 

Writing Assessment, March '98 
, " 

August '98 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment . April '98 September '98 

~ .' \ , ' 
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Question 3.1.6· 	 What Important changes. additions. or deletions oCcurred in this component during 1997 . 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" if there were none.) . 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education . Other Chan2es 

AK AK-Writing Assessment 	 The Commissioner may 
Include AK Writing , 
Assessment In our formal 
statewide Student Assessment 
System In whlc!l case It would 
be required (it Is now· 
voluntary). . 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 ~ 

AL AL Direct Assessment of WrltI~g ~ 

Alabama High School 8aslc Skills 
. Exit Exam 

Resolution to develop 
graduation exam with much 
hi$her standards based on newly 
ImplementEid course 
requirements. 

o 

...~End-of-Course Geometry Test 

Stanford Achievement Test, 9th 	 Vocabulary subtest added 
Grades 3-11 full length batteryedition 
replaced. Abbreviated battery r 
In Grades 9-11. 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 

. Norm Referenced Testing 	 ~ 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 	 Adaptations were adopted for Grades to be tested were 
swdents with dlsabltltles shifted to grades 2-11 for 1999.Edition 

CA Assessments In career Education Two additional tests. revisions o 
made to three existing tests. 

- Golden State Exams 	 .~ 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" If there 'were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education . Other Chan2es 

CA Physical Fitness Test 	 ~ 

Standardized Testing and Reporting 	 Items to "augment" the NRT to o 
address state level COntentProgram (STAR) 
stalldards were developed 
(Implemented 1999), 

co Reading and Writing 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance 
Test (CAPT) 

Student responses for 
extended perfonnance taSks 
were retumed to school 
districts on CD. 

o 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMl) Student responses from the 
writing sampies were released 
to school districts on CO. 

DE Delaware Student Testing ~. 
Program. Mathe'!1atlcs 

Delaware Student Testing ~ 
Program. Reading NRT 

Delaware Student Testing ~ 
Program - Standards-Based 
MatheTlJatics 

Delaware Student Testing ~ 
.Program - Standards-Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testing ~ 
Program - Standards-Based Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple ~ 
Assessment 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What Important changes, additions, o'r deletions occurred in this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion-and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" If there were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Chamres 

DoDEA DoDEA Writing Assessment 	 ~ 

FL High School Competent)' Test 	 ~ 

Writing Assessment Program 	 ~ 

GA ' Georgia High School Graduation 
/ Tests (GHSGT) 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment 
Program (GKAP) 

The science portion of the o 
GHSGT. which was 
"Introduced" In 96-97. became 
"req\lired" In 97·98. 

-, 
GKAP was slgniflcandy revised o 
during 97-98. GKAP·R. the 
new assessment, was 
Implemented statewide In 
August. 1998 for the 1998-99 
ye~. 

IoWa Tests of Basic Skills. COmplete ~ 
Battery 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3. 5. 	 Quality Core Curriculum 
revision8, II) 

HI Credit by Examination RevIew of assessment o 
contentlformat to determine 
levels of adherence to 
state/national standards 

Hawaii State Test of Essential Revisions of forms. 

Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 	 ~ 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS ~ ITED 	 o 
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Question 3.1.6 	 Wbat important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 - 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" If there were none.) 
 No 

State Board State Dept. Significant 
State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other ChanJ!es 

ID Math Assessment ~ 

Norm Referenced ~ 

Writing Assessment 	 ~ 

IL illinois Go~Asse$$ment Program 	 ~ 

IN Statewide Assessment New Memben Established spring ·raest for New Director of ASsessment o 
theGQE . 

KS· Kansas Assess!1'ent Program Performance assessment was o 
eliminated. with the exception 
of writing. Perfonnance 
assessmenu were optlonal;n 97. 
98 at the state level. Hereafter. 
they are required at the local 
level only. 

KY Alternate Portfolio 	 o 
KIRIS On·Demand ~ 


National Norm Reference Test D 


. LA 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 


Graduation Exit Examination 
 The new Graduation exit 
examination will begin Item 
development during 1998-99. 

~ 

o 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What Important changes, additions, or deletions o~curred In'thls ~omponent during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" if there were. none.) N 


. 0 
State Board Stat~ Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Educatio~ Legislature Courts of Education Other Chanf!es 

LA LEAP Grades 3:5, ~nd 7 Criterion
Referenced Tests 

The new assessment program . 
will begin In Spring 1999. The 
state will continue 
development In science and 
social studies by field testing 
Items In Spring 1999. Ongoing 
Item development will also 

. continue In 1998-99. The new 
Graduation exit examination 
will begin Item development. 

Nonn-referenced Testing Program 	 Lealslation was passed changing ~ 
the grade levels assessed In the 
norm-referenced testing 
program from 4. 6.8. 9. 10. 
and II to 3. 5. 6. 7. and 9. 

MA MassachusettS. Comprehensive ~ 
Assessment· . 

Massachusetts Grade '3 R.eading Test 	 ~ 

MD High School Assessments 	 The assessments are currently 
being developed. field tests are 
planned for January and May 
2000. 

Maryland functional Tests 	 The Otlzenshlp test Is waived o 
for aU swdents who have never , 
taken It following development 
and Implementation of courses 
that Include Maryland Core .......

learning Goals In government in 
all the LEAs. 

Maryland 
" 

School Performance ~ 
Assessment Program 

ME Maine State Tests 

PAR-Till PAGE 98 



Question 3.1.6 	 What Important changes. additions. or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 - 19981 Explain each change. addition, or 

deletion and who Initiated them. (Check UNo significant changes';.lfthere were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Chan2es 

HI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and ~ 
Mathematics 

GradeS an~ 8 Sdence and Writing 	 ~ 

MEAP High SC~901 Test 	 Shortened tests. redesigned o 
reportillg categories. challged 
time or year. 

MH MinnesOta Comprehensl~e ~ 
Assessments 

HO MAP 	 MAP AssessmentS In"Sclence 
and Communication Ars were . 
made available on a voluntary 
basis. The MAP Mathematics 
Assessment became mandatory. 

HS Functional Uteracy Examination 	 ~. 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 ~ 

Subject Area Testing 	 :~ 

HT Student Assessment Requirement. 	 .~ 

Ne NC Annual Testing Program A High School Comprehensive 
Test in reading and mathematics 
was added for all grade 10 
StUdents. 

NC Testing Program ~ Competency ~ 
Testing 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 	 ~ 
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Question 3.1.6 Wbat Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in this component during 1997 • 1998? Explain each change, addition, or'. 

:'·deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" lfthere.were none.) 

/" 
 No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education . Legislature Courts of Education Other Chanlles 
JNe Norm-Referenced Testing Program 	 ~ 

NO TerraNova and Test of Cognitive 	 Has Included funding In his Provided Increased funding to A new Test-Interpretation o 
'proposed budget to the continue the provam by Video will be produced. Thl!Skills, 2nd ed. 
state legislature•. se.lectlng a,new, test. . 	 will be the Third Edition of 

Test-Interpretation Video since 
1990. " 

NE No StateWide Assessments 

NH NH Educational Improvement and ~ 
Assessment Program 

NJ 
 Grade II High School, Proficiency
Test' . . . 

.' . ~ , 

Core curriculum content 
standards were adopted In May 
1996; the high school graduation 
test was re·deslgned to align 
with the content standards and 
is being field tested beginning In 
October 1998 in the content 

. 	areas of Language Arts. Uteracy. 
and Mathematics. The newly
,designed test will be operational 
In 2000 - 2001. 

The new test will be called the 
High School Proficiency 
Assessment and will be field 
tested for two years before 
becoming the new graduation: 
requirement In October 2000. 

) 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test Core Curriculum Content 
Standards were adopted in May 

The' new eighth-grade 
assessment will be ailed the' 

1996;'th.e eighth-grade 'Grade Eight Proficiency 
ilStessment was redesigned to Assessment" (GEPA) and was 
align with their content field tested In March 1998 and 
standards and was !leld tested In will be operational In March 
March 1998 In the CORtent areas 1999. 
of Mathematics and Language ' 
Arts Uteracy, The newIy
designed test (to be called the 
'Grade Elght.Proficlency 
Assessment') will be 
operational in 1998 - 1m. 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What Important changes; additions; or:deletions occurred In this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change. addition. or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" if there were none.) 


No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education legislature Courts of Education Other Chan2es 

NM NM Achievement Assessment 	 Changed tests from ITBS to 
CTBS and grade levels from 3. 
5.8to1.6.8. 

NM High School Competency Exam 	 ~ 

NM Writing Assessment ~rogram 	 Change from portfolio writing o 
assessment to direct. on
demand wrillng assessment. 

Reading Assessment for Grades I ~ 
and 2 . 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at 	 Fourth grade wrillng traits o 
assessment added.Grade 8 

High School Proficiency Examination For' new r~dinil and math For new reading and math 
testS: . set standards. approved tests: funded teSts. mandated 
test frameworks. reviewed their introduction. set pattern 
rewillng tests. of gradually Increasing difficulty 

In standards. . 

Norm-Referenced Testing at 	 Added 10th grade as a Added 10th graile as a Added 10th grade and science. 
mandated population. and added mandated populallon. andGrades 4. 8. and 10 
science as'a subject area. added science as a subject area. 

NY Occupational Education Pr!lficiency ~ 
Examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests 	 ~ 
(Pel) 

Program Evaluation Tests (PEl) 	 ~ 

PUpil Evaluation Program (PEP) 	 ~. 
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Question 3.1 ~6 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 
deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No significant changes"ifthere were none.) 

No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component 	 Governor, of Education Legislature . Courts of Education Other Chamzes 

NY Regents Competency Tests 	 ~ 

Regents Examination Program 	 ~ 

Second Language Proficiency Exams 	 o 
" 

OH 4th-Grade Proflclency Testing HB 770 speclfies that after July 
I. 1998 only operational Items 

Ohlo Supreme Court ' 
ruled In April 1998 mat 

are releued on July I of me proficiency tests are 
following year, available as public 

records requests. 

, 6th·Grade Proflclency Testing 	 HB 770 specifies that after July' Ohio Supreme Court o 
I. 1998 only operatlonal items ruled In April 1998 mat 
are released on July I ofthe .proficiency tests are 
following year. available as public 

records requests. 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 	 HB 770 specifies that after July Ohio Supreme Court o 
I, 1998 only operational Items ruled In April 1998 mat 
are released on July I·of me proficiency tests are 
following year. available as public 

records requests. 

12th·Grade Proficiency Testing 	 HB 770 specifies that after July OhiO Supreme Court o 
I. 1998 only operational Items ruled In April 1998 mat 
aria released on July I of the proficiency tests are 
f01lowlng year. available as public 

records requests. 

" 

OK 	 Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm o 
Referenced 'Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Implementation of law 
n,qulred tes~ng to begin In 
Geography (Grades S. 8, & II, 
and Oldahorna History (Grade 
II, during me 1997.98 school 
year. 
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Question 3. I .6 	 What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997· 19981 Explain each change. addition, or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" !fthere were none.) 
 No 

State Board 	 State Dept. Significant
State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other 'Cham!es 

OR Readill8. Writing. and Mathematics 
Assessment 

Oregon Is moving to a ·Ievels" 
assessment system for reading 
and mathematlcs multiple 

~ 

choice. In addition. the 
de~lslon making process for 
swdents meetlng the standard 
Is being changed from a 
conlun~tlve model to one 
requiring a composite score. 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics Beginning the process to 
align Items on the R.eadlng 
and Math Assessment to.the 
PA Aademlc Standards. 
This Included developing 
new test questions. 
selKtlng reading passages 
and otherwise modify the 
Pennsylvania System of 
State Assessment to ensure 
that It measures the 
aademlc standards. 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de ~ 
Competendas Escolares 

RI English Lang. Arts & Math 

Performance Assessment 


Added the English t..anguage 
Arts component at grade 10 In 
the 1998-99 state assessment 
program 

o 


Health Education Performance 
Assessment 

Changed the grades of testlng 
to 5 and 9 (from " and 8) to 
lessen the burden on fourth 
and eighth grade students and 
tea,hers. 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in this component during .1997 • I 998? Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" If there were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant

State Component Governor of Education Legislature CourtS of Education Other . ChanJ!es 

RI MAT 7. Norm-Referenced The remaining grades (" and 8) 
will be eliminated from the 
State Assessment Program In 
1998 - 99,leavlng the Rhode 
Island program with no norm-. 

-referenced ·component. . 

Writing Performance Assessment 	 ~ 

'
se Basic Skills Assessment Program New legislation win require the o 

Implementation of a new 
assessment system beginning In 
the 1998-99 school year. 

~.'Norm-Referenced Testing 

SD StanfOrd Achievement Test, Ninth 	 The SAT'J was new to 
all schools In 1997-98..edition 

TN Achievement Test - NRT 	 ~ 

Competency Test 	 ~ 

High School End of Course 	 Number of potential sublect 
areas to be assessed reduced 
from "7 to 13 

TCAP,'Nriting As.sessment 	 ~. 

TX 	 Texas Assessment of Academic ~ 
Skills (TMS) and Texas end-of
course tests 

UT Core ~sessment CRT Program 	 ~ 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion B;nd who initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" if there were none.) . 


No 
State Board State Dept. Significant

State Component Governor of Educa~Jon Legislature Courts of Education Other ·Cha!12eS 

UT Core Curriculum Testing (Perl. 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 ~ 

VA Standar4s of Learning (SOL) 
Assessment Program 

Appropriated funds for the 
deV\llopment of a SOL: high . 
school world geography test. 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program The LJteracy Passport 
Testlng Program Is being 
phased out and replaced by 
the SOL Assessment 
Program 

The LJteracy Passport Testing 
Program Is being phased out and 
replaced by the SOL 
Assessment Program 

. The lJteracy Passport Testing 
Program Is being phased out 
and replaced by the SOL 
Assessment Program 

Virginia State Assessment Program The State Board Qf Education 
vcited to move from a spring 

~ 

administration to a fall 
admlnlstratloilto lessen the 
testing burden during the spring. 
this component was 
administered hi spring 199i 
The· next adminlstratlon was fall· 

~~ 

1998. Thus. this component was 
not administered during the 
1997-98 school year: The grade 
le'!/\lls tested was.also changed 
(rom 3. S. 8. & II to 4. 6. & 9. 

VI Terra Nova Assessments Series 	 ~ 

VT Standard's Referenced Exams mandatory. as aboV\l ·0 
(NSRE and VT Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading mandatory. as above 
Assessment 
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Question 3.1.6 - / ,What Important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 ·19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No signiflcant changes" if there were none.) 


No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component -Governor . of Education legislature . Courts of Education Other Chanl!:es 

WA Norm Referenced Testlng 	 c:;rade 4 requirement moved 0, 
to Grade 3. beglMing In the . , 
spring of 1999 

Second Grade Reading' Oral reading assessment 
developed during this year 

Washington Assessment of Student 4th grade mandated In spring 
learning of 1998; 7th grade vOluntary 

tesdng Introduced In spring of 
1998 

WI Reading Comprehension 

"" 

The development of o 
performance standards and 
profiCiency levels occurred In 
July 1998, The performance 
Standards are baseo only.on 
the comprehension Items, The 
performance standards for the ' 
1998 Wisconsin Reading , 

-Comprehension Test were 
established In July 1998 by the 
.State Superintendent. based on 
the recommendadons or a 16
member standard-setting panel 
of third grade teachers and 
district reading speclalls!$. 
Members of the panel 
estabnshed performance 
standards using their 
professlonalludgment 
regarding what Is appropriate 
reading performance In rour 
levels of proficiency for third 
grade studentS. Student . 
performance Is reported for 
Minimal. Basic. Proficient. and 
Advanced Proficiency levels. 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred In this component during 1997 • 19981 Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" If there were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant

State Component 	 Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Chan2es 

WI Wisconsin Student Assessment 
System (WSAS) 

, The standard setting procedure 
for the Knowledge and 
Concept Examinations at 4th. 
8th. and 10th grades was 
designed and conducted by the 
test contractor. CTS McGraw
Hillin cooperation with the 
Department of Public 

'Instruction. The Bookmark 
Procedure (lewis, Mluel,,& 
Green. 1996) was the process 
which was used to set the 
proficiency cut scores. The 
panelists pbced "bookmarks" 
at the Item In their Item 
ordered booklets. that 

, nipresenu,dthe 'breaking point 
between the proficiency 
categories: Mlnlmai , 
Perfonnance, BaSic; Proficient. 
and Advanced. The panelists 
were also asked to define the 
proficiency score standard(s) 
fOr each Subject area using the 
lIoOkritark Procedure (lewis. 
Mitzel, & Green: 1996). 
developed by CTB McGraw
Hili research scientists. 

The Proficiency Standard 
Setting Process occurred In 
April 1997. a representative, 
group or Wisconsin educators 

, and other citizens served on 
.nine panels to study. debate, 
and recommend based on their 
collaborative expertise, 
proficiency score standards. 
The proflclency score 
standards will be used with 
subsequent administrations of 
the current series of 
Knowledge and Concepts 
Examinations. The Proficiency 
Score Setting Panels were 
comprised of 185 panel 
members from 100 school 

o 

J 
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Question 3.1.6 	 What important changes, additions, or deletions occurred in this component during 1997 • ·19981·· Explain each change, addition, or 

deletion and who Initiated them. (Check "No significant changes" if there were none.) 


No 
State Board 	 State Dept: Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts . of Education Other Cham~es 
districts; professional 
organizations. self-nominations. 
and other referral sourtes. 

wv ACT Explore 	 ~ 

ACT Work Keys 	 ~ 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 ~. 

Writing Assessment 	 ~ 

WY Cart Perkins Assessment 	 ~ 
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Are there any changes that you foresee in the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) In this component? If so, who is Question 3.1.7 
Initiating them, and what are they? 

No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component 	 Governor of Education . L:egislature Courts of Education Other Cham~es 

AK AK Writing A$$l!ssment 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

At. Direct Assessment of Writing 	 ~AL 

Alabama High School Basic Skills exit ~ 
Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry Te5t Will be deleted from o 
assessment program. 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th ~dltlon 	 ~ 

Criterion Referenced Testing 	 oAR 

Norm R~erenced Testing 	 o 
Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 	 ~AZ Edition . 

CA Assessments In Career Education 

Golden State Exams 	 Adding examinations In 
Physics and Spanish 
Language. May 1999 

PhYsical Fitness Test 	 Reporting requirements more o 
speciflc: report to Governor 
and legislature by December 
31 of reporting year. 

Standardized Testing and Reporting 	 "Augmentation" for Language o 
Program (STAA) 	 ArtS and Mathematics 

administered; aU&l1lenta~on 
science and history-social 
science developed. 

co Reading and Writing 
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Question 3.1.7 	 Are there any changes that you foresee In the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) In this component? If so, who is 
initiating them, and what are they? . 

No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other ChaOlzes 

CT Connecticut Academic PerformanCe 
Test (CAPT) 

Reporting o( all results will 
Include an SDE Index that . 
summarizes the performance 
o( students at all achievement 

'" levelS: This Index parallels the 
index being used to satisfy the 
IASA Title I evaluation 
requlremenl$, 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMl) Reporting 0( all results will 
Include an SDE Index that 

.summarizes the performance 
o( students at all achievement 
levels. This index parallels the 
index being used to satisfy this 
IASA Title I evaluation 
requirements, 

Delaware Student Testing Program • 	 oDE 
Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program • 
ReadingNRT 

Delaw.ri Student Testing Program· 
Standards-Based·Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program • o 
Standards-8ased Reading 

Delaware Stude'nt Testing Program· . o 
Standards·Based Writing 

DoDEA CT8 TerraNova.Multipie Assessment 	 New DoDEA DIrector o 
DoDEA Writing Assessment 	 New DoDEA Director 

FL High Sf'1OO' Competency Test 

Writing Assessment Program 
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Question 3.1 .7 Are there any changes that you foresee in the next year (September, 1998 to August; 1999) in this component! If so, who Is 
.Initiating them, and what are they!' . . . 

No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor . of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other ·Chanres 

Georgia High Schooi Graduatk,n Tests 	 A second level of performance GA 
(GHSGT) . 	 Is being developed. Beginning 

r 	 with the 98-~ year results will 
be reported at the ·pass" and 
"pass-plus· levels, ' 

GeOrgia Kindergarten Assessment 	 The department has o 
Program (GKAP) 	 significantly revl$ed the GKAP 

for 98-99; aligned to revised 
curriculum. Consists of 32 
acllvilles and provides . 
Individual student measures of 
progress through progressive 
rubrics of evaluallon. 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. Complete 	 Adoption process being D 
. ,Battery 	 Initiated fOr selecllon of norm

referenced test for the 
folloWIng seven years. 

Writing Ass~ssments (Grades 3, S, 8. '11) . Revision of 8th grade wrillng 
assessment 

-
Credit by examination 	 To be.determlned. HI 

HawaII State Test of essential Revisions of forms. o 
Competencies 

Stanford'Achlevement Test 8th Ed. HI • DOE polldes and rules Alignment of standards-based 
curriculum with standards

" based assessments. 

Standardized Testing ITBS &ITEOIA 

Math Assessment 	 'Ii?] 

Norm Reference.d 	 Ii?] 

Wrillng Assessment 	 Ii?] 

mlnols Goal Assessment Program , IGAP program replaced by ISAT IGAP program replaced by 	 IGAP program replaced by . oIL 
, program. ' ISAT program 	 ISAT program. 
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'" Question 3.1.7 -Are th~re any changes that you foresee in the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) in this componentt If so, who is 
Initiating them~ and what are theyt 

No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Cham!es 

IN Statewide AsSessment 

• Kansas Assessment Program 	 Performance assessment InKS 	
, 

reading and mathematics will be 
assessed at the local level only, 
It will no longer be optional at 
the state level. 

KY -Alternate Portfolio State House Bill S) passed in 
winter 1998 which legislates
that the Kentucky Department 
of Education shall Issue a 
revised assessment RFP and 
Implement a new assessment 
and accountability system. 

KlRIS On-Demand 	 State House Bill passed in 
winter 1998 which legislates 
that the Kentucky Deparunent 
of Education shall issue a 
revised assessment RFP and 
implement a new assessme-nt 
and accountability system 

National Nann Reference Test - State House BillS) passed In 
winter 1998 which legislates 
that the Kentucky Department 
of Education shall Issue a 
revised assessment RFP and 
Implement a new assessment 
and accountability system 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 	 State House Bill S) passed In 
winter 1998 which legislates 
that the Kentucky Deparunent 
of Education shall issue a ' 
'revised assessment RFP and 
Implement a new assessment 
and accountability system, 

LA Graduation exit examination 

PART III PAGE 112 



Question 3.1,.7. ,Are there any changes that you foresee in the next year (September, 1998 to A~gust, 1999) in this componentl Ifso, who is 
initiating them, and what are theyl No 

State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 
State Component - Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Cham!es 

LA lEAP Grades 3, 5, and 7 Criterion
Referenced Tests 

The State Board or Elementary 
and Se~ondary Education 
(SBESE) has adopted 
performance standards for . 
English and math (grades i and 
8). 

Norm-referenced Testing PrOgram 

. Massachusetts Comprehensive 	 Ii'!MA 
Assessment 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test 	 LEP students who entered 
school In the U.s. at the 
beginning of first lrade or 
before will be required to take' 
the Grade 3 Reading Test. 
regardless or whether they will 
be recommended for regular 
education classes for the 
folloWing year. (previously, only 
those LEPstudentS who were 
being recommended for regular 
education classes In grade i 
were required to take the test.) 
For these studentS. resultS will 
be reported at the student level 
but will not be Included In 
school or district results. 

MD High School Assessments 

Maryland Functlo~ TestS 	 ~ 

Maryland School Performance ~ 
Assessment Program 

Malne State T em 	 Ii'!HE 

Grade i and 7 Reading and Mathematics 	 Ii'!HI 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Wrttlng 	 ~ 
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Question 3.1.7 	 ~re ~here any changes that you foresee In the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) In this component? If so, who is 
'Initiating them, and what are theyl 

No 
State Board State Dept.' ,Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Cham!es 

MEAP High School Test 	 ~HI 

Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments 	 [jHN 

MAP 	 MAP Assessments In Science oHO 
and Communlcatlon Ars will 
be mandatOry. MAP 
Assessments In Social Studies 
will be made available on a 
voluntary basis. 

Functlonal Uteracy ExamlnatlonHS 
Norm-R.eferenced ,Testlng 	 fi1 

Subject Area Tastlng 	 ~ 

Student Assessment Requirement State Board of Educatlon and 	 oHT 
the OPI will select new test 
ailgned t()'Content and ' . 
performance standards. T!'Ist· 
results will be dlsaggregated. 

Ne NC Annual Testing Program 

NC Testing Program. Competency 
Testlng 

The open-ended assessment In 
grades Sand 8 will be 
suspended, A pilot of 
standardized testlng In second 
grade will occur.. 

In response to revised IDEA 
leglslatlon. a pilot of an 
alternate assessment 
Instrument will occur. 

o 


NC Tesu of Comp~er Skills 	 fi1 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 	 ~ 

TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills.ND 
2nd'ed. 

No Statewide Assessments 	 ,0NE 
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Question 3.1.7 Are there any changes that you foresee In the next year (September. 1998 to August, 1999) in this component? If so, who Is 
.' .. Inltlating them. and what are they? No 

State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 
State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other , Chan2es 

NH Educational Improvement andNH 
Assessment Program 

Grade II High Schoo! Proflclency Test 	 oNJ 
Grade aEarly WarnIng Test 	 o 
NM Achievement AssessmentNM 	 ~ 

NM High Schoo! Competency Exam. 	 Discussion of ·ralslng the bar~ 
(cut score for passing) In line 
with raising standards. 

NM Writing Assessment Program 

Rea!!!!".; Asse$,.'nent for Grade; ! :llul '2 

.~ 

~ 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at Grade a We will be revising.the rubrics 
to bener meet the new 
Nevada Standards. 

;J 

High School Proflclency examination Standards raised In second Mandated gradual IncreaSe In o 
Increment. standards. Second step 

expected In year two. ( 

Nonn-Referenced Testing at Grades ... ~ 
a.and 10 

Occupational Education Proflclency 	 ~NY 
examInations . . 

Preliminary Competency Tests (1'Cl) 	 Grade 8 Erigllsh language Arts o 
teSt replaces per Reading and 
Writing Tests 

Program evaluation Tens (PET) 	 ~ 
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Question 3.1.7 	 Are there any changes that you foresee In the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) in this component? If so, who Is 
Initiating them, and what are they? .. 

No 
State Board 	 State Dept_ Significant

State Component Governor of Education .. Legislature Courts of Education Other Cham!es 
PupIl Evaluation Program (PEP) 	 New grade 4 English i.anguasl oNY 

Arts test and Mathematics test 
administered to grade 4 pupils; 
these" tests replate the grade 3 
Reading and grade 3.Math tests. 

Regents Competency Tests 

Regents examinatIOn PT~ram 

Gradual phasing out of all 
competency tests beginning in 
"'98-99 school year. 

Regents examination In 
. Comprehensive English newly 
designed to reflect new and 

"	higher learning standards; 2 to 
3 hour segments will replace 
the current 3 hour exam 
beginning In JUne!' 1m. 

Second i.anguase Proficlency.Exams 	 ~ 

o4th-Grade Proftcle.ncy TestingOH 
6tJh..Grade Proficiency Testing 	 o 
9th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 	 o 
12th-Grade Profldency Testing The Board of RegentS Is 

promulgating rules for. 
awarding a scholarship 
of at least $500 to " 
students who enroll In 
higher education and 
were 12th grade 
proficient In ailS test 
areas." . 

I~Tests of Basic SkUls - No~· .OK 
Referenced Component 
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Question 3'.1 .7 	 Are there any changes that you foresee in the next y~ar (September, 1998 to August, 1999) In this componentl If so, who is 
Initiating them, and what are theyl . 

No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component Gc;,yernor of Education Legislature Courts of Education Other Chan1~es 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 	 The Arts will be implementedOK 
during the 1998-99 school year, 
There is also a change In the 
benchmark for the 1998-99 
school yea.. In that Writing win 

•be reported in four benchmarks 
as opposed to our current 
two: Advanced, Satisfactory. 
Umited _Knowledge. and 
Unsatisfactory. 

Reading. Wrldng. and Mathemailcs'OR 
Asseument 

Reading. Writing. MathematkS 	 Assessment reports win . No calculator section in the'PA 
lriclude scaled scores and mathematics assessmem:. 
also standards based results. 

Prueba Puertorrlquena de Competenclas 	 No changes for 1998-99.PR 
Escolares' 	 For 1999·2000. we plan to 

change it totally. 

English Lang. 'Arts & Math PerfonnanceRI 
Assessment 

Health Educatlol) Perlonnance 
Assessment 

MAT 7. Norm-Refer,enced 

Writing Perlonnanee Assessment 

sc Bas!<: SkIlls Assessment Prosram 	 New legislation will require the 
Implementation of anew 
assessment system beginning In 
the 1998-99 school year. ' 

Norm-Referenced Tesd~g 	 New legislation will require the 
implementation of a new 
assessment system In the 1998
99 school year. . 
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Question 3~ 1.7 Are there any changes that you forese~ in th~ next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) in this component? If so, who is 
. f ..Initiating them, and what are they? 

No 
State Board State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor of Education Legislature Courts of Educati9n Other Chanfes 

SD Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 
.Edltlon ' 

An op!!n-ended Wrltlng Exam 
will be administered to Grades 
5 and 9 In the Fall of 998. 
Grade 1 will be added to the 
norm-referenced compOnent. . 

. Ii'! TN Achievement Test - NRT 

Competency Test Ii'! 
-

HIgh School End of Course ~ 

Tc;AP Wrltlng Assessment Ii'! 

Texas Assessment of Academic SkillsTX 
(fAA$) and Texas end-of-course tests 

Core Assessment CRT ProgramUT 
'.,'

Core Curriculum Testing (ferf. 

Assessment) 


Norm-ReferericedTestlng 

VA Standards of leamlng (SOL) Assessment 
Program . 

The Governor provided 
support to move the testing 

The State Board of Education 
established passing scores on 

window until a point later In the SOL tests In October 1998. 
the ·school year to allow 
more time for Instruction 
prior to testing. 

'
Virginia Uteracy Testlng Program o 

.. Virginia State Assessment Program o 
Terra Nova Assessme~ Series 

Standard's·Referenced Exams(NSRE and Grade II will not be testedVT vr Assnit) due to lack of funding 
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Question 3.1.7 	 Are there any changes that you foresee in the next year (September, 1998 to August, 1999) in this component! If so, .who is 
initiating them, and what are they! 

'.. ' -	 No 
State Board 	 State Dept. Significant 

State Component Governor ofEducation legislature Courts of Education Other Chan2'es 

Vennont Developmental ReadingVT ' 
Assessment 

Nann Referenced Testing· 	 oWA 

Second Grade Reading Becomes mandatory 	 o 
WaShington AsseSsmG~t"dStudent Add grade 10. voluntary o 
Learning administration in spring or 1999 

Reading Comprehension 	 ~WI 

Wisconsin Student Assessment·System 	 ~ 
(WSAS) 

wv .ACT Explore 	 ~ 

ACT Work Keys 	 ~ 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 ~ 

.Writing Assessment ~ 

Cart Perkins Assessment 	 Revision will be undertaken in oWY 
response to the Cart Perkins 
reauthorization. and relevant 
changes In requirements. 
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Question 3.1.8 Is this component used to define Adequate Yearly Progress for schools or 
. LEAs? 	 If Yes, is,this component being used to Identify schools in need of 
, improvement for Title I purposes? 

" \
AYP' Defined Transition Plan Final Plan 

State Come2nent Yes Yes No Undecided No Undecided 

AK AK Writing Assessment 0 0 0 0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ 0 	 D. 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing 0 .D 	 0 

Alat>ama High School Basic Skills 0 ~ 0 0 0' 
Exit Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 0 	 0 0 0 0 

Stanford Achievement Test, 9th ~ 0 0 ~ 0 
edition 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing ~ ~ 0 0 

Norm Referenced Testing ~ 0 ~ 0 0 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth ~ 0 ~ 0 0 
Edition 

CA Assessments in Career Education 0 ~ ~ 0 ~ D.. 

Golden State Exams 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ 0 

Physic:aJ Fitness Test 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ 0 
.~Standardized Testing and Reporting 0 0 0 .0 0 

, .
Program (STAR) 

CO Reading and Writing 0 0 	 0 0 0 
.~

CT 	 Connecticut Academic 'Performance 0 0 ~ 0 0 
Test(CAP1) 

0\Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) ~ 	 ~ 0 

DE Delaware Student Testing Program - 0 0 0 ~ 
Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program - 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~. 
ReadingNRT .. 

, ( 

Delaware Student Testing Program. ~ 0 ~ ~ 0 
Standards-Based Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ 0 ~. 0 ~ 
Standards-Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testing Program. 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ 
Standards-Based Writing 

,--, 	 ,--, 
0DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple U ~ 0 U 0 

Assessment 

. ,.DoDEA Writing Assessment 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 

FL 	 High School Competency Test ~ 0 0 D. 
,. 

Writing Assessment Program ~ tJ 	 0 0 
.' 
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Is this component used to define Adequate Yearly Progress for schools orQuestion 3.1.8 
"LEAs? If Yes, is this component being used to identify schools in need of 
improvement for Title I purposes? . 

A YP Defined Transition Plan Final Plan 

State' ,Comeonent Yes No Yes No Undecided Yes No Undecided 

GA Georgia High School Graduation 0 ~j 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tests (GHSGl) 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Program (GKAP) 
, . . 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete ~ D ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 

Battery 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3, :5, ' D ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
8, II) 

,
HI Credit by Examination 0 ~ D 0 0 0 0 0 

Hawaii State Test of Essential 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Competencies 

') 

\~Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS & ITED ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 ~. 

ID Math Assessment ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 D 

Nonn Referenced ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 

Writing Assessment ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 
'~IL Illinois Goal Assessment Program ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 

IN Statewide Assessment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

KS . Kansas Assessment Program ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 

KY Alternate Portfolio ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 

KIRIS On-Demand ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 

National Nonn Reference Test 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 

Writing Portfolio Assessment ~. 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~. 0 

LA Graduation Exit Examination , ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 

LEAP Grades 3, 5, and 7 Criterion- ~ O· ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 
Referenced Tests 

~ '; :'Nonn-referenced Testing Program 0 ~ 0 0 0 D 0 Cl 

MA Massachusetts Comprehensive ~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~ D 0 .....•; .. : . 

Assessment 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 O. 

MD High School Assessments 0 D 0 D 0 0 0 D 

Maryland Functional Tests ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 

Maryland School Perfonnance ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 O. 
Assessment Program 

ME Maine State Tests ~ 0, 0 0 0 0 t:J 0, 
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Question'3.1.8 	 Is this component used to define Adequate Yearly Progress for schools or 
LEAs? If Yes, is this component being used to identify schools in need of 
improvement for Tide I purposes? 

AYP Defined ., Transition Plan Final Plan 

State 	 Comeonent Yes. No Yes No Undecided. Yes No Undecided 
'~MI 	 Grade 4 and 7 Reading and ~ 0 0 0 0 0 

Mathematics 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing 	 0 0 0 

MEAP High School Test 	 0 0 0 0 

MN Minnesota Comprehensive 0 ~ 0 
Assessments 

MO MAP ,-	 0 ~ 0 0 

MS Functional Literacy Examination 	 0 ~ 

Nonn-R,eferenced Testing 	 ~ 0 
, 

Subject Area Testing 0 ~ 

MT Student Assessment Requirement 	 0 ~ 

NC. NC An~ual Testing Program ~ 0 	 0 0 

NC Testing Program - Competency, ,0 ' ~ 0 0 
Testing 

0,NC Tests of Computer Skills 0 	 0 

Nonn-Referenced Testing Program 0 	 0 0 

ND Ten:aNova and Test of Cognitive ~ D 0 
Skills. 2nd ed. 

0 0 0 
~, 0, ~ 

NE 	 No Statewide Assessments 

NH 	 NH Educational Improvement and 
Assessment Program 

, NJ Gradel I High School Proficiency 0 0 0 0 0: 0' 
Test 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test 0 0 0 0 0 0 
, " 

NM 	 NM Achievement Assessment ~ 0 ~ 0 0 tJ 
NM High School C~petency Exam 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 

NM Writing Assessment Program 0 ~ -0 0 0 0 
, . " . 

Reading Assessment for Grades I 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 ,0 0 
and 2 

NV : Direct W~ngAssessment at 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 
GradeS 

High School Proficiency Examination 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~" 

0, Nonn-Referenced Testing at ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 
Grades 4, 8, and 10 
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Question 3.I.S' .··Is this component used to define Adeqiiate Yearly Progress for schools or 
, 'LEAs? .'1(Yes, is this component being used to identify schools in need of 

improvement for Title I purposes?' ' 

. A YP Defined Transition Plan Final Plan 

. State · ,Comeonent Yes No Yes No 'Undecided Yes 'No Undecided 

NY Occupational Education Proficiency ~ q 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 
Examinations 

0· Preliminary Competency Tests' ~ ,0 0 0 0 D 0 
(PeT) 

0Program Evaluation Tests (PET) ~ 0 '0 ~ D 0 ~ 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) ~ 0 ~ O. 0 0 0 0 
.. 	 . 0' .~ ~' 0,Regents Competency T em ~ 0 0 0 


.~ ,0
Regents Examination Program 0 ~ 0 ~ D. D 

Second Language ProficiencY Exams 0 ~ 0 0 .0 .0 0 0 

OH 4th-Grade ProficiencY Testing ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ,~ 0: 0 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~ D 0 

9th-Grade Proficiency Tes~ng ~ 0 ~ D 0 ~ 0 0 

12th-Grade ProficienCy Testing ~ 0 ~ '0 0 ~ D.' D 

OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm-. ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 
Referenced Component 

'~Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests ~ 0 0 0 0 	 0 0 
.~OR 	 Reading. Writing. and Mathematics ~ 0 0 .0 ~ D 0 

Assessment 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics ~ 0 .~ ~ 0 0 0 0 0 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de ~ 0 ~ D 0 0 D D 
· Competencias Escolares 

RI English Lang. Arts & Math ~ 0 0 D 0 ~ O' D 
Performance Assessment 

Health' Education Performance 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0, 
Assessment 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced ' D".~ D 0 O' 0 0 0 

Writing Performance Assessment ~ D ,0 .0 0 ~ 0 q 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program D '.~ 0 D' 0 D 0: 0 
.~ 	 ..~orm-Referenced Testing O. ~ 0 D- O ~ 0 

~.SO 	 Stanford Achievem~nt Test, Ninth . 0 0 ~ D 0 ~. D.·· 
Edition 

0TN '. 	 Achievement Test - NRT 0 0 0 '0 0 0 0 
~. ~,Competency Test 	 0 D 0 0 ~ 0 

.~High School End of Course 0 0 ~., ,0 ,0 ~ D 

TCAP Writing Assessment D ~ 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 
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· Question 3.1.8 Is this component used to define Adequate Yearly Progress for schools or 
" .. ', LEAs? If Yes, is this compOnent being used to' identify schools in need of 

improvement for Tide, I purposes? ' , " ., " 	 ' 

AYP Defined " Transition Plan ' Final Plan 

State C6meonent Yes No Yes' No "Undecided Yes No Undecided 

TX texas Assessment of Academic 0 0 0 :0 0 
Skills n;AAS) and Texas end-of
course tests 


UT 	 Core Assessment CRT Program ~ 0 ~ 0 

Core Curriculum Te~ng (Perf. ~ 0 0 ~ 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing '0 ~ 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL), O"~' 0 ~ 
Assessment Program 

, Virginia' Literacy 
,~ 

TeSting Program 0 ~ 0 ~ 

Virginia State AssesSment Program 0 ~ 0 

'VI Terra Nova Assess,menu Series 0,' 0 

VT Standard's Referenced exams' (NSRE ~ , 0 0 [j ~, 

and VT Assmt) 

~'Vermont Developmental Readklg 0 ~ 0 0 0 ~ 
Assessment 

WA Norm Referenced Testing ~ 0 0 0 

Second Grade Reading D- O D 0 

Washington Assessment of Student 0 0 'D- O 
Learning 

WI Reading Comprehension ~ 	 0 0 0 0, 

Wisconsin Student Assessment ~ 0 0 D, 0 0 
System 0NSAS) 

WV' ACT Explore 0 ~ 0 

ACT Work Keys 0 ~ 0 
~', Norm':"eferenced Testing' ~ 0 


Writing Assessment 0 ~ 0 

<, 

WY 	 Carl Perkins Assessment ,0 ~ 0" 

Totals bY,State 44 24 30' 0 20 13 7 

Totals,by Component 69 47. 28' 28 0 30 28 9 
',~ , 
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Question 3.1.9 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in .this component~ the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in,those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given i;o students. See the legendi)elowfor coded options. 

Assessment 
. State ' Comeonent Student Grou~ TestTm!s ItemTm!s Administration 

AK AK Writing Assessment 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 Mathematics 
Reading I 
Other U, 	 ", 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing 
Writing 	 3 9 3 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Mathematics 2 

Exam Reading 2 

Other LA 2 

End-of-Course Geometry Test Mathematics 	 2.4 1.6 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th Mathematics 

edition Reading 

Other LA 
Scence '. , 
Social Studies 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing Mathematics 2 ' 1.5 
Reading 2 1.5 
Writing 2 6 

Norm Referenced Testing Mathematics ,I 
Reading I 
Other LA 
Science 

. I 
I' , 

Soda! Studies 'I 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth 
Edition 

Mathematics 
Reading 

I 

Other LA 
" 

eA Assessments in Career Education 
u.reerNClc- Ed. ,6.7. B 2 I and 6 ,'" 

Student Groups 
1':: All students statewide 
2 :: Students sampled by district 
3 =Students sampled by sct\OoI 
4 =Students sampled by classroom 
5 =Individual student sampling : 
S :: Voluntary at district level 
7 :: Voluntary at sd'IooIlevel 
8 :: Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s) 
1 :: Norm-referencei:l test 
2 =Criterion-referenced test, 
3 =Writing assessment 
4 =Performance assessment 
5 =Portfolios 
S=Other 
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Item Type(s) 
.. 1,= Mulitple-choice. single correct answer 
. 2 =Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer 
3 =Mulitiple-choice. with student explanation 
4 =Fill in the blank or doze 
5 :: Short constructed response 
S =Extended constructed response 
7 =Observation 
8 :: Examples of student wOrk 
9 =Individual hands-on performance tasks 
10 =Group handS«! perfomnance tasks 
11 :: Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Computer administered items 
13= Gridded 
14 = Other 

Assessment 
Administration 
1 :: All students take 
common test 
2 =Multiple forms with 
cOmmon items (anchor) , 
3 =Multiple forms with 
no common items 



Question 1,1.9 	 Please' identifY' which gl"oups of Students at the designated ,gl"ades wer-e 
assessed in this comPonent, the type(s) of measul"es used, the types of 
items contained in those'measul"es. and how the assessment items wel"e 
given to stud~nts. See the legend below fOI" coded options. 

Assessment 
State, Comeonent Student Groues TestT;mes Item T:&:ees Administration 

CA Golden State Exams Mathematics 8,6 6 1,5,6,9 ,2 

Reading 8,6 6 1,5,6 2 
Writing 8,6 6 1,5,6 2 
Science 8,6 6 1,5,9 2 
Social Studies 8,6 6 1,5 2 
Qvics 8,6 6 1,5 2 
Economics 8,6 6 1,5 2 
Geography 8,6 6 
History 8,6 6 1,5 2 

Hybrid 
Standards 

Based 
Assessment 

Physical Fitness Test 
Physical Ed. 	 4 9, ,I 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Mathematics 
Program (STAR) Reading 

Writing. 
Other LA I 

Science I 
Social Studies 

CO, Reading and Writing 
Reading 1.2 1,4,8 
Writing 1.2,3 1,4,8 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance Mathematics 2 5,13 2 
Test (CAPT) Reading 2 6 

Writing, 2.3 6 I' 

Other LA 2 1 2 
Science 2,4 1,5,10 ' "2 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMl) Mathematics 2 1,5,13 
Reading 2 1,5 

, Writing 2,3 6 
Other LA 2 'I 

DE Delaware Student Testing Program - Mathematics 
Mathematics 

, Student Groups Assessment Type(s) , Item Type(s) 
,1 =All students statewide 1 =Nornweferenced test ,,1 =Mulitple-choice. single correct answer 
2 =Students sampled by district • 2 =Criterion-referenced test' " , 2 =Mulitiple-dloice. multiple correct answer 

. 3 = Students sampled by school 3 =Writing assessment ,3 = Mulitiple-choice, with student explanation' 
4 =StudentssampJed by dassroom '4 =Performance assessment·" , 4 =Fill in the blank or doze 
5 = Individual student sampling 5 = Portfolios ',5 = Short constJUc1ed response 
,6 =Voluntary at district level 6 =OtIler '6 =ExtendedconstnJcted response 
7 =Voluntary at school level 7 =Observation 
8 =Voluntary at student level ,8 =Examples of student work 

9 =Individual hands-on performance tasks 
'10 =Group hands-on performance tasks 
11 =Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Computer administered items 
13 =GricIded 
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, • AsseSsment 
Administration 
l' =All studenis take 

, 	common test 


2 =Multiple forms with 
 . ",f: • 

common items (anchor) 

3 = Multiple forms with 

no common items 




Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students,at the'designated grades were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in those measures, and how the asseSS!llent items were 
given to students. See the legend below for coded options. 

Assessment 
State Com2onent Student Groue.! TestT~s ItemT~s ' Administration 

DE ' Delaware Student Testing Program 
Reading I, 	 , I Reading NRT 

Delaware Student Testing Program - Mathematics 1 1.2 1,5.6 

Standards-Based Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program-
Reading 	 2 1.5.6Standards-Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testing Program
Standards-Based Writing 

Writing 3 6 I. 

DoDEA ers TerraNova Multiple Assessment Mathematics , 1.3.5 
Rea~ing I 1.3.5 
Other-LA I 1,3.5 
Science 1,3,5 
Sodal Studies 1.3.5 

DoDEA Writing Assessment 
Writing 	 3 6 

FL FL High School Competency Test Mathematics 2 2 
Reading 2 2 
Writing I 2 2 

FL Writing Assessment Program 
Writing I (in grades 4. 3 6 

8,10) 

GA Georgia High School Graduation Mathematics 2 2 

Tests (GHSGl) Reading 2 2 

Other-LA 2 2 

Science 2 2 
Social Studies 1 2 2 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Mathematics 4,5 7,5,8,9 

Program (GKAP) Reading I 4,5 7.5.8.9 
Writing 1 3,4,5 7.5.8.9 I 
Other-LA 4.5 7.5.8,9 I 
Sodal Emotional 4 7 

Student Groups 
.·1 =All students statewide 
2 =Students sampled by district 
3 =Students sampled by school 
4 =Students sampled by classroom 
5 =Individual student sampling 
6'= VoluntarY at district level 
7 =VoIuntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

PARTIlI' 

Assessment Type(s)· 
1 =Noon-referenced test 
2 =Criterion-refere test 
3,., Writing assessment 
4 =,PeI1ormanc:e assessment' 
5 =Portfolios 
6 =Other 
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Item Type(s) , ' 
1 :: Mulitple-dloice. single correct answer 
2 :: MuJitipie-chcice. multiple correct answer, . 
3 =MuJitipie-choice. with student expIlination 
4 =Fill in the blank or doZe . 

, 5 =Short constructed response 
6 =Extended constructed response 
7 =Observation 
8 =Examples of student work 
9 =Individual hands-on peI10rmance tasks 

. 10 =Group hands-on peI10rmance tasks 
11 =Projects. exhibitions. or demonstrations 
·12 =Computer administered items ' 
13 =Gridded 
14 =Other 

Assessment 
. Administration 
. 1 :.AIl students take 

common test 
. 2:: Multiple forms with . 

common items (anchol) 
3 =Multiple forms with 
no common items 

2 

2 

3 



Student Groups 
1 :: All students statewide 
2 =Students sampled by district 
3 == Students sampled by school 
4 :: Students sampled by classroom 
5= Individual student sampling 
6 =Voluntary at district level' 
'7 == Voluntary at school level 
8 :: Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s) 
, 1 =Norm-referenced teSt 
2 =Cllterion-refetenc:ed test 
3 :: \l\lriting assessment ' 
4 =Periormance,assessment 
5:: Portfolios . 
6==OIher 

, .,'" 
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Item Type(s) . 
1 :: Mulltple-choice. single correct answer 
2 :: Mulitiple-<:hoice. multiple correct answer 

" 3 :: Mulitiple-choice. with student explanation 
: 4 :: Fin in the blank or doze 

,5 :: Short constructed response 
, " 6 =Extended constructed response 

. 7:: Obselwtion 
8 :: Examples of student work 
,9 = Individual hands-on performance tasks 
·10:: Group hands-on performance tasks 
11 =Projects. exhibitions. or demonstrations 
12:: Computer administered items 
13:: Gridded 
14 =Other 

, Assessment 
Administration 
1 :: All students take 
COITII1'IqO test 
2 :: Multiple fonns with 
common items (anchor) 
'3 =Multiple fonns with 
'no common items 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please iden~fy which groups of students at the designated grades were 
'assessed in ~his componeilt.,thetype(s) ofmeasures used, the types of 
items cc:mtained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 

, ,given to students. St~e the legend below for coded options. 
Assessment 

State Com~nent ' S~udent Groues Test T:r,ees Item T:r,ees, Administration 

I,ID Norm Referenced Test Mathem,nics I I 
•• t' 

, , ' Reading I, ' 1 

Writing , 

Other LA 

Science J 

Social Studies I 
, Civics,' ,I 

Economics '" 
Geography I 

:"". 

History 

Writing Assessment 
Writing 	 3 6 

Ii. ' ,Illinois Goal Assessment Program Mathematics 1,2 , 1~ 

Reading 1,2 2 1 
Writing 3 6 
Science 1,2 I , 
SoCial Studies 1,2 I 
Health E'd. 5·, 1 I 3 
Physical Ed. 5, :' I 3 
Dance 5 1 3 
Music 5 " 3 
Theatre 5 'I 3 

IN ~tatewide Assessment Mathem,!tics 'I 1.2 1.5 

'. Reading 1.2 I, 5. 6 
Other LA . 1.2.3 1.5.6 

KS Kansas Assessment Program Mathematics . 1 2 1;2 
Reading 2 1.2 I 

'Writing 3 6,. 
j,.; 

KY Alternate Portfolio 
Alternate ,6 7,8,9 
Portfolio 

Student Groups , 
1 ''''AlI,students statewide 
2 = students sampled by district· 
3 =Students sampled by sdlOOI 
4 =Students sampled by classroom 
'5 =IndiVidual, student sampling' 
6 :: Voluntary at district level 
7:: Voluntary at school level 
8 :: Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

AsseSsment Type(s) "Item Type(s) Assessment 

1 =Norm-referenced test . 1 :: Mulilp/EH:hoice, Single correct an&Wer . ,Administration 

2 =CriteiiorHeferenced test , 2::,MuJitiple-choioe. multiple correct answer '1 =,All students take 


, 3 =Writing assessment , " 3 :: MulitipJe.:choice; with studerit explanatiOn common test I) '." 

4 =Performance assessment , 4:: Fill in the blank'or doze ' 2:: Multiple forins with ' 

5 =PortfoliOS . . 
 5 '= Short constructed response common items (anchor) 

6= Other ·6 = Extended constructed response 3:: Multiple forms with 

7 :: Observation " no common items 

8 = Examples'of student work 

. 9 = Individual hands-on performance tasks .. 
10= Group ~n performance tasks 
11. :: Projects: exhibitions. or demonstrations ' .' 
12 :: Computer administered items 
13= Gridded 
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Student Groups 
1'= All studen1s statewide 
2 =Students sampled by 'district 
,3" Studen1s sampled by school 

, 4" Students sampled by ciassroom, 
,'5 =Individual student sampling 

, " '6= Voluma.y at district level 
7 =Voluma.y at school level 
8 =Voluma.y at student level 

PART III 

, Assessment Type(s) , 
1 =Norm-referenced test 
2 =Criterion-referenced test ' 
3 =Writing assesSment 
'4 =Performance assessment 
5 =Portfolios 
6 =Other 
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Item Type(s) , 
1 =MuJi1pIe-choice. single correct answer 
'2 .. Mulitiple-choic:e. multiple correct answer 
,3 =Mulitiple-<:hoice. with student exPlanation 

, 4" Fill inthe blank ,or doze 
5 .. ShOrt constructed response 

" 6= Extended constructed response , 

7 =Observation 

8 =Examples of student work 


, '9:' Individual hands-on perfoImance tasks 
" "10= Group hands-on performance tasks, 

, ,11" ProjedS.exhibitioils. or demonstrations 
, , 	12 =Computer administered items , 

13= Gridded 
14" Other 

, Assessment . ;':. 

Administration 
1 =All students take 
common~t 

, 2 =Multiple forms with 
,common items (anchor) 

',3 =Multiple forms with , 
no common items ' 



Question 3.1.9' 	 Please identify which! groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this comJ)()nent, the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained'in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See 'thelegend below for coded options. 

Assessment 

State Comeonent 	 Student Groues TestT~ees ItemT~s Administration 

HA Massachusetts Comprehensive Mathematics 	 2 1.5 2 

Assessment 	 Reading, 2 1.5 2 

Writing 2.3 6 2 

Other LA 2 1.5 . 2 

Science 2 1.5 2 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test 
Reading 	 'I 

HD High School Assessments 

Maryland Functional Tests .. Mathema'tics 2, I 
Reading 2 I 

Writing 2.3 6 
Civics 2 I 

Maryland School Performance Mathematics 4 5.6.9.10 3 

Assessment Program Reading 4 5.6 3 

Writing 4 5.6 3 

Other LA .1 4 5.6 3 
Science I 4 5.6.9.10 3 
Social Studies 4 5.6.9.10 3 

HE Maine State Tests Mathematics 4 6 .2 
Reading 4 6 2 

Writing 3 6 I 
Science 4 6 3 

. Social Studies I' 4 6 3 
Arts and I ,4 6 3 
Humanitie!s 

HI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics 2 

Mathematics' Reading. '2 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing 

Writing 3 6 
Science 2 1.5.10 

MEAP High SChool Test Mathematics I 2 1.5 
Reading 2 1.6 
Writing, 
Science 

3 

2 
6 

1.5 

. ,' ... Student Groups 
1 ='All students statewide 
2 =Students sampled by district 
3 = Students sampled by school 
4 =Students sampled by classroom 
5 = Individual student sampling 
6 =Voluntary at district level . 
7 =Voluntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

.' Assessment Type(s) ".' 
1 =Norm-referenced test 


, 2:: Criterion-referenced test 

3 =Writing assessment . 


.. 	 4 =Pelfonnance assessment 
5 =Portfolios . 
6= Other 

PART III PAGE 131 

Item Type(s) Assessment 
1=Mulitple-choice, single correct answer .. Administration 
2 =Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer 1 =All students take 
3 =Mulitiple-choice, with student explanation common test 

, 4 =Fill in the blank or doze 2 =Multiple forms with 
. 5 =. Short constructed response common items (anchor) 
. 6 = Extended constructed re!Sponse 3 :: Multiple forms with 
7 ;= Observation no common items 

. . 8 =Examples of student work 
9 = Individual hands-on performance tasks 

, 	 10 =Group hands-on performance tasks 
11·:::; Projects; exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12.= Computer administered items 
13 = Gridded 
14 =Other 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component,. the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See the legend below for coded options. 

Assessment 
, State Comli!0nent Student Groue! Test Tlies Item TYDeS Administration 

MN Minnesota Comprehensive Mathematics 1 2 1.5 2 

Assessments Reading 2 1,5 2 

Writing 3 6 3 

MO MAP , ' Mathematics 1.2.4 1.5.6 
Reading 1.2.4 1.5,6 
Writing 2.4 .I 
Other LA 1.2.4 1.5.6 1 
Science 1.2.4 '1.5.6 

1.2.4 1.5.6 
Civics 1./2.4 1.5;6 
Economics' 1.2.4 1.5.6 
Geography 1.2.4 1.5.6 
History 1.2.4 1.5.6 I 

2.4 1.5.6 
2.4 1.5: 6 

Dance 2.4 
Music 2.4 

Theatre 2.4 
Visual Arts 2.4 

MS Functional Literacy Examination Mathematics 2 
Reading I, 2 
Writing 2,3 1.6 

Norm-Referenced Testing Mathematics 1.4 1.4.5.6 
Reading 1.4 1.4.5.6 
Other-LA \1 1.4 1.4.5.6 

Subject Area Testing Mathematics ' 1 2 1.6 2 

Science 1 2 1,6 2 
History I. 2 1,6 2 

MT Student Assessment Requirement Mathematics 
'Reading 1 . 

1,2 

1.2 
Other LA 1.2 
Science 1,2 

Social Studies 1,2 

Ne NC Annual Testing Program 

,... Student Groups 	 Assessment Type(s) . , 
1 == All students statewide 1 .. Nomweferencedtest 
2 .. Students sampled by district . 2" Critefion..!'efced test . . 
3 .. Students sampled by schociI ' 3 =Writing assessment 
4 =Students sampled by classroom 4 .. Pelformance assessment 
5= Individual student sampling . 5 .. Portfolios 
6 .. Voluntary at district level 6=0Iher 

. . 7" Voluntary at sc:hoollevel 
8 .. Voluntary at student level 
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Item Type(s) 
,1 =MulitpllKhoice. single correct answer 
2" Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer 
.3 .. Murltiple-choice, with student explanation 
4 .. Fill in the blank or doze 
5 .. Short constructed response 
,6= Extendedconstruded response 

. 7" Observation 

8 =Examples of student woI1I. 


. '9" Individual hands-on perfonnance tasks 
10= Gloup hands-on performance tasks 
11= Projects; exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Computer administered items 
13= Gridded 
14" Other 

Assessment 
Administration 
1 .. All students take 
common test ' 

, 2" Multiple forms with 
common items (anchor) 
3 .. Multiple forms with 
no common items 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in those measures. and how the assessm~nt items were 
given to students. Seethe legend below for coded options. 

Assessment 
State Comlj!onent Swgent, Groues TestT~es ltemT~es Administration 

Ne NC Testing Program - Competency Mathematics I 1,2.4 1,5,9 3 
Testing Read'ing' 1,2 I 3 

Computer Skills I, 1.2 3 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 
Computer Skills I, 2 1,5 1.3 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program MathematiCs 
Reading 
Writing 

NO TerraNova and Test of Cognitive . Mathematics 1,5 at grade 4 
Skills, 2nd ed. Reading 1 1,5,atgradeo4 

Other LA I 1,5 at grade 4 
Science 1.5 at grade 4 

Social Studies 1.5 at grade 4 

NE No Statewide Assessment 

NH NH Educational Improvement and Mathema,tics 2 1,6 2 
Assessment Prognun Reading 2 1.6 2 

Writing 2,3 1,6 2 
OtherlA 2 1,6 2 
Science 2 1,6 2 
Social Studies 2 1,6 2 
Ovics 2 1,6 2 
Economics 2 1,6 2 
Geography 2 1,6 2 
History I 2 1.6 2 

NJ Grade II High School ProfiCiency Test Mathematics 2 1.6.13 
Reading 2 1.6 
Writing 2.3 1.6 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test. Mathematics 2 1.6.13 
Reading 2 1.6 
Writing 2.3 1.6 

", Student Groups 
,1 =All students statewide 
'2 ;; Students sampled by district 
3 =Students sampled by school 

l. 4;; Students sampled by classroom 
, "5 =Individual student sampling 

,6 =Voluntary at district level 
'7 =Voluntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s, 

1 =Norm-referenced test 


.. 2 =Criterion-referenced test' , 
3 =Writing assessment 
4 =Petformance assessment, 
5 =Portfolios 
6=OIher, 
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Item Type(s, 
. 1;; Mulitple-choice. single correct answer " 
2= Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer 
3 '" Mulitiple-choice. with student explanation '" 

, '4 =Fill in the blank or cIoze 

" 5 =ShortconstnJcted response 

,,' 6 ;; Extended c:ons1nIcIed response 


7 =Observation " 
,8 = Examples of student wort 

" 	 9 =Individ\l8f hands-on performance tasks 
10 =GfOUp hands-on performance tasks ' 
11 =ProjeCIS. exhibitions. or demonstrations 
12 ;; Computer adl1'linistenad items 
13= Grldded 

'14 =,Other 

Assessment 
, Administration 
, 1 =All students take' 
common test 

, 2 =Multiple forms with 
common items (anchor) 

,3 =Multiple forms with 
no common items 



Question 3.1.9· 	 Please identify which groups. ofstudents at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component~ the type(s) of measures used~ the types of 
items conauned in those measu~ and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See the legend .below for coded op~ions. 

Assessment 
State' Com~onent S,udent Grou~ TestTmes . Item Tmes Administration 

NM . NM Achievement Assessment Mathematics 1 1.2,4 1.4.5.6 1 
Reading 1 1.2.4 1.4.5.6 

·.OtherLA 1.2.4 1.4.5.6 
Science 1 1.2.4 1.4,5.6 
Social Studies 1 1.2.4 1.4,5.6 

NM High School Competency Exam Mathematics 	 2.4 1.5 
Reading I 2.4 1.5 
Writing 1 2.4 6 
Other LA ·1 2.4 1,5 
Science, 	 2.4 1.5 

I 

Social Studies I 2.4 1.5 .' 

NMWriting Assessment Program 
. Writing 	 4 6 

Reading Assessment for Gracles ,I and 
Reading 	 6 Oocal option}, 14(1~1' local option2 

option} 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 
Writing 	 3 6 

HighSchool Proficiency EXamination Mathematics 2, 
.Reading 2 
Writing. 3 6· 

Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades 
4.8. and 10 

Mathematics 
Reading 
Other'LA 
Science 

NY Occupational Education Proficiency 
Examinations 

Career-Noc. Ed. 2 , I I 

Preliminary Competency TestS (Ptr) 
Reading 2 I 
Writing ·3 6 

Student Groups 
1 :'AlIStudents statewide 
2 =Studenls sampled by dls1rict 
3" Studenls sampled by school 
4 =Studenls sampled by classroom 
5 = Individual student sampling 
6 =Voluntary at distrid level 

. 7 =Voluntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

( 	 . 

Assessment Type(s) . 
1=~test 
2 =Criterion-referenced test 
3 =Writing assessment 
4 =PeIfonnanc:e assessment 
5 =Portfolios 
6=0Iher 
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Item Type(s) 

1 =Mulitple-choic:e. single correct answer . 


'. ',2 =Mulitiple-choic:e, multiple correct answer 
3= Mulitiple-choic:e. with student explanation 
4= Fin in the blank or doze ' 

',' 5 =Short constructed response 
':" 6 =ExtencIecI constructed i'esponse 
.' 7:: Observation 

" 	 8 =Examples ofstudent WOIX 
9 =Individual hands-on performance tasks 
10 = Group hands-on performance tasks 

. , 11 :: Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
, 	12 =Computer administered items 


.13 = Gridded 

'14= Other 


, Assessment ',:., ... :.:, 

,Administration 
1 =All students take 
common test 
'2 =Multiple forms with: 
.common items (anchol) 
3 == Mulliple forms with 
no ~mon Items 



Question 3. I.? Please identify,whic~, groups of ~udents at the designated gr.ldes were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used, the types of 

, ;. items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See the legend below for coded options. ' 

Assessment 

State Comeonent Student Grouli!s TestT~li!es Item T~ees .Administration 

NY Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 

Science 

. Social Studies 

I· 
I 

2 
2 

1,9 
1,6 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) Mathematics 

Reading 

Writing 

2 
2 
3 

I 
' I 

6 
I 

Regents Competency Tests Mathematics 

Reading 

Writing 

Science 

Social Studies 

I 
,I 

I 

I 

2 
·2 

3 
2 
2 

1,5 

6 
1,5 
1,6 

I. 

Regents Exa.mination Program Mathematjcs 2 ,',5,6 

Other LA 2 1,5,6 

~ience 2 1,5 I' 

~aI Studies 2 1,6 I 

Foreign Lang. 2 1,5,9 ' I 

Second Language Proficiency Exams 

. Foreign l;ang., 2,3,4 1,6 

OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics 2 1,5,6 I 
'Reading 2 1,5,6 

Writing 3 6' 
Science I 2 5,6 

, Social Studies I' ,2 5,6', 

CIVics 2 5,6 
Economic; I 2 5,6 
Geography 2 5,6 

HistorY 2 5,6 

Student Groups 
1-= All students statewide 
2 =Students sampled by district 
3 =Students Sampled by school 
4 =Students sampled by dassroom 
5 =Individual student sampling 
6 :;: Voluntary at district level 
.7 =Voluntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s) " 
1 = NOIlTH'eferenced test 
2 =Criterion-referenced test, 
3 =Writing·assessment .' ,,' 
4 =Perfonnance assesSment 
5 =Portfolios 
6= Other 
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, Item Type(s) 
.. 1 = Mulitple-choice, single correct answer 

2 =Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer 
3 = Mulitiple-choice. with student explanation 
4 =Fill in the blank or doze 
5 =Short constructed response . 

- 6 =Extended constructed response 
7 =Observation 
8 = EXamples of student work 

. 9 =Individual hands-on perfonnance tasks 
10 = Group hands-on perfonnance tasks 
11' =Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Compu1er administered items 
13 =Gridded 
14 =Other 

·Assessment 
Administration 

1 =All sttidents take 

common test· 


. 2 = Multiple fonns with 
· common items.(anchor) 
··3 =Multiple forms with . 
·no common items 



Question 3.1.9' Please ide~tify;which groups ~f students at th~ designated grades were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used, t~e types of 


.' items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 

'given to students. See the legend below for coded options. . 


Assessment 

State Corrieonent SwdentGroues Test Tllles ItemT~s Administration 

OH .6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics 2 1.5.6 
Reading I 2 1.5.6 
Wliting 3 6 
Science 2 1.5.6 
Social Studies 2 ,1.5.6 'I 

Ovics I 2 1.5.6 
Economics ! .,:) 2 1.5.6 
Geography I 2 1.5,6 
History I 2 1.5,6 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing I Mathematics 2 I 

Reading 2 
Writing 3 

; 
6 

Science 2 I I 

.\ 
Social Studies 2 ' I 

Qvics 2 I. 

Economics' 2 
, Geography 2 

History 2 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing Mathematics : 2 1.13 
Reading I 2 I 

Writing. 3 . 6 
Social Studies . "1 2· 
CIVics .' 2 
Economics 2 
Geography 2 
History I 2 

OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm- Mathematics l. I 

Referenc~ Component' Reading I, I 

Other LA I I 

Science .. 

Social Studies 
Sources of . 
Information 

Student GrouPs Assessment Type(s) Item Type(s) Assessment . 
f'=AlI students statewide ' 

, 2 ;, Students sampled by district 
1 ='Norm-referenced test' 
2=Criterion-referenced test 

1= Mulitple-choice, single coned answer 
,2 =Mulitiple-choice, multiple conect answer 

Administration 
1 =Ail'students take ' 

3= Students sampled by school . 3 =Writing assessment 3 = Mulitipl&'Choice, with student explanation common test . 
.4 =Students sampled by dassroom 4 = perfomiance assessment . 4 =Fill in~ blank or doze 2 =Multiple forms with 
5= Individual student sampling 5 = Portfolios , 5 =Short constructed response common items (anchor) 
6 =Voluntary at district level ' 6 =Other :6 =Extended constructed response . 3 =Multiple forms with 

'7 =Voluntary at school level '7 =Observation no common items 
8 == Voluntary at student level ": 8 == Examples of student work 

, . 9 =Individual hands-on performance tasks 
·10 =Group hands-on performance tasks 

" .11 =PrOjects. exhibitions. or demonstrations 
. ·12 =ComPl:Jler administered items 

13 =Gridded 
PART "I . PAGE 136 14= Other 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component~ the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. S.~e the legend below for coded options. 

Assessmerit 

State' Comeonent Student Groues TestT~es Item T~es . Administration 

OK Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Mathematics 2 1 

Reading '2 

Writing 4 6 

Science 2 

GeOgraphy 2 

History 2 

OK History 1 2 
Grade 1il 

(" 

OR Reading. Writing. and Mathematics Mathematics 2.4 1.6 2 

Assessment Reading 2 2 

Writing 3 6 2 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics . Mathema.tics 1.4 1.6 2 

Reading 1.4 1.6 2 

Writing 6. 3 6 3 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de Mathematics 2 

Competencias Escolares Reading I· 2. 

Writing 2 

Science 2 

Social Studies 2 
Foreign Lang. 

RI English Lang. Arts & Math Mathematics 2 1.5.6 I 

Performance Assessment Reading 2 1.5.6 1 

Writing 2 1.5.6 

Health Education Performance 
Assessment 

Health Ed. I 2 1.5.6 2 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced Mathema1:ics I 

Reading I 

Writing Performance Assessment 

Writing 	 3 6 

' . ( 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program . Mathematics 2 

Reading 2 

Writing' 2,3 6 

Science 2 1 

.', ·····Student Groups Assessment Type(s) '" Item Type(s) Assessment 
1 =All students statewide 1 =Norm-referenced test· 1 =Mulitple-choice, single correct answer Administration 
2 =Students sampled by distrid 2 =Criterion-referenced test· . 2 =Mulitiple-choice, multiple correct answer .' 1·= All students take 
3 = Students sampled by school 3 =Writing assessment . , 3 =Mulitiple-choice, with student explanation .common test 

. ·4 = Students sampled by classroom 4 =Performance assessment 4 = FiU in the blank or doze · 2 =Multiple forms with .' 
5 = Individual student sampling 5 =Portfolios 5 = Shortconstruded response · common items (anchor) 
6 =Volunt8ry at distrid level 6= Other 6 = ExtendedconstnJded response · 3 =Multiple fonns with 
7 =Voluntary at schoolleveJ 7 = Observation '. no common items . 
8 =Voluntary at student level 8 = Examples of student work 

9 =Individual hands-on perfonnanc:e tasks 
10 =Group hafldlH)n perfonnanc:e tasks 

, 11 =Projeds, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Computer administered items 
13 = Gridded 

PARTlII PAGE 137 14= Other 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See the legend .below for coded options. ,. 

Assessment 

State Comeonent 	 . Student GrouJi!s TestTn!es Item Tn!es Administration 

SC .Norm~Referenced Testing 	 Mathematics 

Reading 

Other LA 

SO Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Mathematics· . I 2 

Edition Reading I 2 

Writing 3 6 2 

Other LA 2 

Science 2 

Social Studies 2 

Civics 2 

Economics 2 

.Geography 2 

History 2 

TN Ac;:hievement Test  NRT Mathematics .. I I 
" Reading I I 

Other LA 

Science .1 
Social Studies I 

Competency Test . Mathematics· 2 .. 
Other LA 2 .. 

High School End of Course Mathematics 

TCAP Writing Assessment 
. I . Writing 	 .. 6 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic. Skills Mathematics 2 2 

(TAAS) and Texas end-of-course tests Reading 2 2' 

Writing 3 1.6 2 

Other LA 2.3 1.5.6 2 

Science 2 2 

Social Studies 2 2 

History 2 2 

Algebra I 2 , .' 2 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program ',' Mathematics 6 2 

Reading ~, . 2 

~riting 6 2 

Student Groups 
. 	1" =Alistudents statewide 

2 =Students sampled by district 
3 =Students sampled by school 
4 = Students sampled by cJassroom 
5 = Individual student sampling 

. 	6 = Voluntary, at disbid level 
7 = Voluntary at school level 
8 = Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s) 
1 =Norm-referenced test . . 
2 =Criterion-referenced test 
3 =Writing assessment 
4 = Performanoe assessment 
5 = Portfolios 
6= Other. 
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. 	Item Type(s) 
1 := Mulitple-choioe, single correct answer 
2 = Mulitiple-ehoiee, multiple correct answer 
3 = Mulitiple-choioe, with student explanation 
4 =Fill in the blank or doze 
.5=.Short.construded response 
6 = Extended coristruded response. 
7 =Observation 
8 =Examples of student work 
.9 =Individual 'hands-on perfonnance tasks 
10 =Group hands-on performanoe tasks 
11 = Projeds, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 = Computer administered items 
13 = Gridded 
14 =Other 

Assessment 
Administration 
1 = All students take 
common test 

. _ 2 =Multiple forms with 
common items (anchor) 
3 := Multiple forms with 

.no common items 



Question 3.1.9 	 Please identify which groups o{ students. at the designated grades were 
assessed in this comJ»onent, the type(s)o{ measures used, the types o{ 
items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items wer:-e 
given to students.; See the. legend below {or coded options. 

Assessment 
State COmE!0nent Student Groue.! TestT~s ItemT~es .Administration 

UT Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. Mathematics 7 4 6 
Assessment) Reading 7 4 6 

Writing 7 3 6 
Other LA ·7 4 6 
Science 7 4 6 
Social Studies 7 4 6 
Civics 7 4 2 
Economics 7 4 6 

Geo~phy 7 4 6 
History 7 '4 6 
Visual Arts 7 4 6 

Norm-Referenced Testing Mathematics ·1 I 
Reading , I 

Other LA 
Science 
Sodal Studies 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) Mathematics 2 2 
Assessment Program Reading 2 2 

Writing 2.3 1,6 2 
. Science 2 2 

History 2 2 
Computer Skills 2 2 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program Mathematics 2 
Reading 2 1.4 
Writing 2.3 6 

Virginia State Assessment Program Mathematics 
Reading 
Other LA 

VI TerraNova Assessments Series Mathematics 1.6 
Reading I 1.6 
Other LA I 1,6 
Science 1,6 
Social Studies 1.6 

. Student Groups 

1':: All students statewide 


. 2:: Students sampled by dis1rict 
3 :: Students sampled by school 
4 :: Students sampled by dassroom 
.5 :: Individual student sampling 
6 =Voluntary at dlstlict level 
·7:: Voluntary aI sChool level 
8 :: Voluntary at student leVel 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s) 
1 =Norm-referenced test " 
2 =Criterion.referen<:ed test 
3 =Writing assessment 
4 =Performance assessment 
5 = Portfolios ' 
6=Other 
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Item Type(s) 
1 =Mulitple:choic:e, single correct answer 
2 =MUlitiple-dloic:e. multiple correct answer· 
3 = Mulitiple-choic:e, with student explanation 
4:: Fin in the.blank or doze 

'. 5= Short constructed response 
'6 =Extended constructed response 
7 = Observation 
·8= Examples of student wont 
9 '" Individual hands-on performance tasks 

·10 = Group ha~ performance tasks 
11. = Projects, exhibitions, or demonstrations 
12 =Computer administered items 
13 =Gridded 
14= Other 

, . Assessment 
Administration 
'1 =All students take 
common test . 
·2= Multiple forms with 
common items (anChor) 
3,:: Multiple forms with 
no common items 



Question/3~ 1.9 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated ir'ades were 
assessed in thiscomponen~ the type(s) of measures used, the types of 
items Contained in those measures, and how, the assessment items were 
giVen to students. See the legend below for coded options. 

Assessment 
State, Com2onent . Student Groues Test TYDes Item TYDes 'Administration 

VT Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE MathematicS ,I 1,2 1,5,6 
and VT Assmt) Reading 1,2 1,5,6 

'Writing, 2 1,6' 
Science 1,2 1,5 

Vennont Developmental Reading 
Reading 	 4 10Assessment 

WA Nonn Referenced Testing Mathematics 1 
Reading 
Writing I, 

Second Grade Reading 
Reading 2 2 7 

Washington Assessment of Student 'Mathematics 4th (I); 7th (7) 2 1,5,6 
Learning Reading 4th (I); 7th (7) 2 1,5,6 

Writing 4th (I); 7th (7) 3 6 
Other LA . 4th (I); 7th (7) 2 1,s.6 

WI Reading ComPrehenSion 
Reading 	 1,2 1.5 

Wisconsin Student Assessm~nt ' Mathematics ' 1.2 1.5,6 
,System CNSAS) Reading' 1.2 1.5,6 

Writing 3 6 
Other LA 3 3 
Science 1.2 1.5.6 
Social Studies 1,2 1.5.6 1 

WV ACT Explore Mathematics 
Reading 
Other LA 

•

.' 
Science 
CareerNoc. Ed, 

ACT Work Keys 
Employ. Skills " I 2 	 ,I 

,Student Groups 

1:: All students statewide 

2 =Students,sampled by district 


, 3 =Students sampled by school 
. 4= Students sampled by dassroom 
·5 :: Individual student sampling 
6 :: Voluntary at district level 

, 7 :: Voluntary at school level 
8 =Voluntary at student level 

PART II I 

'Assessment Type(s) 
1 =Norrrweferenced test 
2 :: C,rIterion-referenced test 
3 :: Writing assessment 
4 :: perfOrmance assessment • 
5 :: Portfolios 
6::,Other ' 

PAGE 1'10 ' 

". Item Type(s) 
, 1:: Mulilple-choioe, single correct answer 
,2 ==Muliliple-choice, multiple correct answer 
,3 == Muillipte.choice. with student explanation 
4 = Fill in the blank or doze 

, ",5·= Short consIIUcIed response 
's:: Extended constructed response 


7 == Observation 

8= Examples of student work 


; 9 = Individual hands-on performance tasks 
10 =GroUp hands-on pelformallce tasks . 
11 =Projects, exhibitions. or demonstrations 

, 12:: Computer administered items 

13=Glidded 

14== Other 


.. Assestlment 
Administration 

·1 =All s1udents take 
coinmon test 

. 2:: Multiple fonn$ with • 
,common items (anchor) 
. 3:: Multiple fonn$ with 
.. no common items 

3 

I 



Question 3.1.9·, 	 Please identify which groups of students at the designated grades were 
assessed in this component, the type(s) of measures used. the types of 
items contained in those measures, and how the assessment items were 
given to students. See the legend below for c«;lded options. 

Assessment 
State· Component Student Groups Test Types Item TYpes Administration 

WV Norm-referenced Testing Mathematics I I 

Reading I 
Other LA I I I' .' 

Science I (Grade 3-(1) I (Grade 3-11) I (Grade 3-11) ,I (Grade 3-11) 

',. Sodal Swdies I (Grade 3-11) I (Grade 3-11) I (G~de 3-11) I (Grade 3-11) 

Writing Assessment 
Writing 	 3.- 6 

WY ,c::arl, Perkins 'Assessment , 
Employ. Skills 3 4 7 
CareerNoc. Ed. 3 4 7.8 

Student Groups 
1 ::'Allstudents statewide 
2 =Students sampled by distrid 
3 =Students sampled by school· . 
4 =Students sampled by dassfoom 
5 = Individual student sampling . 
6 =Voluntary at disbict level 
7 = Voluntary at schooUevel 
8 = Voluntary at student level 

PART III 

Assessment Type(s)· 
1 =Norm-referenced test . 
2 =Criterion-referenced test 
3 = Writing assessment 
4 = Performance assessment· 
5 = Portfolios 
6 =Other 
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Item Type(s) 	 . .. .; Assessment. 
1, = Mulitple-choice. single correct answer .. Administration 
2 = Murrtiple-choice. multiple correct answer 1 = All students take 

. 3 = Mulitiple-choice. with student explanation .. common test ' 
·4 =Fill in the blank or doze .2 = Multiple fonns with . 

. ,,5 = Short constNcted reSponse . :common items (anchor) 
6= Extended construded respOnse , 3 = Multiple forms with 

. 7 =Observation .. " no common items 
8 =' Examples of student work 
9 =Individual hands-on performance tasks . 

". 10,= Group hands-On peIfOnnance tasks 
11 = Projects. exhibitionS;' or demonstrations' ,. ,., 
12 = Computer administered items 
13=.Gridded . . 
14:' Other 

, , 

,-



Question 3.1 ~ 10 .·Were st~dents allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject aSsessed in this component? 
C.. Were there any D. Are there any 
sections·of the test Items on theA. If yes, how were the 

calculators supplied? 	 B. If yes, what kind of that students were asssessment that 
not permitted to use are "calculator(:alculators 	 I d ·th th calculators were allowed? 

allowed: . supp Ie WI . e the calculator? . dependent"?
by by test materials and four 

~ o· o 

State Component NlA student school were collected graphiC scientific function Yes No Yes No 

AK 	 AK Writing Assessment o o o 
Norm~Referenced Testing 	 o n o o 

AL . AL Direct Assessment of Writing . 	 o o o o o o 
Alabama H!gh School Basic Skills exit Exam 	 o o o 0 n 

.~
End-of-Course Geometry Test ~ o ~ o ~ ~ 0- ~ o ~ 

Stanford Achievement Test,.9th edition ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing ~ o ~ .~ ~ ~. ~ ~ ~-

Norm Referenced Testing ~ 	 ~ 

o 	 oAZ 	 Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition 

.~0< ~ 

Golden State·Exams D~ -~ 

Physical Fitness Test o tJ o 00 o 
Standardized Testing and Reporting o o 

CA '. 	 Assessments in CareerEducatlo~ 

~ 
Program (STA~) 

CO Reading and Writing o ~ o o 0- o 

Iia 

~ o 
o 

o 
o o 

~ ~ 

CT 	 Connecticut Academic Performance Test ~ o o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
(CAPT> '. 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) ~ 	 o o ~ ~ O. .~ 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ o o o 0 o 
Mathematics ' . 
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Question 3.1.1 0 " 'Were students allowed to, use calc~lators during testing on any subject assessed In this component? 
C. Were there any D. Are'there any 
sections of the test Items on theA. If yes. how were the 

calculators sUl!l!"ed? B. If yes, what kind of that students were asssessment that 
Calculators calculators were allowed? not permitted to use- are "calculator 

supplied with theallowed: 	 the calculator? dependent"?
by by test materials and four 

State _Comeonent Yes No N/A student school were collected graphic scientific function Yes No Yes No 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ 0 0 
Reading NRT 

Delaware Swdent Testing Program - ~ 0 ,~ 0 ~ ~ ~ M ~ 
Standards-Based Mathematics, 

'Delaware SWdent Testing Program - 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Standards-Based Reading 

. ',:. 

Delaware Student Testing Program - 0 0 ~ 0 0 	 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Standards-Based Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple Assessment 

DoDEA Writing Assessment 

FL FL High School Competency Test ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 	 0 NIl 0 ~ 

FL Writing Assessment Program "', 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 	 0 0 0 0 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation Tests ~ 0 ~ ~ 0 ~ ~' 0 ~ 0 ~ 
(GHSGn 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment Program [] 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(GKAP) 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. Complete Battery 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 5, 8, II) 


HI 	 Credit by Examlna~on 

HaWaii State Test of Essential Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 

0 ,~ 0 

~ 0 	 0 D' 0 D 0 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS &-ITED ,~ 0 0 	 ~ 0 0 0 ~ 
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Question 3.1010 ':Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed In this component! 
C. Were there any D. Are there any 
sectio!,!s of the test Items on the A. If yes. how were the 

calculators supplied? B. If yes, what kind of that students were asssessment that 
Calculators calculators were allowed? not permitted to use' are "calculator 
allowed: supplied with the the calculator? dependent'"

by by test materials and four 
State Comeonent. Yes No N/A student school were collected IraehiC. scientific function Yes No Yes No 

ID Math Assessment ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ 

Norm Referenced Test 0 0 O~ ~ ~ 0 ~ 

Writing Assessment 0 0 0 0 0 

IL illinois Goal Assessment Program ~ 0 

IN Statewide Assessment 0 

~KS KansasAssess l11ent Progl'llm ~ 

KY Alternate Portfolio 0 ~ 

KIRIS On.pe.milnd, . ~ 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ IY'l ~ ~ .~National Norm ReferenceTe~t, 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 0 0 ~ 

LA Graduation Exit Examination 0 ~ 0 0 0 

LEAP Grades 3, S. and 7 Criterion- ~ 0 0 0 
Referenced Tests 

'Norm-referenced Testing Program 0 0 '0 

MA Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment I'll ~ ~ 

MaSsachusetts Grade j Reading Test 0 

MD High School Assessments . 0 0 

Maryland Functional Tests ~ 0 ~ ~ 0 0 0 -~ 

'. 

Maryland School Performance Assessment ~ 0 0 ~ 0 .~ 

Program 
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graphic 
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Question 3.1 '.10' . Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed in this component? 
c. Were there any D. Are there any 
sections of the test Items on theA. If yes, how were the 

calculators supplledl B. If yes, what kind of . . that students were asssessment that 
Calculators calculators were al/owedl not permitted to use are "calculator 
allowed: supplied with the the calculatorl dependent"l

by by test materials and four 
State. Component .......__Yes No NJA student school were collected scientific function Yes· . No Yes No 

ME 	 Maine State Tests ~ 

HI 	 Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics ~ 

Grade Sand 8 Science and Writing 

MEAf' High S~h~oI Test 	 ~ 

MN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments ~ 
, 

MO MAP ~ 

MS. 	 Functional literacy Examination o 
Norm-Referenced Testing 

Sublect Area Testing 

MT 	 Student Assessment Requirement 

~ o o 	
~ 

~ EJ 

~ ~ 

~ 

o 
~ 

o o 
o o o 

"' 

o 
NC 	 NC Annual Testing Program o 

~NC Testing Program - Competency Testing 

~NC Tests of Computer Skills. 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 

ND 	 TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills. 2nd ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ 
ed. 

NE No Statewide Assessment o o o 	 o o 
~-NH 	 NH Educational Improvement and ~ ~. ~ o o ~ 

Assessment Program 

NJ 	 Grade II High School Proficiency Test ~ o ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ 
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Question 3.1 .,10 "Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed In this component? 
, C. Were there any D. Are there any 
sections of the test Items on the . A. If yes,' how were the' 

calculators supplied? B. If yes, 'what kind of that students were asssessmen't that 
Calculators calculators were allowedl not permitted to use are "calculator 

supplied with the. allowed: the calculator? dependent'"
by by test materials and four 

State Comeonent Yes No N/A student, school were colleCted sraehiC sCientific function Yes No Yes No 

NJ Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ D 0 ~ 

NM NM Achievement Assessment ~ 0 0 ~ ~ 

NM High School Competency Exam .~ 0' 0 0 ~ 

NM Writing Assessment Program ' 

NV· Direct "Vriting Assessment at Grade 8 0 

High School Proficiency Examination D· 0 0 0 

No~-R~ferenced T~~ti~ at G~des 4. 8. ~ 0 0 ~ ~ 

Reading Assessment for Grades I and 2 ' 

and 10 

NY Occupational,Ed!Jcation .Proficiency 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Examinations 

Preliminal)' Co~p~tency Tests (PeT) 0 0 

Program Evaluation Tests (PEl) 0 0 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) 
\ 0 ~ n 0 0 

Regents Competency Tests ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 

, Regents Examination Program ~ 0 0 ~ ~ [] 0 ~ 0 ~ 

Second ~nguage Proficiency Exams 0 

OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ ~ 

9th·Grade Proficiency Testing 0 0, 
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Question 3.1.10 Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed in this componentl 
C. Were there any D. Are.there any 
sections of the test Items on the,A. If yes, how were the 

calculators supplledl - -a. If yes, what kind of ,that students were asssessment that 
Calculators calculators were allowedl not permitted to use are "calculator 

--~~-- supplied with theallowed: the calculatorl- dependent~'l
by' by test materials and four 

State Component Yes No N/A student school were collected - graphic scientific function Yes No Yes No 

OH 	 12th-G.!"3de Proficiency Testing ~ ~ ~ o ~, ~ o ~ ~ 

OK 

OR 

PA 

PR 

"0 ,~. 0 o 	 o o o oIowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm
Refer~nced Compon'ent 

oOklahoma Core Curriculum Tests . 	 o 
. . . . 

~ 
Assessment .~., ' ,. " , 
Reaoing. Writing. and Mathematics 	 ~ 

Reading. Writing. Mathematics. 

Prueba Puertorriquena de Compeienclas D n ~ ~: 

EScolares 

o n ~ o ~ 	 ~ 

RI English lang. Arts SeNath Performance ,~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o -Ii'l Ii'l 
'Assessment ' 

Health EducatloriPerformance Ass.essment 

MAT 7, Norm-Referenced 

Wrlting.Performance'Assessment . 

SC B~sic Skills As~essment Program " 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

SO Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition 
">' '7 • 

TN 	 Ach~evement Test --NRT 

Competency Test. 

High School End of Course 

TCAP Wi-ItingAssess.ment 

~ 

, 0 
---~;:----~~' 

~ 

.0 :~ 

~ 

o 
o 

:0 

o o 
o ~ 

o· 

~ 

o 

", 

o o 
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Question 3:".10' Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed In this component? 

State' Comeonent 

Calculators 
allowed: 

Yes No'-, N/A 

A. If yes, how were the 
calculators sueelled1 

supplied with the 
by by test materials and 
student school were collected 

B. 'If yes, what kind of 
calculators were allowedl 

four 
araehlc scientific function 

C. Were there any 
sections of the test 
that ~tudents were 
not permitted to use 
the calculatorl 

Yes No 

D. Are there any 
Items on the' 
asssessment that 
are "calculator 
dependent"l . 

'~', Yes No 

TX 

UT 

,Texas Assessment of Academic Skills 
(TMS) and Texas end-of-course tests 

Core Assessment CRT Program 

~ 

~ 

0 

,0 0 

~ 

~ 

~ ~ 0 0 

~ 

~ 

d 

0 

~ 

'~ 

Core Curriculum Testing (Peri. Assessment) '~ '~ 0 ~, ·0 '~ 

Norm-Referenced Testing' , ~ ~ ~ 0 0 ~ 

.~.VA 	 Standai-ds of Learning (SOL) Assessment ~ 0 ~ 
Program. 

VlrglhlaLiteracy Testing Program 0 	 0 0 

Virginia State Assessment Progra~ ~ 	 - .. 0 0 ~ .~ ,0 0 .~. 

, ,Terra Nova Assessments Series 	 ~ 0' .0 .~ 0 ~VI 	
~. 

VT Standard's Refenilnct!d EXams (NSRE and ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ 
VT Assmt) 

[JVermont Developmental Reading 0 ~' 0 0' '0 0 0 0 
Assessment 

WA Norm Referenced Testing 0 ~ 0 0 

Second Grade Reading ~ 0 0 
'~ ~Washington~sessment of Student Learning 0 0 

WI 	 Re~d!ng Comprehension 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System 

(WSAS) 


WV ACT Explore ~ 0 0 ~ 	 0 ,~ ~ ~. 
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Question 3.1·~1 o Were students allowed to use calculators during testing on any subject assessed in this component? 
C. Were there any D. Are there any 
sections of the test Items on the 

calculators supplledl B. If yes, what Idnd of that students were asssessment that 
Calculators calculators were allowedl not permitted to use are "calculator 

supplied with the 

A. H yes, how were the 

allowed: the calculator7 dependent"l
by by test materials and four 

D 

sdentifk function Yes No Yes NoState Component Yes No N/A student school were collected 

WV ,ACf Work Keys 
~-Norm-referenced Testing ~ o o o ~ I\?l o ~ 

Writing Assessment o 
WY Carl Perkins Assessment ~. 0 

~ o 0 

~ 

o 
~ 

o 

"Totals by State 43 20 21 29 32 5 30 22 9 35 

Totals by Component 63 29 29. 41 45 6 38 28 10 -54 

;.-.; , 
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Question 3.1.11 Were any manipulatives (e.g., math tiles. protractors, 'paper rulers) 
provided to students on any subjects assessed in this component? 

Not 
State Comeonent Yes No Aeelicable If Yes, which manieulatives were erovidedl 

AK AK Writing Assessment 0 '0 D 
I 

Norm-Referenced Testing 0 ~ D 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing 0 .0 ~ 

Alabama High School Basic Skills 
Exit Exam 

0 ~ 0 

End-of-Course Geometry Test ~ 0 0 

AR 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th 
edition 

Criterion Referenced Testing 

~ 

~ 

0 

0 
• J 

D 

[J 

Paper rulers 

Ruler, pattern blocks, counters 

Norm Referenced Testing 0 ~ 0 

AZ Stanford Achiev.ement Test. Ninth 
Edition· 

0 ~ D 

CA Assessments in Career Education 0 ~ 0 

Golden State Exams ~ 0 

Physical Fitness Test 0 D ~ 

Standardized Testing and 
Reporting Program (STAR) 

~ D 0 Paper rulers 

CO Reading and Writing 0 0 ~ 

CT Connecticut Academic 
Performance Test (CAPT). 

~ 0 0 Paper rulers, science 'performance task 
items were provided 

DE 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Mathematics 

~ 

~ 0 

0 

:0 
Paper rulers 

Rulers 

. 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program- Reading NRT 

0 0 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Standards-Based 
Mathematics 

0 Tiles, Rulers 

Delaware Student TeSting 
Program - Standards-Based 

"
Reading 

~ 
!. 
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Question 3~ 1.11 Were any manipulatives (e.g •• math tiles. protractors. paper rulers) 
provided to students on an1 subjects assessed in this component! . 

Not 
. State Comeonent Yes No Aeelicable· If Yesl which manieulatives were erovidedl 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing 0 ~ 

Program - Standards-Based 
Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple ~ 0 0 Ruler. pattern shapes, protractor. etc. 
Assessment 

DoDEA Writing Assessment 0 0 	 ~ 

~. 0FL 	 FL High School Competency Test. 

~ ..FL Writing Assessment Program 0 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation ~ 0 
Tests (GHSGT) 

~.Georgia Kindergarten Assessment 0 Tiles, counting objects 

Program (GKAP) 


. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. .~ 0 
Complete Batter:y 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3, I~ 0 

5,8. II) 


HI Credit by Examination ~ 0 

,0 ~Hawaii State Test of Essential 0 
Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. ~ 0 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS & ITED 0 0 D 

ID Math Assessment ~ Rulers, protractors. string, compass, etc., 

Norm Referenced Test, 	 ~ 


~
Writing Assessment 

IL Illinois Goal Assessment Program' 0~ I, : 

IN . Statewide Assessment . , ~ .D 	 Paper, 'ruiers. protraq:ors. punch-out coins 

KS Kansas Assessment Program ~ 	 Manipulatives are available in classroom for 
math assessment. 

~ 

~ [J 

KY 	 Alternate Portfolio 

KIRIS On-Demand 	 Grade 5 Mathematics - ruler 

~National Norm Reference Test 	 Mathematics - Rulers 
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. Question 3.1.11 Were any mailipulatives (e.g., math tiles, protractors, paper rulers) 
provided to students on any subjects assessed in this c0l'!lponent? 

Not 

, State· . Component Yes No Applicable If Yes, which manipulatives were provided~ 


o 0KY Writing Portfolio ASsessment 

LA Graduation Exit Examination o ~ 

'. LEAP Grades 3. 5. and T,Criierion- 0 ~ 
Referenced Tests 


Norm-referenced Testing Program 0 ~ 


MA 	 Massachusetts Comprehensive 
ASsessment 

o 0Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading 
Test ,,:' 

o 0MD 	 High School Assessments 

o ~.Maryland Functional, Tests 

Maryland School Performance ~ 0 
Assessment Program 

ME 	 Maine State Tests 

. ~ 0MI 	 Grade 4 and 7 Reading and . ' 
Mathematics 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing ~tJ 

MEAP High School Test 

MN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive 
Assessments 

M.O 	 MAP 

MS 	 .Functional. Literacy Examination 

Norm-Referenced Testing 
.. .~ 

Subject Area Testing 

oMT Student Assessment Requirfi!m~nt 

PART III ' 
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.0 

O· 

o 
o 
o 
o 

i I 

PAGE 152 

- , • j. 

Grade 4: shapes. tiles. ruler. Grade 8: 
ruler. Grade 10: none. 

Various science materials (trays •. 
eyedroppers. stirrers. plastic knifes. 
measuring spoons etc .•) Equipment 
(balance and microscope) Consumables 
(plastic straw, markers. masking tape. 
string. paper towels etc .•) Support 
Materials (markers. masking tape. 
calculators. rulers, scissors etc..) 

Ruler. compass. or counters depending on 
the grade., . 

Acetate rulers, area grid, and protractors .... 

Science investigation materials. 

An acetate sheet with a protractor. lOx' 
10 grid, ruler. formula sheet 

Punchout ruler, protractor, pattern blocks 
and coins 

Straight edge 



Question 3.1.1 1 	 Were any manipu.latives (e.g •• math tiles. protractors. paper rulers), 
provided to students on any subjects assessed in this component? 

Not' 
.. State. Comeonent., Yes, No A~~licable If Yes1which mani~ulatives were ~rovided~ 

NC ~C An~ual Testing Program ~ 0 0 Rulers, protractors for End.;.of-Grades 3-8:. 

NC Testing Program-
Competency Testing 

~ 0 0 R~lers',and pr~tractors for the 
math~matics application section. 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 0 l~ 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 
Program 

0 f~ "'0" 
r' 

NO TerraNova and Test of Cognitive 
Skills, 2nd ed. 

~ [J D. Rulers, punch out manipulatives of 
different shapes and sizes. 

NE 

NH 

No Statewide Assessment. 
" .. 

NH Educational Improvement and 
Assessment Program 

.' 

0 

~ 

0 

[J 

0 

0 

' , 

Math reference sheet; ruler; paper tiles, 
sheet of counters; squares, cuisienaire 
rods, definition of math terms. 

NJ 
". . 

Grade II High School Proficiency" 
Test 

~ [J 0 Rulers and geometric shapes 

NM 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test 

NM Achievement Assessment 

~ 

~ 

[J 

[J 

0 

0 

Rulers and geometric shapes 
.. 

Ruler, pr~tractor, tangram, pattern blocks 

, NM High School Competency 
Exam 

.': 

NM Writing Assessment Program 

0 

0 

~~ 

0 

0 

~ 

. ' .. R~ding ASsessment for Grades I 
and 2 

0 [j ~ 

NV Direct Writing ASsessment at . 
Grade 8. 

0 0 ~ 

High School Proficiency 
Examination 

0 ~ 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing at 
Grades 4, 8, and 10 

~. 0 O· 

,·.··1 

Ruler 

NY , Occupational Education 
Pro~ciency Examinations 

0 ~ d 
'-, 

Preliminary Competency Tests 
(PeT) 

0 0 ~, 

Program Evaluation Tests (PET) ~ 0 0 Secure infolmation.;.manipulative skil'ls t~ 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) 0 ~ O. 
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Question 3.1.1 1 " Were any manipulatives (e.g., math tiles, protractors, paper rulers) 
pr,ovidect to students on any subjects~d in this componentl 

Not 
State C6meonent '. Yes No . Oeelicable If Yesl which manieulatives were erovidedl 

NY Regents Competency Tests ' 0 [iil 

~Regents Examination Program 

~.
Second Language ProfiCiency 0 
Exams 

0OH 4th-~rade Proficiency Testing .~ 

6th-G~de Proficiency Testing' ,~ 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ 

, 12th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing ~ 

" ,";' OK 	 Iowa Tests ofBasic Skills - Norm- ~ 
Referenced Component ." 

0Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests .. ~ 

~OR Reading. Writing, and 
Mathematics Assessment 

,PA Reading. Writing, Mathematics 0 ~ 

PR 	 , Prueba Puertorriquena de 0 ~ 0 

, ,Competencias Escolares 


,.~RI English Lang. Arts & Math D· 0 A variety of manipulatives could be used 
Performance Assessment 	 although they are, not provided with the 

tests. Standard and metric rulers are 
provided. ' 

0 O. 0Health Education Performance 
Assessment 

0 ~ 0MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 

.~ "0. Writing Performance Assessment 0 	 '.' 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program ~ 0 	 0 RulerS. protractors 

~ 	 .~.Norm-Referenced Testing D·. 0 	 . . .' 

so . Stanford Achievement Test, Nintli ,0 ~ 0 

Edition 
 .. 

.\.. 
"TN 	 . Achievement Test - NRT ,~ D 0 Paper'rulers 

'. '.. Competency' T f!$t 0 0 0 	 " .. 

,~High School End of Course 0 0 
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Ques~ion 3.1.1 I .' Were any manipulatives (e.g., math dies, protractors, paper rulers) 
provided to students on any subjects assessed in this component? 

Not 
State . Comeonent Yes No· A~eljcable If Yesl which manieulatives were erovidedr 

TN 	 TCAP Writing Assessment ·0 0 ~ 

TX 	 Texas Assessment of Academic' ~ O· 0 Paper rulers for grade 8 science; formula : 
Skills (TAAS) and Texas end-of- charts for grades 3-8 math and 10 math 
cou rse tests 

~UT 	 Core Assessment CRT Program. Counters (e.g. beans. tokens) at grades I 
and 2. 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. ~ [J Varies depending on exercise 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ 0 Rulers and-scratch paper 

~VA 	 Standards'of Learning (SOL) 0 Compass. protractors, vinyl rulers 
AssesSment Program 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program ~ 	 Dictionaries are provided during the . 
writing test. 

~Virginia State Assessment Program 	 Rulers 

Terra Nova Assessments Series ~ 0 	 Protractors. paper rulers. math tiles 

VT 	 Standard's Referenced Exams ~ Ruler 
(NSRE and VT Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Read!ng ~ 
Assessment 

." \ 

~WA·· 	 Norm Referenced Testing 

-~Second Grade Reading 	 0 

~-Washington Assessment of 	 None provided, some allowed. ie. rulers. 
Stul:ient Learning . 	 compass,math tiles. protractors. 

~WI 	 Reading Comprehension 

Wisconsin Student Assessment ~ 0 Grade 4: Geometrical shapes and 
System CNSAS) cardboard ruler .. 

Grades 8 & 10: Protractors and cardboard 
rulers. 

WV !,CT Explore 0 	 ~ 0 

~ 0-'·ACT Work Keys 

~ 0Norm-referenced Testing Rulers 


Writing Assessment 0 0 ~ 
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Question 3.1.1 I Were any manipulatives (e~g.• math tiles, protractors, paper rulers) 
provided to students on any subjects assessed in this component? 

Not 

State Component Yes No Applicable If Yes. which manipulatives were providedr 


WY Carl Perkins Assessment 


Totals by State 3S 29 


Totals by Component 47 47 
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Question 3.1.12 Were any referenlce materials (e.g., reference sheets, dictionaries, word 
lists) provided? 

Not If Yes, which reference materials were 
State Comeonent Yes No Aeelicable erovidedl 

AK AK Writing Assessment 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 0 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writi~g ~ 

Alabama High School Basic Skills 
Exit Exam 

0 ~ 0 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 0 !ill 0 

Stanford Achievement Test, 9th 
edition 

0 !ill 0 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing !ill 0 Formula sheet, writer's checklist· 

Norm Referenced Testing 0 !ill 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test, 
Ninth Edition 

0 !ill 

" 
CA Assessments in Career Education 0 ~ 

Golden State Exams 0 ~ 

Physical Fitness Test 0 0 

.Standardized Testing and 
Reporting Program (STAR) 

0 ~ 

CO Reading and Writing 0 0 

CT Connecticut Academic 
Performance Test (CAPT) 

0 ~ 

Connecticut Mastery Test (tMT) ~ 

DE Delaware Student Testing 
Program -' Mathematics 

~ 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Reading NRT 

0 ~ " 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Standar~s-B3sed 
Mathematics 

0 Formulas 

Delaware Student Testing 
Program - Standards-Based 
Reading 

0 
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Question 3.1.12 Were any reference materials (e.g., reference sheets. dictionaries,' word 
lists) provided? . 

Not If Yes, which reference materials were 
State Comeonent Yes No ~elicable erovided~ . 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing ~ ·0 Dictionary, Thesaurus, Revision and Editing 

Program - Standards-Based Checklist 

Writin~ 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple 0 ~ 


Assessment . 


~ . DoDEA Writing Assessment 

FL FL High School Competency Test ~ 0 

~FL Writing Assessment Program 

GA Georgia High School Graduation Reference sheet - Science~ 

'Tests (GHSG1) 

Georgia Kindergarten 

Assessment Program (GKAP) 


lowaTests of Basic Skills, ~, 


Complete Battery 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 0 ~ 


5,8, II)' 


~HI 	 Credit by Examination 


Hawaii State Test of Essential 
 ~ 
Competencies 

~Stanford Achievement Test 8th 
Ed. 

IA Stan$rdized Testing ITBS Be ITED 

Iil]~ 

0 O. ~ 

Math Assessment 

Norm'Referenced Test 


Iil]
Writing Assessment 	 Classroom dictionaries, thesaurus 

.. 
~ 	 " ',,"IL 	 Illinois Goal Assessment Program 

0 DIN 	 Statewide Assessment . , 

0 ~KS Kansas Assessment Program 

'KY Alternate Portfolio 0 ,0 ~ 

~ 0KIRIS On-Demand 	 Grades 8 and ·11 Mathematics - reference'" 
sheets 
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Question 3.1.12 	 Wer~any reference materials (e.g., reference sheets, dictionaries, word 
lists) provided? 

Not If Yes. which reference materials were' 
State Comeonent 	 Yes No A~~licable' ~rovided? 

. KY. 

LA 


MA 

MD 

ME 

MI 

'MN 

MO 

MS 

. National Norm Reference Test 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 

Graduation· Exit· Examination 

LEAP Grades 3, 5. and 7 

Criterion-Referenced Tests 


Norm-referenced Testing 

Program 


Massachusetts Comprehensive 
Assessment 

. Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading 
Test 

High School Assessments . 

Maryland Functional ~estS 

Maryland School ,Perlormance 
Assessment Program 

. , 

'Maine State TestS 

Grade 4 and 7 Reading and· 
MathematiCs . . 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and 
Writing 

MEAP High School Test 

Minnesota Comprehensive. 
Ass~ssments 

MAP 

Functional Literacy Examination 

. . . 
Norm-~eferenced T~ting 

. Subject Area Testing 

0 

0 

~, 

0 

0 

~ 

0 

0 

0 

~ 

0' 

D 

~ 

.~ 

0 

~ 

0 

0 

~ 

~ 

0 

0 

~ 

~ 

[J . 

~ 

[J 

~. 

0 

0 

~ 

[J 

[], 

~j 

D 

~" 

.~ 

0 

0 

.~ 

0 

0 

0 

··0 

0 

0 

0 

D 

0 

0 

D 

[]' 

D" 

.0 

0 

0 

0 

. , 

Yes, dictionaries were provided for the 
Written Composition test. 

All grades: dictionaries for use with long 
composition only. Grades 8 and· I 0: 
reference sheets with formulas for 
mathematicS. '. 

Dictionaries. referenc:e sheets, etc., 

~ , " . 
Science investigation journals. 

Math formula sheet, ~reagrid. protractor. 
rulers 

formula· chart 

.~ D,'MT Student Assessment Requirement' 0 

pART III .PAGE 159' . 

'.. 

.1 





PART III PAGE 161 



Question 3.1.12 ; Were any reference, materials (e.g., reference sheets, dictionaries, word 
lists) provided? 

) 
Not If Yes, which reference materials were 

State Comeonent Yes "No' Aeelicable erovidedr 

, TN Competency Test 0 ~ 0 

High School End of Course ~ 0 0 Reference sheets 

TCAP Writing Assessment ~ 0 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic Dictionaries~ 0 0 
Skills (TAAS) and Texas end-of
course tests 


0 0 ~UT Core ~sessment CRT Program 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. 0 0 0 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ 0 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) ~ 0 0 Mathematics: formula sheets; Chemistry: 
Assessment Program Periodic table; Writing: Writers checklist. 

dictionary 

~ '0Virginia Literacy Testing Program 

,~Virginia State Assessment 0 0 
Program 

0 '~ 0VI Terra Nova Assessments Series 

VT Standard's Referenced Exams ~ 0 0 for MATH only; a formula sheet was 
(NSRE and VT Assmt) provided, students could use other 

materials that were customarily in use. 

Vermont Developmental Reading D ~ 
Assessment 


WA Norm ,Referenced Testing 0 ~ 0 


~
Second Grade Reading 

Washington Assessment of ~ 0 None provided. dictionaries. thesauru~ 
Student Learning allowed 

WI Reading Comprehension ~ D 

0Wisconsin Student Assessment '~ 

System (WSIt$) 

WV ACT Explore ~ 0 

~" 
ACT Work Keys 0 

Norm-referenced Testing 0~ 
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Question 3.1.12 Were any referenc:.e materials (e.g., reference sheets, dictionaries, word 
lists) provided? . 

Not If Yes. which reference materials were 
State 

WV 

Component 

Writing Assessment 

Yes. 

~ 

No I Applicable 

0 0 
provided~ 

Dictionaries at grade 4 only. 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment 0 0 .~ 

Totals by State 

Totals by Component 

25 

30 

40 

72 
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Question 3.1.13 	 Was this component produced by or developed with the assisstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 

assessments are they, and what is the aSsessment name(s) and contractor? 


Built from 
Customized off,;. commercial Custom SEA Contract 

. State Component Yes No Off~the.shelf ' the-shelf item banks develQDed External Contractor Mana)!er 

AK AK Writing Assessment D D 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing ~ 0 

Alabama High School Basic Skllls Exit ~ 0 
Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry.T est ~ 

Stanford Achievement Test, 9th edition 	 SEA selected subtests to ~ 
be Included 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 	 Data Recognition Or. Gayle Potter~ 
Corporation 

Norm Referenced Testing Stanford 	 Harcourt Brace Educational Doris Callahan ;~ 
Achiev~ment Test, Measurement 
9th Ed. 

AZ Stanford Aclilevement Test, Ninth Edition ' ~ Stanford" 
Achievement Test, 
Ninth Edition. 

Harcourt Brace Educational 
Measurement 

Kelly Powell ' 

CA Assessments In career Education ~ Sacramento County Office 
of Education"West Ed 

Richard Diaz 

Golden State Exams ~ 0 

Physical Atness Test ~ D AlOessgrarnlCooper 
Institute 

Standardized Testing and Reporting 
Program (STAR) 

~ D Stanford 
Achievement Test 
Ninth Edition Form T 

Harcourt Educational 
Measurement 

1100 local contracts' 

co Reading and Writing 	 Use of multiple Item' CTB-McGrawlHiII~ D 
Sources 

CT ,Connecticut A~demic 'Performance Test 	 Harcourt Brace Educational Charlene Tucker ~ 
(CAPT) 	 Measurement 
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Question 3.1.13 Was this component produced by or developed with the assisstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
assessments are they, and what is the assessment name(s) and contractor? ' 

Builtfrom 

State Component 'Yes No Off-the-shelf 
Customized off-

the-shelf 
commercial 
item' banks 

Custom 
deyelope'd external Contractor 

SEA Contract 
ManaJ!:er ' 

CT - Conneclicut Mastery Test (CMT) ~ Degrees ofReading 
Power developed by 
TASA 

Harcourt Brace Educational 
Measurement 

William Congero 

DE Del3~reStudent Testing Program ~ Stanford' Harcourt Brace Dr.yvayne Barton 
Mathematics Achievement Test. 

9th Edition (SAT9) 
Problem Solving 

DelaWare Student Testing Program - ~ Stanford Harcourt Brace Dr. Wayne Barton 
Rea~ingNRT ,Achievement Test. 

9th Edi~on (SAT9) 

Delaware Student Testing Program -	 Harcourt Brace Dr. Wayne Barton~ 
Standards-Based Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program· ' 	 Harcourt Brace [)r. Wayne Barton~ 
Standants~sasedReading " , 

,Delaware Student Testing Program - ~' Harcourt Brace Dr. Wayne Barton 
Standards-Based Writing 

'DoDEA CTB TerraNova Muitiple Assessment, - CTB TerraNova~ 
Multiple ASsessment 

DoDEA Writing Assessment , 	 CTBlMcGraw-Hili~ 
in collaboration 
.with DoDEA 

FL FLHigh School CompetencyTest 	 Florida item bank only National 'Computer Thomas H; Asher 
, . 	 ~ 

, Systems, In'c. 

FL Writing Assessment Program 0 ~ 

GA Georgia High School Graduation'Tests 
(GHSGT) 

~ Measurement. Inc. Joan M. B~rman 

Georgia K1!ldergarten Assessment 
Program (GKAp) 

~ lOX Corporation Cyndy Step~ens 

:Iowa Tests of Basic Skills~ Complete Iowa tests of Basic 	 ~Iverslde Publishing" ,Deborah Beckman~ 
Battery 	 Skills. Riverside 

PUblishing 

Writing Assessments (G,[Oldes), 5, 8, II) % ... 	 Test Scoring and Reporting Deborah Beckman~ 	 . .: 
Services 
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Question).I.1 :3 . Was this component produced by or developed with the assisstance of external contr.actorst If yes. what kind of 
-,.;. ~~~ssments a,re they. an~ ~hat}st~e assessment name(s) -and contractort 

Built from 
Customized off- commercial Custom SEA Contract . , ". /

State Component, Yes No Off-the-shelf the-shelf Item banks developed External Contractor. Man~er', 

HI Credit by examination Varied, depending on test Selvin Chin.Chance~ 
content 

Hawaii State Test of Essential ~ 
Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. ,~ 0 Stanford 
Achievement Test . 

Ha'rcourt Brace .Selvln Chin·Chance 

8th Ed. . 

IA Standardized Testing ITBSB. ITED ~ 

ID Math Assessment 

Norm Referenced Test ITBS arid TAP fOrm K Riverside Publishers Sal/y Tiel 

Writing Assess,:"ent 

IL , Illinois Goal A$se~smentProgram ~ D III1nolsg031 
Assessment 
Program (IGAP) . 

Metrltech, Inc. 

IN Statewide Assessment ~ 0 CTB McGraw-Hili 

KS Kansas Assessment Proiram Kansas University • Cheryl Mercer~ 
Center for 
Educational Testing 
.and Evaluation 

KY Alternate Portfolio .~ Kentucky University of Kentucky C. Scott Trimble 
Department of Institute for Human 
Education and Development 
University of 
Kentucky Institute 
for HUm;!n . 
Development 

KIRIS On·Demand , KIRIS·· WestEd WestEd and Data C. Scott Trimble~ 
and Data -Recognition COrporation 
Recognition 
Corporation 
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Was this component produced by or developed with the asslsstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind ofQuestion 3.1.13 
ass'essments are they, and what Is the assessment name(s) and contractor? ' 

Built froin 

State. Component uY~s No Off-the-shelf 
Customized off-

the-shelf un 
commercial 
item banks 

Custom 
developed External Contractor 

SEA Contract 
Mana!!er 

KY National Norm Reference Test ~ 0 CTBS/5 Survey - . 
Reading Language Arts 
and Mathematics Only 

CTBlMcGraw Hill C. Scott Trimble 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 	 WestEd. Data Data Recognition C. Scott TrimbleI!lJ 0 
Recognition Corporation . 

. Corporation 

LA Graduation E,xit Examination ~. 	 Developed by lOX; 
Administered by 
NCS. 

LEAP Grades 3. 5, and 7 Criterion	 Developed by lOX;~ 0 
Referenced Tests 	 Administered by 

National,Computer 
Systems 

Norm~referencedTesting Program The Iowa Tests 	 Riverside Publishing~ 0 

HA MassachtJsetts Comprehensive 	 Advanced Systems in Lynn ~k~ 0 
Assessment 	 Measurement and 


Evaluation. Inc 


Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test Iowa Test of Basic 	 Riverside Publishing Co. Elisabeth Landt~ 0 
Skills 

HD High School Assessments 	 High School Janet Bagsby~ 
Assessments. 
English I. 
Government, 
Algebra. Geometry. 
and Biology 

Maryland Functl9nal Tests 

Maryland School Performance CTB/McGraw Hill Angeline Nanni 
Assessment Program Measurement, Inc.• MI 

(scoring) 

HE Maine State Tests 	 Advanced Systems in~ 0 
Measurement Inc 

HI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and Mathematics ~ 
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--

Question 3.1.13 Was this component produced by or developed with the assls~tance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
assessments are they, and what Is the assessment name(s) and contractorl 

State Component , Yes No Off-the-shelf 
Customized off-

the-shelf 

Built from 
. commercial 

Item banks 
Custom 

developed ExternalC::()r1tra~or 
SEA Contract 
Mana~er 

HI Grade 5 and 8 Sdence and Writing ~ 
- 

MEAP High School Test ~ 

HN Minnesota Comprehensive ~,ssessments .~ National Computer Systems 

HO MAP ,~ Abbreviated CTB 	 CT8 McGraw-Hili Orlo Shroyer0 
McGraw-Hili TERRA 
NOVA 

HS Functional Uteracy.Examination 	 National Computer~ 
Systems 

Norm-Referenced Testing 	 ITBS&TAP Survey~ 
Batteries and 
Riverside 
Performance 
Assessments 
(Riverside Publishing) 

SubjectArea Testing 	 Harcourt Brace~ 0 
Corp: 

HT Student Assessment Requirement 	 Stanfor~, ITBS,~ 0 
CTBS - for grades 4. 
8.and II 

Ne NC Annual Testing Program 0 

Ne Testing Program - Competency .~0 
Testing 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 0 ~ 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 	 Riverside Corporation Tammy0 
HowardIMildred 
Bazemore 

ND TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills, TerraNova: Multiple!iiJ 0 
2nd ed. 	 Assessment & 

Complete Battery 
Plus 
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, ",".. 

Question 3.1.13 Was this component produced by or developed with the asslsstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
__assessments are they, and what Is the assessment name(s) and contractor? 

State 
l 

Component Yes NOOff~the-shelf 
Customized off-

the-shelf 

Built from 
commercial 
itt:!111 ban~ 

Custom 
dt:!vt:!lo~d External Contractor 

SEA Contract 
Man~er 

NE No Statewide Assessment 0 

NH NH Educational Improvement and 
Assessment Program 

~ 0 Advanced Systems In 
Measurement & Evaluation. 
Inc. 

William B. Ewert 

NJ Grade II High School Proficiency Test 	 National Computer Betty Hyde (NCS):~ 0 
Systems; Iowa City. Iowa 	 Veronica Orsi 

(NJDOE) 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ National Computer Barbara Woods 
Systems; Iowa City, Iowa (NCS); \yendy 

RobertS (NJDOE) 

NM NM Achievement Assessment CTSS S'lerra Nova 	 Custom CRT CTB/McGraw-HiI! Theresa Watson ~ U 
Survey Plus 	 su.ppleme~t 

NM High School Competency Exam ~'D CRT with MC and CTB/McGraw-HiII Jim Travelstead 
PAltems 

NM Writing Assessment Program 	 New Mexico Measurement, Inc. Jim Travelstead 
Writing 
Assessment 
Program 

By teachers within 
state using NWREL 
model 

Multiple contracts for Thomas Klein 
variety of item writers from 
schools and districts 

Reading - DRP from TASA 



Question 3.1.13 Was this component produced'byor developed with the assisstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
assessments are they, ~nd what Is the assessment name(s) and contractor? 

State 
NY 

Component 
Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 

Yes 

o 
No, 

~ 

Off-the-shelf 
Customized off-

the-shelf 

Built.from 
commercial 
item banks 

Custom 
developed E)(t.ernaJ Contractor 

SEA Contract 
ManCIRer 

Pupil Evaluation Program ~PEP) DRPbyTASA 

Regents Competency Tests DRPby TASA' 

0 ~ 

Regents Examination Program 

.'Second languaie Proficiency Exams 

OH4\11-Grade f>r9~clencrJ~esting ~ 0 Riverside Publishing Paula Mahaley 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing Riverside' Publishing 'Paula Mahaley~ 0 

, 9th-Gr:ade Proficiency Testing Aq Tom Bulgrin~ 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing American College Testing Tom Bulgrln0 
(ACT) 

OK .Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm Iowa Tests of Basic Riverside Publishing Katie Dunlap~ 
Referenced Component' ' Skills Company 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Oklahoma Core Harcourt Brace Educational Katie Dunlap~ 0 
Curriculum Tests Measurement 

OR' Reading. Writing. and Mathematics Steve Slater~ 0 
Assessment 

PA Reading, Writing, Mathematics, Data Recognition Corp. , ~ 

PR Prueba Puertorrlquena de Competencias Corporaclon Psicometrica Dr. Isidra Albino~ 
Escolares de Puerto Rico 

RI English l,ang. ArtS." Math Performance 
Assessment 

'~ New Standards 
Reference Exams with 
customized student 
demographic sheets 

Harcourt Brace Education 
Measurements 

Ellen Hedlund, Ph.D. 
' 

Health Education Performance Harcourt-Brace Education Cynthia Corbridge~ 
.;.'. ·'i. '.Assessment' Measurements 
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Question 3.1.13 Was this component produced by or developed with the assisstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
assessments are they, and what is the as~ssment name(s) and contractor? ' 

Built from 

State 
"" 

Ccimponent ' "._'_'_ Ye~~o ,Qff-the-shelf
Customized off

_the-shelf 
commercial 
item banks '_, _developed 

Custom 
E;(iernal CQniractor 

SEA Contract 
Mana)!er 

RI MAT 7. Nonn-Referenced ~ 0 Metropolitan 
Achievement Tests. 
Edition 7 

' 
Harcourt Brace Education 
Measurement 

James P. Karon. Ph.D. 

Writing PerfOrmance'Assessment '~0 

sc Basic Skills Ass~ssment Program , Instructional Objectives~ 0 
EXchange 

Nonn-Referenced Testing ,~ 

so Stanford Achievemeiit Test. NI~,th Edition' ~ Stanford Harcourt Brace Educational Gary Skoilund 
Achievement Test, Measu'rement . , 

, Ninth Edition 

TN Achievement Tes,t - NRT' : ' ~ 0- "TerraNova CTB • McGraw-Hili 
Complete battery 
plus, 

Competency Test ,0 '~ 

High School End of Coorse ',~ CTB McGraw-Hili 

TCAP Writing Assessment 

TX Texas Assessment of Aca'demlc Skills TAAS. end-of National Computer,
(TAAS) and Texas' end~of-course tests course Systems. Harcourt Brace 

" Educational Measurement, , 
, Measurement Incorporated 

UT C~re Assessmen~ CRT Program 'Dr. Barbara~ 
,Lawrence. 
Coordinator. Eval. & 
Assessment 

Core'Curriculum Testing (Perf. ~', 

Assessment) , 

Nonn-Referenced Testing ,~ 
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.Question 3.1.13 'Was this component produced by or developed with the asslsstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of " assessments are they, and what Is the assessment name(s) and contractor? 
Built from 

Customized off- commercial Custom SEA Contract 
State CompC)f1 ent Yf!S N() Off-the-shelf . the-shelf item banks developed External Contractor Mana2er 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment 	 Criterion Harcourt Brace Educational Cameron Harris~ Program , referenced; Measurement 
Harcourt Brace 

.Educational Meas 

Virginia Uteracy Testing Progra!ll' 	 Degrees of Reading TASA.lnc. Shelley Loving-Ryder~ 
Power Test, T ASA. Inc. 

Virginia State Assessment Program 	 Stanford 9. Form TA•. Harcourt Brace Educational Cameron Harris~'D 
Abbreviated 	 Measurement 

VI Terra' Nova Assessments Series ~ D' Norm-referenced~ 	 CTB McGraw-Hili . DOE 

VT .Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and ~ New Standards Vermont Science CTB/McGraw Hill Nicole Saginor 
VT Assmt) .. Reference Exams Assessment (Vermont histltute for 

SCience, Math. and 
Technology) 

Vermont Develo~mental Reading 	 Commercial Press: .Sue..Biggam~ 0 
Assessment 	 Developmen\A!1 Reading 

Assessment 

WA Norm Re(erenced Testing ~ 0 

Second Grade Reading o n Pa~sages from oral Reilding and assessment Nancy ScOtt 
reading assessments consultants assisted In .the . 

selection of the passages. 
Regional university 
research center assisted 
with collection of field test 
data. 

Washington'Assessment of Student· 	 Washington Riverside Gordon Ensign~ 0 
Learning 	 Assessment of 

Student Learning 
-' 

WI Reading Comprehension 	 MetnTech. Inc. and Vicki Fredrick~ 
WisconSin 
educators 

Wisconsin. Student Assessment System 	 (TerraNova) CTB McGraw- Rajah Farah~ 
(WSAS) 	 Hili. Monterey, CA.. . 
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Question 3.1.13· 	 Was this component produced by or developed with the asslsstance of external contractors? If yes, what kind of 
assessments are they, and what is the assessment name(s) and contractor? ' 

Built from 
Customized off-' commercial Custom SEA Contract 

State Component Yes No Off-the-shelf ,the-shelf item banks deyg/o~ed External Contractor ManClfer 

ACT Explore ~ n ACT Explore 	 American College Testing 

Co. 


ACT Work Keys ACT Work Keys 	 ,,'American College Testing~ 

Norm:referenced Testing 	 Stanford~ 0 
Achievement Test' 

Writing Assessment 0 ~ 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment ~ Carl Perkins II Region V BOCES Center Terri Wigert 
Assessment, Region for School Improvement 
V BOCES Center 
'for School 
Improvement 

Totals by ,State SO, II 27 II 38 

Tot;lIs by Component 100 17 33 14 S9 
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Question 3.1 .14 Was this component scored with the assistance of external contractors? , 

State Comeonent Yes, No External Contractor 

AK AK Writing Assessment 0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 0 0 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing ~ 0 

Alabama High School Basic Skills, Exit 0~ 

Exam' 


End-of-Course Geometry Test 
 ~ 0 

Stanford Achievement Test, 9th ~ 0 Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement 
, edition, 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 0 Data Recognition Corporation~ 

'~Norm Referenced Testing 0 Harcourt Brace 

AZ Stanford Achievement Test; Ninth ~ 0 Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement 
Edition 

CA Assessments in Career Education 0 Sacramento County Office of Education, Education~ 
Data Systems, 

~'Golden State Exams o ' Sacramento County Office of Education and 
Education Data Systems 

Physical ,Fitness, Test ~ 0 Educational Data Systems 


Standardized Testing and Reporting ~ D Harcourt 

Program (STAR) 


CO Reading and Writing ~ 0 <;:TB-McGraw/Hill 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance ~ 0 Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement 
Test (CAPT) 

~'Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) 0 	 Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement, , 
Measurement Incorporated 

~,DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program - 0 Harcourt Brace 
Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ 0 Harcourt Brace 

Reading NRT 


~, 0Delaware Student Testing Program -' 	 Harcourt Brace 
Standards-Based Mathematics' , 


Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ 0 Harcourt Brace 

Standards-Based Reading 


Delaware Student Testing Program - ~ 0 Harcourt Brace 
Standards-Based Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple Assessment ~ 0 CTBlMcGraw-Hili . 

DoDEA Writing Assessment 0 0 
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Question 3.1.14 Was this component scored with the assistance of external contractors? 
!

State 	 C:omponent Yes No EXternalC:ontractor 

.~FL 	 FL High School Competency Test· 0 National Computer Systems. Inc. 

FLWriting Assessment PrOgram ~ 0 National Computer Systems and hired readers 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation ~I 0 Test Scoring and Reporting Service 

Tests (GHSGT) 


Georgia Kindergarten Assessment' ~ 0 Test Scoring and Reporting Services 

Program (GKAP) 

IoWa Tests of Basic Skills. Complete ~ 0 Riverside Publishing 
Battery 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3, S, 8, ~ 0 Test Scoring and Reporting Services 
II) 


HI Credit by Examination 
 ~ 

0 ,~Hawaii State Test of Essential 

Competencies 


~,Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. Harcourt Brace 


IA Standardized Testing ITBS & ITED 0 0 


ID Math Assessment 
 ~ 

~Norm Referenced T c;!St 	 0 Riverside Publishers 

~Writing :Assessment 

IL Illinois Goal Assessment Program ~ National Computer Systems and Measurement, Inc. 


IN Statewide Assessment 0 0' 


KS Kansas Assessment Program ~ Kansas University - Center for Educational Testing 

and Evaluation 

',.: 

KY Alternate Portfolio ~ University of Kentucky Institute for Human 
Development 

KIRIS On-Demand ' Data Recognition Corporation~ 

~National Norm Reference Test 0 erB/McGraw Hill 

Writing Portfolio Assessment ~ .(r 

LA Graduation Exit Examination ~ 0 NCS 

~LEAP Grades 3, S. and 7 Criterion-. National Computer Systems 
Referenced Tests 

Norm-referenced Testing Program R.iverside Publishing~ 

MA Massachusetts Comprehensive ~ 0 Advanced Systems in Measurement and Evaluation, 
Assessment Inc. 

~' 0Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test Riverside Publishing Co. 


MID High School Assessments Measurement Incorporated 
~ 

/ 
PART III PAGE 175 



Question 3.1.14 ' Was this component ,scored with the assistance of extemaJ contractors? 

State Comeonent Yes' No External Contractor 

HD Maryland Functional Tests ~ 0 Measurement Incorporated (for Writing Test only) 

Maryland School Performance ~ 0 Measurement, Inc; 
Assessment Program 

HE Maine State Tests . 0 0 

~ O.HI 	 Grade 4 and 7 Reading and NCS' 
Mathematics 

Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing . ~ 0 NCS 

MEAP High SchoOi"Test ~ 0 NCS. Measurement Inc. 
'I 

HN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive ~ 0 N~tional Computer Systems 
Assessments 

~: 0HO MAP CTB McGraw-Hili 

HS' Functional Literacy Examination ~ D . National Computer Systems 

Norm-ReferencedT esting ~ 0 ., Riverside Publishing 

~ -0SUbject Area Testing Measurement, Inc. 

HT Student Assessment Requirement ~ 0 Publishers. 

NC NC Annual Testing Program 0 0 

NC Testing Program - Competency 0 ~ 
Testing 

NC Tests of Computer Skills ~, 0 NatiOnal Computer Systems (NCS) 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program ~ 0 Riverside Corporation 

NO TerraNova and Test of Cognitive ~ D CTB McGraw-Hili 
Skills. 2nd ed. 

D 0NE 	 No Statew.ide Assessment 

.~NH NH Educational Improvement and 0 Advanced Systems in Measurement&: Evaluation; Inc. 
. Assessment Program 

.~NJ Grade II High School Proficiency 0 Measurement, Inc.• Durham. NC 
Test , 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 0 Measurement, Inc.• Durham. NC 
~'" DNH 	 NM Achievement Assessment CTBlMcGraw-HiII 

.. 
NM High School Competency Exam ~ 0 CTBlMcGraw-HiII 


NM Writing Assessment Program ~ 0 
.' 

Measurement, Inc. 

.. 

::::], ' 

, 
~R~ding Assessment for Grades I v 


and 2 


NV 	 Direct Writing Assessment at Grade ~ D Groups of teachers from within state 
8 	 ". 
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Question, 3.1.14 Was this component scored with the assi~ce of,exter:nal con~torsl 

State Comeonent Yes No External Contractor 

NV 	 High School Proficiency Examination li!l 

~Norm-Referenced Testing at Grades CTBlMcGraw-HiII 
4.8. and 	1,0 

NY 	 Occupational Education Proficiency ~' 

Examinations ' 

~Pr~liminar'y Competency Tests (PeT) 


Program Evctluation Tests (Pel) 
 ~ 

Pupil Evaluation Program '(PEP) , ~,. 


'0 ' 
 ~Regents Competency TestS 


Regents Examination Program 0 ~ 


Second Language ProfiCiency Exains ~" 


OH 	 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing National Computer. SystemS' subcontract to~ 

Measurement, Inc. 

6th~Grade ProficienCY,Testing. National Computer Systems' ,subcontract to~ 
Measurement, Inc. 

9th-Grade ,Profl,Cil!ncy Testing ~ National Computer Systems' subcontract to 
Measurement, Inc. 

, 12th~Grade .Pr9fjciency Testing Iil National Computer Systems subcontract with 
Measurement Incorporated 

OK 	 Iowa Tests of ~ic Skills - Norm- ,~ Riverside Publishing Company 
Referenced Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement~ 

OR 	 Reading. Writing. and Mathematics D ~ 
ASsessment 

~'PA, Reading. Writing. Mathematics Data Recognition Corporation 

PR Prueba Puertorriquena de Corporation ~icometljca~ 
Competencias Escoiares 

~,RI 	 English Lang. Arts & Math Hafcourt Brace Education Measurements 
Performance Assessment ", 

, , 

Health Education .Performance ~ H<ircourt-Brace Education Measurements· :'."; .. 

Assessment 

_ MAT 7. Norm-Referenced ~, 'Harcourt Brace Education Measurement 

Writing Performance Assessme~t ~: D Harcourt Brace Education Me,asurements : ..•. 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Prograin ~ D 
~,Norm-Referenced Testing 
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Question 3J .14 Was this component scored with the assistance of external contractors? ' 

'State Com~nent ' Yes No ' External Contractor .. 

SO Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth ~ 0 
Edition 

TN Achievement Test - NRT 
~' 0 CTB - McGraw-Hili 

Comp~ency Test ,0 '~ 

High School End of Course ~ 0 

TCAP Writing Assessment ~ 0 Harcourt-Brace-The Psychological CorpOration 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic Skills ~ 0 ' National Comput~r Systems 
(TAAS}and Texas end-of-course 
tests 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program 0 0 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. ' 0 Iill 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) Iill 0 Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement 
Assessment Program 

Virginia literacy Testing Program Iill, 0 Data Recognition Corporation 
, 

Virginia State Assessment Program ,', Iill 0 , Harcourt Brace Educational Measurement 

VI Terra Nova Assessments Series Iill 0 CTB McGraw:'HiII 

VT Standard's Referenced EXams (NSRE Iill 0 'NSRE-Harcourt Educational Measurement. VTSCI-
and VT Assmt) CTB/McGraw~HiII 

Vernioi'lt Developmental Reading ~ 0, "UNISCORE; Incorpo~ted 
Assessment 

WA Norm Referenced Testing ~ 0 CTB McGraw-Hili 

Second Grade Reading 0 ~ 

Washington Assessment of Student Iill 0 NCS 
Learning 

WI Reading Compreh~nsion ~ 0 MetnTech. Inc. 

WISconsin Student Assessment ~" 0 CTB McGraw-Hili 
System (WSAS) 

WV ACT Explore , ~ 0 ~erican College Testing 

ACT Work KeyS ~ 0 , American College Testing 

Nor~-::referenced Testing , ~ 0 " tlar,court Brace· Grades I and 2 only, ' ';" 

Writing Assessment 0 ~ 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment ~ 
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Question 3.1.15 	 In what way were teachers I.nvolved in the development and/or scoring 
of this component? Check all that apply. 

Teachers 
developed ~dited piloted helped to scored' 

State. 	 Component items items items illlg; ~Dli i~ems 

AK AK Writing Assessment 0 0 0 '0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 0 0 0 0 

AL AL Direct Assessment of Writing 0 ~ ~ 0 

~ 	 ~Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit ~ 	 0 
Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 0 ~ ~ 0 

Stanford Achievement Test. 9th edition 0 0 0 

AR 	 Criterion Referenced Testing ~ ~ 0 0 

Norm Referenced Testing 0 0 0 

AZ ' Stanford Achievement Tes; Ninth .0 0 	 0 
Edition 

CA Assessments in Career Education ,~ ~ IilJ IilJ ~ 

~ IilJ 0 ~Golden State Exams 

Physical Fitness Test 0 0 0 0 

0 0Standardized Testing and Reporting 

Program (STAR) 


0 ~ 0 IilJ 0CO Reading and Writing 
, 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance 0 ~ 0 IilJ 0 
Test (CAPT) 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) 0 0 	 0~ 	 ~ 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program - 0 0 0 
Mathematics 

0 0 	 .0,Delaware Student Testing, Program 
Reading NRT 


~ ~ 	 IilJ 0Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Mathematics '}:. 


IilJ ~' 	 ~, ~.Delaware Student Testing Program 
Standards-Based Reading 


IilJ IilJ 	 1ilJ' 1ilJ.Delaware Student Testing Program - " 

Standards-Based Writing 
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Question 3.1.15 In what way were teachers involved in the development and/or scoring 
of this component? Check all that. apply. . 

Teachers 
. developed edited piloted 	 helped to scored

State 	 Component items' 	 item~ items .'. select items items 

OoOEA CTB T erraNoya Multiple Ass~sment 0 0 0 0 0 

DoDEA Writing Assessment ~ 0 0 .0 ~ 

0 	 0 0 .0 .DFL FL High School CompetencY Test 

FL Writing Assessment Program ~ ~ 0 ~ D 

GA Georgia High School Graduation Tests 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 
(GHSGT) 

~. ~Georgia Kindergarten Assessment 	 ~ 0 
Program (GKAP) 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete 0 0 0 0 0 
Battery 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 5, 8, ~ 	 .~ ~ 
II) /., 

HI 	 Credit by Examination ~ ~ ~ 0 0 

Hawaii State Test of Essential ~ 0 0~ 	 ~ 
Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 0 0 0 0 0 

IA Standardize~ Testing ITBS Sc ITED 0 0 D 0 0 

~ ~Math Assessment 	 ~ ~ .~. 

0' 0Nonn Referenced Test 0 0 0 

Writing Assessment ~ 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ 

~ 0 ~ 0IL Illinois Goal Assessment Program 	 ~. 

0 0 0 J 0 O.IN Statewide Assessment 

KS Kansas AsseSsment Program ~ ~ ~ ~ .~.'. 

~ ~ 0 ~ ~.KY 	 Alternate Portfolio 

~KIRIS On-Demand 	 ~ ~ 0 .. 0 

0 0 0 0 DNational Nonn Reference Ten 

~ 0 ~ ~.Writing Portfolio Assessment .~ 

LA Graduation Exit Examination 0 ~ ~ ~ D 
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Question 3.1.15 	 In what way were teachers involved in the development and/or scoring 
of this component? Check all that apply. 

Teachers 
devel()ped edited piloted helped to scored

State' 	 Component item~' 	 it~mi . ~Iect it~ms items 

0 0NE No Statewide Assessment 

NH N H Edl,lcational Improvement and ~ 0 ~ 0 
Assessment Program 

NJ Grade II High School Proficiency Test ~ 0 ~ 0 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 0 ~ 

~ ~ 0 ~NM 	 NM Achievement Assessment 

NM High School Competency ExaJtl ~ ~ 0 ~ 

NM Writing Assessment Program, 0 0 ,~ 

:J DReading As~essn:'ent for Grades I and 

2 


NV 	 Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 ~ ~ ~ ~ .~ 

.~ ~ 	 ~High School Proficiency Examination 	 ~' 

Norm-ReferencedTesting at Grades 0 0 	 0 
4,8, and 	10 

NY 	 Occupational Education Proficiency ~ 	 ~ 
Examinations 

~ ~ ~ ~Preliminary Competeno/ Tests (PeT) .~ 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~Prograryt Evaluation Tests (PET) 

~ .~ ~ ~Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) ~. 

~ ~ ~ ~ .~Regents, Competency Tests 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~Regen~,Examination Program 

~ 	 ~Second Language Proficiency Exams ~ 	 ~ .~ 
r' 

~ 	 ~OH 	 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing '0 0 

6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 ~ ~ 0.' 

9th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 ~ .~ 0 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 ~ ~ 

0 0 	 0 0OK 	 Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm:
Referenced Component 
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Question 3~,1.15 	 In what way were teache~ involved in the develop~ent and/or scoring 
of this componel1t? Check all that apply~ , , 

Teachers 'l 

developed, edited piloted ,helped ~o scored
State 	 Component items' llems items select items items 

Ii!l Ii!l' 0 Ii!l 0OK 	 Oklahoma Core Curriculum TestS 

Ii!l, ,,: ' Ii!lOR 	 Reading. Writing. and Mathematics Ii!l ~ Ii!l 
Assessment 

,.,' 	

'Ii!l Ii!lPA Reading. Writing.'Mat~ematics ' ' , :, 'Ii!l Ii!l 0 

Ii!l', 0' Ii!l 0IPR 	 Prueba Puertorriquena de 0 
Competencias Escolares 

.0 0 0 0 0RI 	 English Lang: Arts & Math' , 
Performance Assessment 

Health EduCation Performance Ii!l Ii!l 0" 0 
, Assessment 

' , 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 0 0 Q 0 0, 

"i'riting PE7rformance As~essment ' Ii!l Ii!l 0 Ii!l Ii!l 
" 

D 0 0 0 DSC 	 Bas,ic Skills Assessment Pr~gra:m 

" 0 0 0 0 	 [j
Nor~-Referenced Testing 

0 0 0 0 0SO 	 Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 
Edition 

0 0 0 "0 0TN 	 Achievemen~ Test - NRT 

Competency Test 0 0 tJ 0 0 

High School End of Course Ii!l Ii!l Ii!l Ii!l 0 
i~·· l 

Ii!l Ii!l Ii!l' Ii!l Ii!l" TCAP Writing Assessment 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic Skills 0 Ii!l 0 Ii!l 0 
(TAAS) and Texas end-of-course tests 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program Ii!l 0 Ii!l Ii!l .0 
" ' 

Core Curriculum TeSting (Perf. ' 0 0 Ii!l D' 'Ii!l 
, Assessment) 

0 	 0Norm-Referenced Testing '0 	 Ii!l 0, 

Ii!l,VA Standards of Learning (SOL) 0 Ii!l Ii!l n.,." 
Assessment Program 

Virginia Literacy Testing PrOgram 0 0 Ii!l 0 0 

, Virginia State AsseSsment' Program 0 .'0 0" , 0' 0 
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Question 3.1.15, In w~at way we"7 teachers involved in the development and/or scoring 
' .. ' of this component? Check all that apply. 	 . , '. . 

) 

Teachers 
de."eloped edited piloted helped to scored

State 	 Component items items items select items items 

VI 	 Terra. Nova Assessments Series 0 0 0 0 0 

VT 	 Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE ~ ~ ~, 0 0, 
and VTAssmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading 0 , '.', 0 ~ 0" ~. 
II,· 

Assessment 

WA Norm Referenced Testing' 0 0 0 0 0 

Second Grade Reading 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 

~ ~ ~. ~ ,0. ..JWashington Assessment of Student 

Learning 


~.WI ' 	 Reading Comprehension ~ ~ ~ 0 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~Wisconsin Student Assessment 
System (WSAS) 

WV ACT Explore 0 0 0 0 0 
.. 

ACT Work Keys D 0 D 0 0 

Norm-referenced 'Testing 0 .0. 0 0 ,. 0 

~ ;' .'~Writing ~sessmentl .D 0 ~ 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment .. 0 0 0 0 ..~ 
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Question 3.2.1 	 Were assessment results from this component' used for Instructional purposes? If Yes. check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied. 

Indiv. student Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student Instructional instruction for planning at the Program of students Professional 

State' Component Yes No diagnosis placement planning groups of students school/district evaluation at risk development Other (Please sped!y:) 

oAK AK Writlng Assessment 	 ~ o~ ~ ~ ~ 

~.Norm-Referenced Testlng ~ ~ 

AL AL Direct Assessn:'!ent of Writing ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Alabama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam ~ ~ ~	Graduation with an 
Alabama high school 
diploma 

~, ~ o o ~oEnd-of-Course Geometry Test ~ 

o ~ ~ 	 ~ ~ ~Stanford Achievement Test. 9th edition ~ 

Aft Criterion Referenced Testing 

Norm Referenced Testing 

AZ . Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Edition 

CA Assessments In Career Education 

Golden State Exams 

Physical Fitness Test 

Standardized Testing and Reportlng 
Program (STAR) 

co Reading and Writing 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance Test 
(CAPT) 

~ 0 ~ 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
~ 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
Iii'] 	 Iii']~ ~ 

oo 	 o 
o 

~ ~ Local decision 

,~ 0 o o o ~Local uses 

~ .~ ~ ~ o 
~ o ~ Iii'] ~ o 	 o 

o 

o 
~ 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
DE Delaware Student Testing Program - D·,· ~ 0' o o 

Mathematlcs 

Delaware Student Testlng Program D o D 
ReadingNRT 

Delaware Student Testing Program- ~'D ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ 
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Question3~2.1 Were assessment results from this component used for Instructional purposes? If Yes, check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied. . . . 

Indlv. student .Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student. Instructional instruction for planning at the Program . of students . Professional 

State Component Yes No diagnosis placement planning groups of students school/district evaluation at risk development Other (Please specify:) 

Standards-Based Mathematics 

.'1.Delaware Student Testing Program ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ 

Standards-Based Reading 


~ ~ 	 ~~Delaware Student Testing Program ~ 
Standards-Based Writing 

DoDEA CT8 TerraNova Multiple Assessment 

0 

0 

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~	School Improvement 
Process 

DoDEA Writing Assessment ~ 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
~.FL FL High School Competency Test ~ ~ ~ o ~ o ~ Individual.student 

.certification. Results may 
be used in school-and 
district-level evaluations 

~.FL Writing AsseSsment Program ~ 0 o ~ ~ ~. ~ ~Results may be used I~ 
school and district level 
evaluations 

GA Georgia HighSchool Graduation Tests ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ·.. 0 ~ o 
(GHSGT) . 

Georgia .Kindergarten Assessment ~ 0 o ~ o o 
Program (GKAp) 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o o o 

Battery .. :. 


.~'Wrltlng Assessments (Grades 3. 5.8. II) ~ 0 ~ o I'll ~ 

HI Credit by examination ~ o o ~ ~ o 
Hawaii State Test of Essential ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 	 ~ o 
Competen~les 

~., 0Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. ~ ~ 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
IA Standardized Testing ITBS & ITED ~ 	 o o o ~AII of the above are local 

decisions 
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Question 3.2.1 Were assessment results from this component used for Instructional purposes? If Yes. check each purpose. and briefly describe who uses 
the results. and how they were applied. 

Indiv. student Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student Instructional. Instruction for planning at the Program of students Professional 

State Comeonent . Yes No diagnosis placement planning . groups of students school/district evaluation at risk development Other ~Plea$e $e!d~) 

10 Math Assessment ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Norm Referenced Test ~ ~ ~ 

Writing Assessment ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ 

IL Illinois Goal Assessment Program ~ 0 

IN Statewide Assessment ~ 

KS Kansas Assessment Progran:' . ~ 

KY Alternate Portfolio ~ ~ 

KIRIS On-Demand ~ ~ 0 

National Norm Reference Test D· 
~.Writing Portfolio Assessment. ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ 0 

LA Graduation Exit Examination ~ 0 ~ 

~.LEAP Grades 3. 5. and 7 Criterion- 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 
Referenced Tests 

Norm-referenced .Testing Program ~ 0 ~ 

HA Massachusetts Comprehensive Assessment ~ 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test ~ 

HO High School Assessments 0 

Maryland Functional Tests ~ 

~ 0 0 0 0 

~ 

D ~Results are used by schools 
. for decisions about 

remediation. 

~.Maryland School Performance Assessment 0 0 ~ .~ ~ 0 ~ -Program 

0HE Maine State Tests ~ 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 

HI Grade" and 7 Reading and Mathematics ~' 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 
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Question 3.2.1 Were assessment results·from this component used for instructional purposest .fYes, check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied •. 

Indlv. student Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student instructional instruction for planning at the Program of students Professional 

State Comeonent Yes No diagnosis placement planning groups of students school/district evaluation at risk development Other ,Please sl::cI!l:~ 

HI Grade 5 and 8 Science and Writing ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ .' 0 ~ ~The use of assessment 
results for instructional 
purposes is determined by 
the local school districtS. 
MOE Staff use results to 
help with professional 
.development materials and 
workshops to assist 
educators with Instruction. 

MEAP High School Test ~. D ~ ~ D,. 0 ~ ~The use of the assessment 
results for instructional 

.. purposes Is determined by 
the local school districts. 
MOE staff use results to 

.help with professional 
development materials and 
workshops to assist 
educators with Instruction. 

~.MN Minnesota Comprehensive AssessmentS .. ~ 0 0 0 ~ 

HO MAP ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ 

.~ 


Norm-Referenced Testing ~ ~ ~ ~ 


Subject Area Testing ~ ~ ~ ~ 


HS functional Literacy Examination 0 0 ·0· 0 0 

HT Student Assessment Requirement ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 . ~Local decisions for use 

NC NC Annual Testing Program ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 

NC Testing Program • Competency' 0 ~ ~ ~ 
Testing 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 

ND TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills. 
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Question 3.2.1 Were assessment results from this component used forin~tructlonal purposes? IfYes. check each purpose. and briefly describe who uses 
the results. and how they were applied. 

Indiv. student Improvement of Curriculum, Identification 
Student Student Instructional instruction for planning at the Program of students· Professional 

State Component 'Yes No diagnosis placement planning groups (»f students school/district evaluation at risk development Other (Please specify:) 

2nded. 	 results to Identify for 
themselves strengths and 
weakrlesses. In addition 
many schools ask the ' 

. students to Interpretthe 
results to the parents. 

o 	 oo oNE 	 No Statewh:!e Assessment o 
o ~ ~ ,~ o ~ oNH 	 NH Educational Improvement and, ~ 

Assessment Program 

~ 0 ~ ~ ~' '~ '~. ~NJ 	 Grade II High School P~ficlency TeSt 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ [ill [ill , '!i'l 

NM NM Achievement Assessment [ill 

NM High School CompetenCy Exam O· 

NM Writing Assessment Program 	 o '0' 0 0 

Reading ~sessme~t for Grades I and 2 ~o !i'l [ill ~ ~ Local option 

NY Di':~t Writing Assessment at Grade 8 [ill 0 [ill ~ ~ ~ o ~ o 
~ [ill 	 [ill, 0 [ill ~High School Proficiency Examination 

Norm-Referenced testing at Grades 4.8, ~O .~,' 0 ~ ,"0 ~ 
and 10 

~,NY 	 Occupational Education Proficiency o o 
examinations 

Preilmlnary Competency Tests (PeT) ~, o o ~', ~ ~ 

Program E~aruationTests (PET) . ~ 0 o o ~ ~ ~ 

Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) ~ 0 0 D ~ o o ~ ~ o 
Regents Competency Tests o ~ 0 o o o 

~'Regents examination Program o ~ ~ ~ o. o 
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Question 3.2.1 I Were assessment results from thiscompo~ent used for Instructional purposes? If Yes, check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied. 

Indlv. student Improvement !Jf Curriculum Identification 
- Student Student Instructional Instruction for·· planning at the Pr?gram of students Professional 

State .Component Yes No diagnosis placement planning groups of studen·ts school/district e~aluation at risk development Other (Please specify:) 

···0Second Language ProfiCiency Exams o ~ o o o D o o o o 
OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~. 0 D .0 o ~ ~ ~... ~ ~ o 

.~6th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ 0 0 o ·0 ~ ~ o. o o 
~- ~ -09th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ 0 0 o o ~ o o 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing· ~ 0 0 o o ~ Ii'! O. 0 ~ -0 

OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm~ ~. 0 ~ ~ ~ Ii'! ~. ~ Ii'! ~ o 
!,-eference.d Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests ~ 0 ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ o -~ D 
.~OR . Reading. Writing. and Mathematics - ~. 0 o o o Ii'! ~ o Ii'! D 

Assessment . ' 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics ~. 0 o o o o ~ o o o o 
PR Prueba Puei"tori"iquena de Competencias ~ 0 Ii'! o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 

Escolares . 

RI English Lang. Arts & Math Perlormance ~ 0 o [j [j~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ o 
Assessment 

H.ealth Education Perlormance Assessment 
. I 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 

D ~ . 0 0 D -~ Ii'! . 0 . 0 Ii'! 0 
~'=-~=-____~__=-________________~~______________________________________~ 
~ ~ ~. ~ 0 -0 . ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 

Writing Perlorm~nce Assessment ~ 0 0 0 [J ~ ~. 0 ~ ~. 0 . 

SC' Basic Skills Assessment Program ~ 0 ~ D - 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~. 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 . 0 0 

SO Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth Edition ~ 0 ~ . 0 ~ ~ ~ - ~ 0 .0 0 

TN Achleve.:nent Test - NRT D- . D ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~School improvement 
planning process . 

Competency Test ~,o ~ o ~ ~. o o ~ o o 
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VI 

Question 3.2.1 Were assessment results from this component used for Instructional purposes? If Yes, check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied. 

Indiv. student Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student Instructional Instruction for planning at the . Program of students Professional 

State Component Yes No diagnosis placement planning grc;lups ofstudents school/district evaluation at risk development Qther (Please speclfy:) 

TN 	 High School End of Course ~ 0 ~ o o o ~ 

TCAP Writing Assessment ~ 	 o .0 ~ ~ 

TX 	 Texas Assessment of Academic Skills ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
(TAAs) and Texas end-of-course tests 

~ 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. ~ ~ ~ ~ (~ o o 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Tesdng ~ ~ ~ 	 ~ lOll ~ D D 

VA Standards of Learning (SOL) Assessment ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
Program 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program ~ ~ D ~ ~ ~ 


Virginia State Assessment Program ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ 


Terra Nova Assessments Series ~ ~ o D ~ ~ o 
~.VT Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and ~ o D ~ 	 ~ ~ o D 

~,VT Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o D 
Assessment 

WA Norm Referenced Tesdng 	 ~ .. 0 ~ ~ .~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
Second Grade Reading ~ 	 ~ ~ ~ o ~ o o 
Washlngt9n Assessment of Student ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o 
Learning 

WI Reading Comprehension ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 	 ~ ~ lOll 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System ~ o o ~ ~ 
(WSAS) 

wv ACT Explore ~.o ~ ~ ~ ~ 	 o D 
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Question 3.2.1 Were assessment results from this component used for Instructional purposesl If Yes, check each purpose, and briefly describe who uses 
the results, and how they were applied. 

Indiv. student Improvement of Curriculum Identification 
Student Student Instructional instruction for planning at the Program of students Professional 

Yes No diagnosis placement. plannIng groups of students schoolldistrict evaluation at risk developmentState Comeonent Other ~Please seecl~~ 

~.WV . ACf Work Keys ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 
~ ..Norm-referenced Testing ~ 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 0 

Writing Assessment ~ 0 ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 

wY Carl Perkins Assessment ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ 

Totals by State 52 8 32 16 37 45 49 43 32 32 12 
~Totals by Component 106 14 56 19 66. 90 95 68 43 53 15 
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Question 3.2.2 	 Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? I(Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

Student non- Student financial Student Honors high High school 
monetary awards or promotionl school Endorsed high graduation (exit Certificate Required 

State Component' Yes No awards/recognltlon scholarships retention diploma school diploma requirement of mastery remediation Other (Please specify:) 

AK AK Writing Assessment 	 D D 
Norm-Referenced Testlng 	 Iill Report to publicD 

AL Direct Assessment of WritingAL 	 0 0 0 D 
Alabama High School Basic Skills 0 0 D Iill 0 
exit Exam 

End-of·Cours41 Geometry Test Iill D D 0 D 
Stanford Achievement Test. 9th Iill 0 	 0 0 
edition· 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 0 !ill 

Norm Referenced Testlng 	 [J~ (" 	 0 0 
AZ Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Iill D 	 0 

Editlon 

CA Assessments In Career Educatlon Iill 0 ~ 0 0 0 	 0 
Golden State Exams Iill 0 Iill 	 0 0 
Physical Atness Test 	 !illlocal decision!ill 0 0 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Iill 	 Iilllocal usesD 	 0 
Program (STAR) '\ 

CO Reading and Writing D Iill 0 0 	 0 
CT ConnectJcut Academic Performance Iill 0 !ill 0 0 0 	 ~ 0 

Test (CAPT) 

COl'lnectlcut Mastery Test (CMl) 0 Iill 0 0 D 	 D D 
QE Delaware Student Testing' Iill 0 D· 0 0 0 D 

Program. Mathematlcs 
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-Question 3.2.2 	 Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
describe who uses the results, and how.they were applied: 

Student non- Student financial Student Honors high High school 
monetary awards or' promotion/ school Endorsed high graduation (exit Certificate Required 

State Component Yes . No awards/recognitlon scholarships retentlon diploma school diploma requirement of mastery remediatlon Other (Please specify:) 

DE Delaware Student Testlng 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 D- O 
Program - Reading NRT 

Delaware Student Testlng 0- ~, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Program - Standards-Based 
Mathematlcs 

Delaware Student Testlng 0 ~ 0 D, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Program - Standards-Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testlng 	 0 ~ 0 0 '0 0 0 D 0 0 0 
Program -, Standards~Based Wrltlng 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Mi.dtlple 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Assessment 

DoDEA Wrltlng Assessment ~.~ 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 [j 

FL FL High School Competency Test ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 

FL Writlng Assessment Program 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
GA Georgia High School Graduatlon [] 0 0 0 0 D ~ 0 0 0~ 

Tests (GHSGT) 

Georgia Kindergarten Assessment ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Program (GKAp) 

- Iowa Tests of Ba,slc Skills, Complete 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Battery 

Wrltlng Assessments (Grades 3, 5, ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 0 
8, II) 

HI Credit by Examlnatlon 	 ~Credit asslgne<:\ as appropriate~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 

, Hawaii State Test of EsstlOtlal' 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 0~ 
Competencies 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 	 0 ~ 0 
,-

D- O 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? If Yes. check each purpose and, briefly Question 3.2.2 
describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

Student non- Student !inanclal Student 'Honors high ,High school 
, monetary awards or promotionl school Endorsed high graduation-(exit Certificate Required 

State Component Yes No awards/recognition scholarships retention diploma school diploma requirement of mastery remediation Oilier (Please specify:) 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS &ITED 

ID Math Assessment 0 0 
Norm Referenced Test '~ . 0 '0 

" 

Wri\ing Assessment 

IL illinois Goal Assessment Program, 

IN StateWide Assessment 

KS Kansas Assessment Program 

KY -AI~mat6 Portfolio, 

KIRIS On-Demand 
" 

. National No~m Reference Te~t - . 
,Writing Portfolio Assessment 

LA ' Graduation exit examination 

, LEAP Grades ), 5; and 7 Criterion
, Referenced Tests.

~ 
" 

LJ LJ LJ 

0 

0 .~ 0, 

~ 0 D 
~ 0 ~ 

. Norm-referenced Testing Program 0 ~ 0 0 
MA, Massachusetts Comprehensive O"~ 0 0 0 

Assessment 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test 0 0 0 
MD High School Assessments 00 0 0 

Maryli\nd Functional Tests 0 ~ 0 U 
Maryland School Perlormance- ,[] 0 ~ 0 0 CJ 0 0 0 0 
Assessment Program 
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Qu~stion 3.2.2' Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
describe who uses the results, and how they w,ere applied: 

State <;:omponent .. 

Student non- Student financial 
monetary ,awards or 

Yes No awards/recognitiOn ' scholarships 

Student , Honors high 
promotion/ school 

retention ' diploma 
endorsed high 
school ,diploma 

High school 
graduation (exit 

requirement 
Certificate 
of mastery 

Required 
remediation Other (Please s~ciry:) 

HE Maine State Tests,' 0 ~ 

HI Grade" and 7 Reading and 0 ~ 
Mathematics 

Grade 5 and 8 Sdence and Writing 0 ~ D 0 0 0 tJ 
MEAP High School Test ~ 0 0 0 ,0 0 ~Endorse the local Issued high' 

,school transcript. ' 

Hili Minnesota Comprehensive ~ 0 0 0 
Assessments 

HO MAP ~ ~ 0 0 0 0' 
, , 

HS Functlonall.,lteracy ~mination ~ ,.0 0 
Norl!1-Referenced Testing 0 ~ 0 0 0 
Sublect Area Testing 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 

HT Student Assessment Requirement O~ D 0 0 ~ local districts may use for a 
. locally spedfied purpose. 

He NC Annual Testing Program, ~ 0 at] 0 0 ~ 

NC Testing Program - Competency ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 
Testing 


NC Tests of Computer Skills 
 ~ 0 0 
Norm-Referenced Testing Piogram O'~ U 

ND TerraNova and Test of Cognitive ~ 0 ~ 
Skills. 2nd ed. 

NE No Statewide Assessment -00 0 0 
NH NH educational Improvement and 0 ~ 0 0 0 

Assessment Program 
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Question 3.2.2 	 Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
describe who u~es the results, and how they were applied: 

Student non· StUdent financial Student Honors high Highschool 
monetary awar:ds or promcition! school Endorsed high graduation (exit Certificate ReqUired 

State Component Yes Noawardslrecognition scholarships retention diploma school diploma requirement of mastery remediation Oilier (Please sPecify:) 

NJ Grade II High School Proficiency ~ 0 	 0 ~ 0 
Test 

Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 

NM NM Achievement Assessment 0 ~ 

NM High School Competency Exam ~ 0 0 
NMWrltlng Assessment Program 

Reading Assessment for Grades I 0 ..0 
and 2 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Grade 8 

High School Proficiency examination ~ 0 0 0 ~ 

Norm-Referenced Testing at 0 0 	 0 0 
Grades 4. 8. and 10 

NY Occupatlonal Education ProfiCiency ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 Ii'! Passing the course 
Examinatlons 

Preliminary Competency Tes\:.S 0 Ii'! 0 	 0 D· 0 0 
(PCl) 

Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 0 0 0 0 0 	 0 
Pupil Evaluatlon Program (PEP) 	 '.0 tJ 0 0 
Regents Competency Tests 0 0 	 0 0 0 Ii'! 0 Ii'! 0 

" Regents examination Program Ii'! Ii'! ~ Ii'! 
Second Language Proficiency Exams ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 U Ii'!To earn I unit of high school 

credit in second language 

OH 4th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 Ii'! 	 0 0 0 0 
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Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposes? If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly Question 3.2.2 
describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

Student non - Student financial Student Honors high High school 

State- q,mponent - Yes 
monetary

No awards/recognition 
awards or 

scholarships 
promotlon/ 

retention 
school 
diploma 

Endorsed high 
_school diploma 

graduation (exit 
requirement 

Certificate 
of mastery 

Required 
remediation Other (Pleas~:) 

..::

OH 6th-Grade Proficiency Testing 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 D 
9th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 -0 

12th-Grade Proficiency Testing ~ D ~ 0 0 -~ 0 0 0 0 0 
OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - Norm- -0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Referenced Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0
-OR Reading. Writlng.and Mathematlcs ~ 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 

Assessment 

PA Reading. Writing. Mathematics o -~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
PR Prueba Puertorrlquena de O_~ D~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n 

Competencias Escolares_ 
-

RI· English lang. Arts & Math 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Performance Assessment 

Health Education Performance 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [J
Assessment 

MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Writing Performance Assessment 0 ~ 0 -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 
Norm-Referenced Testing ~ n n n ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SO Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth 0 ~ 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Editlon 

TN Achievement Test - NRT n 1\11 n. n n 0 [J 0 O. O. 0 
Competency Test 0 D 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 
High School End of Course 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Question 3.2.2 Were assessment results from this component used for student accountability purposesl If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

Student non- Student financial Swdent Honors high High school 

-State Component 
. monetary 

Yes No awards/r\ilcognitlon 
awards or 

scholarships 
promotionl 

retention 
school 
diploma 

Endorsed high 
school diploma 

graduation (exit 
requirement 

Certificate 
of mastery 

Requi,red 
remediation Orner (Please spe"cify:) 

TCAP Writing AssessmentTN 	 0 0 0 0 0 
TX 	 Texas Assessment of Academic ~ 0 0, 0 0 ~ 0 ~ 0 

Skills (TMS) and Texas end-of
course tests 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program 0 0 0 	 0 
. Core Curriculum Testing (Per:f. 0 	 0 
Assessment) 

Norm-Referenced Testing ~ ~ 0 0 0 0 	 0 
VA Standards of learning (SOL) 	 ~ HS tests must be passed to~ 0 0 0 ~ 	 0 ~ 0 0 

Assessment Program 	 verify course credit 

Virginia Uteracy Testing Program 

Virginia State Assessment Program 

VI Terra Nova Assessments Series 0 
VT Standard's Referenced Exams 0 

(NSRE and VT Assmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading ~ 	 0 '0 0 0 0 
Assessment 

WA 	 Norm Referenced Testing 0 ~ 0 0 0 	 0 
Second Grade Reading 0 0 0 	 0 0 
Washington Assessment of Swdent 0 0 	 0 
Learning 

WI Reading Comprehension 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wisconsin Student Assessment 	 -00 ~ 0 0 	 0 
System (WSAS) 

WV 	 ACT Explore 00 ~ 	 0 0 
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Question 3.2.2 Were assessment results from this component used for student accountabllitr purposes? If Yes, check each purpose and, briefly 
~escrlbe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

State . Component Yes 

Student non-
monetary 

No awards/recognition 

Student financial 
awards or 

scholarships 

Student 
promotion/ 

retention 

Honors high 
school 
diploma 

Endorsed high 
school diploma 

High school 
graduation (exit 

requirement 
Certificate 
o~ mastery 

Required 
remediation Other (Please specify:) 

WV ACT Work Keys 0 ~ 0 0 
Norm-referenced Testing· 0 ~ 0 
Writing Assessment 0 0 

WY Carl Perkins Assessment 0 
Totals by State 

.. 
,,, Totals by Component 

27 

42 

43 

78 

'II 

12 

8 

10 

4 

4· 

4 

·4 

18 

24 

2 

2 

6 

6 

8 

10 

'.. 
-.'. 

." 

! 
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Question 3.2.3 Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposes? (affecting all people in the school building) If 
Yes,_check each purpose and, briefly describe who 'uses the res~lts, and how they were applied: 

g 	 ~ J!! j 
~ 8 .li!

9 	 .li!:g 	 j8.., 	 1iI ~ , ~ -' ,1i ~' 51 ai - is :as!' .-	 .. ..§ 	 l .. ..fill 	 .. ~ ~ ~ 
g 1 ...~ 	 1~ ,]] .II i'"1'-~ -~r] ~ 1 -j ~ 

I- ,_. 0'State Comeonent', Yes No.x .x 1- i ~ l II Ii )1 -1 i ' X- G ~ .f ~ x- ~ ~ 
Other (please specify) 

AK AK Writing Assessment ~ 

~'Norm-Referenced Testln& 

A~ AL Direct Assessment of Writing ~ 

,Alabama High School Basic Skills exit- ~ 
Exam 

End-of-Course Geometry Test 

Stanford Achi,evermint Test, 9th edition 

AR Criterion Referenced Testing 
. . ,- :: 

N011'l1 Referenced-Testing 

AZ 	 Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 
Edition 

tJ ,~ 0 tJ ~ 

CA Assessments In Career Educadon 	 0 

Golden State Exams 	 0 

. Phrslcal Fitness Test 	 0 n ~ Local ded;ion 

Standardized Testing and Reporting 0 0 0 0 
Program (STAR) 

CO 	 Reading and V/rlting ~ 0 0 0 0 'n 0 0 0 n 0 0 0 0 0 
,~ ~,CT 	 Connecticut Academic Performance ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 o ~Assistance provided via Tide I 

Test(CAPT) 

Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT) ~ ~ ~ 0 Ii?] 	 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ASsistance provided via Tide I 
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Question 3.2.3' '. Were assessment results from .this component used for school accountability purposes? (affecting aU people in the school building) If 
Yes, ch~~k each purpose and, briefJydescribe who uses, the results, and how they were applied: 

..g l:! 	 .... 	 ~ Ji!
.Ii!l 	 ~:8 !i .... !l! . ~ ~ s 	

..c: 
8, 

- !l!.g 
i 

-.. ~ .g'g '.1> 	 !l!hrIi! ~ I ,1 	 .~ ~ ~ .~ .; Ji! 5! r .. 1 /.8..~ j I 	 -8 I! Eit, 1.1 	 ii }~ g i
No i1 i1 Ii i i ~ r ~ IL ~ £.~ t ~j J! . 8. ~ c Odler (please specify),State 	 Comli!0nent Yes 

DE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program. 0' ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Mathematics 

, Delaware Student Testing Program .- 0 ~ 0 0 D ,0 o· D 0 0 
ReadingNRT 

Delaware Student Testing Program '. 0 ~ 0 0 	 0' 0 D 0 

Standard!-Ba$~d Reading 

0 .. ' DelaWare Student Testing Prograr11 • 0 ~ 0 0 0 	 0 0 0 0 0 0 

FL FL High School Competency Test ~'O 0 0 ~ 0 0 D 0 ~	Used In identifica~ion of critically 
'Iow performing'schools 

Standard~·Ba$ed Mathematics ' 

D.elaware Student Testing Program. 0 ~ 0 0 0, 

Standards-Based Writing .. 
------

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple Assessment' ~'O 0 .D 0 

DoDEA Writing Assessment ~ 0 0 ,0 

. 
FL Writing Assessment Program ~ 0 0 0 0 ·0 ~	Used In identification ~f critically , 

low performing schools in 
conjunction with -other assessment 
results 

GA 	 Georgia High School Graduation Tests ~ U U U 0 0 ~ 0 o· DO 0 
(GHSGl) 

'Georgia Kindergarten Assessment 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Program (GKAp) 


Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ ~ 0 0 D 0 ~Public dissemination of results via 
Battery .DOE website 
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10 

~. . ,!ill o 
~"~ o o 

~ o 
!ill 0 !ill ~ 0 ~ 0 

~ 0 

Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposesl (affecting all people In the school building) IfQuestion 3.2.3 
~ ., 

Yes, check each purpose and, briefly describe who uses the ,results, and how they were applied: 

State 
GA 

HI 

IA 

IL'

IN 

KS 

KY 

LA 

~ ~ ..... 

~!iIl 

o 

n 
o 

Component 

Writing Assessments (Grades 3, S.8.11) 

Credit by Examination 

Hawaii State Test of Essential 
Competencies ' 

Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 

Standardized Testing ITes & ITED 

Math ASsessment 

Norm Referenced Test' 

Writing Assessment, 

illinois Goal Assessment Program 

Statewide Assessment 

Kansas Assessment Program 

Alternate Portfolio 

KIRIS On-Demand 

National Norm Reference Test 

Writing Portfolio Assessment 

Graduation exit Examination 

LEAPGrades 3, S, and 7 Criterion
Referenced Tests 

Norm-referenced Testing Program 

~c .~ 
s ~ 

.§ 1II i ,! cj ~ 
Il( .c:;' 
.. ,Il(-~ ~ I ~ ~i i'r ~ I j -.~ 6 1 

No j i 1 ~ it ~I l G. ~ I ~ A Other (please specify) 

~ 0 ' 

~ 0 

~ 0 

~ ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ ~ DO 

~ 0 0 0 0 

~ 0 0 ~ ~ 

~ 0 ~' ~ ~ 0 ~ D,"~ 

o 


o ~ o 0 o o o 0 
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Question 3.2.3 Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposes? (affecting all people in'the school building) If 
Yes, check each purpose and, briefly describe who uses the results, and how .they were applied: 

I:! 	 j 

J 	
s .:: ~ ~f:a f ~. J I i ~i ~1i a ~ ~ t . ~ 	 :g 9 .~ i ~ 1~BI!!'fl f :II ~ ~ 	 ~i ~ ~ ~ .~ i~ -5 ~ .~-Sl ]-E ~j idl j .1 	 .. 1: 

~ .11
State Component 	 Yes No ~ ~ oX! J! ~ ) j f :f 1 )1 !iI I~i ~~ ~ 

'/:1 

[ )1 .... Cl Other (please specify) 

HA 	 Massachusetts Comprehensive ~ o o ~ o o 0 
Assessment -- 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test ~ 0 o -0- o o o 0 0 0 

HD Hlgh'School Assessments o 0 0 o q n 
Ma'1land Functlonal Tests ~ 0 _0 0 0"' 0 ~ 0 o o o o 

Ma,.ytandSchooIPerfoi-mance ~ ~~oo~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Assessment Program. 


HE Maine State Tests ' 0 0 tJ 
HI Grade 4 and 7 Reading and .Mathematics ~ o ~ -~ 

----------~----------~------------~--------------------------~~----~------------

~ ~ 	 ~ O.Grade 5 and 8 SCience and Writing ~School improvement 

~ ~ 0MEAPHlgh School Test ~School Improvement 

HN 	 Minnesota Comprehensive Assessments U U U U U 0 0 0 

~ ~ ~ 

HO 	 MAP 0 ~ ~ ~. O·~. 0 0 ~. ~ 0 

Testlni 

HS Functlonal Uteracy Examination 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

Subject Area Testing 

o 
o ~ 0 0 0 
o -~ 0 0 

o 0 
o 
o 0 

o D -,0 

MT Student Assessment Requirement 

NC NC Annual Testing Program 

NC Testing Program - Competency 

~Su$pend school leadership. 

DO 
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Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposes? (affecting all people In the. school building) IfQuestion 3.2.3 
Yes. check each purpose and. briefly describe who uses the result~. and how they were applied: 

, B.: 	 .... 	 .. 
E 

:;z 	 '8,g i I :l!l ,I -e j 1.; .i 
B '8.c'8 	 ~ 

a. ~ 	9 ~g!> '/: ~1 ! ~ "§
S 	 " . 

No II 
rl 

) 1 
r "§t:ij~ ~ t!9 i .. 

l:! 

"~'~ ~ .. I) '8 ~ D a l-

i'0 

'tilJ 11 il 1] ,e[.1! ~ 	 ,x a. Ii 1~ t ~ I VI 8- ~ 0 Other (please specify) State Comeonent Yes 

Ne NC Tests of Computer Skills ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Nonn-Referenced Testing Program ~ 0 0 n 0 	 [J 0 0 

NO 	 TerraNova and Test of Cognitive Skills. 0 0 0 0 ~ D·' 0 0 

Assessment Program 

NJ Grade II High School Profic:iency Test ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ ~ 

.~Grade 8 Early Warning Test ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 	 ~ ~ 

2nd ed. 

NE No Statewide Assessment 0 0 

NH NH Educational Improvement and 0 0 

NM NM Achievement Assessment ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 	 0 0 0 ~ SEA Accountability Report 

NM High School Competency Exam 0 0 U ~ 0 0 ·0 0 0 D 


NM Writing Assessment Program 0 0 ~ ~ [J 


Reading Assessment for Grades I and 2 0 0 0 0 [J 


NV 	 Direct Writing Assessment at Grade 8 0 0 ~ 

High Sc:hool Profic:lency examination ~ 

Nonn-Referenced Testing at Grades 4 • ~ ~ 
. 8. and 10 

NY Occupational Education Profic:iency ~ 0 0 0 ~ n 0 0 0 o 0 
examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests (PeT) ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ O' ~ ~ 0 ~ 

Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 
/" 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
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Question 3.2.3 Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposes? (affecting all people In the school building) If 
•.Yes,check each purpose and, briefly describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

fi Iii· 5" t:!.!!! j 
~~ ~ '~ ~:! ~ -.§ "8 s ~ .!!! ..

g'~ a ~ ,., 5 ~ ~ c! ~ c! 1 ii'- 5 ~ f I I 
~ ~ I ! ,~_ j !.lP It! ] ~ ] ; r 'i 1~ !! ~ J 

] i 1. .§ i :i> . '-J ' -2 ~ ~ ~ .§ '2 ~ 
State Component' . Yes No) 1oX 1 Jl ~ ~ oX ~:f j I £a l ~!. G i ~ ~ oX!. ~ b Other (please specify) 

NY Pupil Evaluation Program (PEP) ~ 0 0 . 0 ~ 0 0 ~.. 0 

Regents Compeiency Tests ~. 0 0 .0 ~ ~ 0 ~ 0 


Regents examination Program 


Second Language Proficiency Exams 


OH 	 4th-Grade Pr'olldency Testing 

6th-Grade Prolldency Testing ~ 0 0 .~ 

9th-Grade Pr911dency Testing ~ 0 ~ 	 -0: . 0 0 0 0 

12th-Grade ProfidencyTesting ~ 0 0 	 ~ 0 0 0 0 

OK 	 Iowa Tests·of Basic Skills - Norm- ~ 0 0 -~ 0' ~ ~ 0 ~ ~ 
Referenced Component 

Oklahoma Core Curriculum Tests ~ 0 0 	 ~ ~. 

OR 	 Reading. Writing. and Mathematics ~ 0 0 0 ~ ~ 
Assessment 

PA 	 Reading. Writing. Mathematics ~ 0 0 n .0 0 0 0 

PR 	 Prueba Puertorrlquena de ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~. ~ ~ 
Competendas Escolares 

RI 	 English Lang. Arts & Math Performance ~ 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Assessment ,

Health Education Performance ~. 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 O· 0 

Assessment 


MAT 7. Norm-Referenced 0 0 0 0 O· 0 0 
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Question 3.2.3 	 Were assessment results from this component used for school accounta~lIity purposesl(affecting all people ii:! the school buildirig) I,f 
Yes, check each purpose and, briefly describe who uses the results, and how they were applied: 

e 	 t! ,jQ.. 	 l~ 	 .g E..• f i 	 ~ jj 9 .!Il·1 	
~ :, B i j

.....] j ~ c:: 9 	 ~'6 	

l ., t 9 ~ .~ .. ~2 t ~ ti 8.:!' ~ * 1 -8~'- i~ ~ t ~ 
~iJ 	 ,,~~ ~ 
~ 

~ 

~ 
.Ii

t -j 

0 ~ ~ ~, 

No ) 1J1 .B.~ I ) l it )1 it
IL 
e 

' ~ ~ i ~ l 'l ,}I 8. I-' 0 Other (please specify)State Comeonent Yes 

RI ..Wrlting Performance Assessment ~ ,~, :0 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program ~ ~ .~ 

Nann-Referenced Testing ~ ~ 

SD Stanford Achievement Test, Ninth 0 0 
Edition ' 

TN 	 AChievement Test - NRT 

Competency Tes,t . 

High Sch()()1 End of Course 

TCAP Writing Assessment :,' 	 0 0 
'~ ~.TX 	 Texas Assessment of Academic Skills ~ ~ ,~ 

(TMS) and Texas end-of-course tests 

UT Core, Assessment CRT Program 0 '0 

, Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. 0 0 
Assessment) 

~,Norm-Referenced Testing,.' : , ~ .0 0 0 0 '0 	 0 

VA., 	 . Standards of learTling (SOL) ~ssessment " ~ 0 0 D ~ '0 0 
, 	 Program ' 


V~rginla Uteracy Testing Program 


Virginia State Assessment Program 

'Terra Nova Assessments Series 
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Question 3.2.3 	 Were assessment results from this component used for school accountability purposes! (affecting all people in the school building) If, 
Y~s, check each purpose and, briefly describe who uses th~ results,an~ how they were applied: 

..
' 	 l:!, a: c: e Ii fj 	 ~ 

.~ j ~: ~ 	 1 ,~ ~ s, 
'6 	 c! ~I:' i' ~ ~ 9 ~ ~ ...2~ ~ I~ 	 ~I f~ 11

.---: , , 	 ~ 2 ~ ~,~ 
-~ --6 t'M, B rnil!f 	 -8 ~ E 1.. j .g ~ .. 8 	 '~1 ') j 1! os ~ ~ 	 l

State Comeonent " Yes No I i ~ i Jj } .>l 
..:i

::t: Q. 0., 's ,£ 8- i3'§ ~i 11 I-' C Other (please speclly) 

VT Standard's Referenced EXams (NSRE ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ,0 
and VT A~smt) 

WA 

Vermont Developmen~1 Reading 
, Assessment 

, Norm Referenced Testing 

Second Grade Reading 

WashingtOn Assessment of Student, 
l,earnlng 

~ 0'0 

~ 0 0 

~ 0 

~r, 0' 0 

0 D 
0,'0 

0 0: 

[J 

0 

0 

~' 

~. 

0 

~ 

D 

0 

0 
0, 

~ 

~ 

~ 

~ 

0 0 0, 0 0 

WI, Reading Comprehension 

WV 

Wisconsin Student Assessment System 
(WSAS) 

ACT Explore ~ 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 

ACT Work KeYs 	 0 0 0 0'0 0 

Norm-referenced Testing 	 I'll ~ 0 000 

Writing Assessment, 0 	 '0 0 0 000 

WY ~arl Perkins Assessment ~' 	 0 ~ '0 000 

Totals by State "n 26 II 7 7, 9 '36 2 , 24 ' 20 10 14 15 0 II 4 9 

Totals by Component 75 45 14 i I 10 15 68 2 35 25 12 21 22 0 14 4 114 
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Question 3.2.4 Were assessment results from this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting Individual staff)l 

Staff nori-monetary Staff monetary Staff salary Staff Staff 
, awards/recognition awards (e.g., one- increases (ie., monetary evaluation or Staff 

State Component Yes No - (e.g., certificates) time bonuses) merit pay) penalties certification dismissal Other ~Please seecitfl 

AK AK Writing Assessment 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

AL ALDlrect Assessment of Writing 

" 

0 0 

0 	 0 0AI~bama High School Basic Skills Exit Exam 

,End-of-Course Geometry Test 	 0 0 0 

0 0 D-	 O 0Stanford Achievement Test, 9th edition 
.,,:. 

AR -Criterion Referenced Testing 

'Norm Referenced testing 

AZ Stanford'Achievement Test, Ninth Edition 

CA Assessments in Career Education 0 ~ 	 0 0 0 

Golden State Exams 	 0 ~ ,0 0 0 

Physical Fitness Test 	 ~ 0 0 

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program 	 0 ~ 0 
(STAR) 

CO - Reading and Writing 

CT Connecticut Academic Performance Test (CAPT) 

Connecticut Mastery Test-(CMT) 	 ~ 0 0 0 ~Professional Dever 

0 ~ 0 U 0DE Delaware Student Testing Program - Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program - Reading NRT 0 ~ 	 0 0 0 0 
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Question 3.2A 'Wereassessment results from this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting Individual staff)l 

Staff non~monetary Staff monetary Staff salary '. Staff Staff 
awards/recognition awards (e.g.• one- increases (ie.• monetary evaluation or Staff 

State Component Yes No (e.g.• certificates) time bonuses) merit pay) penalties certification dismissal Other ~Please seeci2.:~ 

0 Iill n 0 0 0 0 0 nDE 	 Delaware Student Testing Program - Standards-
Based Mathematics 

Delaware Student Testing Program - Standards- 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0, 
Based Reading 

Delaware Student Testing Program - Standards- 0 Iill 0 [] 0 0 0 0 0 
Based Writing 

DoDEA CTB TerraNova Multiple Assessment - O'lill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

DoDEA Writing' Assessment ". ' 	 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

FL FL High School Competency test 	 0 Iill' 0 0 0 q D 0 0 

,FL Writing Assessment Program 	 0 Iill. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

GA Georgia High School Graduation Tests (~HSGT) 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Geo'rgiaKindergarten' Assessine~tProgram ' 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
,(GKAP) 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Complete Battery O'lill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 


Writing Assessments (Grades 3, 5, 8, II) 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
,~ 


HI Credit by Examination 	 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Hawaii State Test of Essential Competencies 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0' 0Stanford Achievement Test 8th Ed. 

IA Standardized Testing ITBS &"TED 	 0 Iill 0 0 0 0 D 0 0 

0 Iill 0 0 0 0 0 0 0Math Assessment 
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Question 3.2.4 Were assessment results from this component used for staff acco,untabllity purposes (affecting indMdual stafl)l 

staff non-monetary Staff monetary Staff salary Staff Staff 
awards/recognition awards (e.g., one- Increases (ie., monetary evaluation or ' Staff . 

State Component Yes No (e.g., certificates) time bonuses) merit pay) penalties certification dismissal Other (Please speci!m 

ID Norm Referenced Test 

W~itingAs.sessment 

IL illinois ~oal Assessment j)rogram 


'IN Statewide Assessment 


.KS .Kansas Assessment Program 0 ~ 0 


O. L.J L.J L.J L.J L.J. ,KY O. ~ 0 ~Alternate Portfolio 

D~ 0KIRIS. On-Demand 

t::J.~ 0 0 0National Norm Reference Test 
~.

Writing .Portfolio Assessment .. 0 D .0 0 

~.LA Graduation Exit Examination D 0 0 0 

0 ~ D 0 0LEAP Grades 3, S. and 7 Criterion-Referenced 
Tests ' 

Norm-referenced Testing Program· 

:MA .' Mas~ac;husettsComprehensive ~sessment 

Massachusetts Grade 3 Reading Test 

MD High School Assessmen~ 

Maryland Functional Tests 

Maryland School Performance Assessment 
Program 
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't' 

"Question 3.2.4; Were assessment results from this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting individual staff)? , . . ') . ~ . .' 

staff non-monetary 'Staff monetary Staff salar)" ' Staff Staff 
.awards/recognition 'awards (e.g., one- increaSes (ie., monetary evaluation or Staff 

State Componellt , 
) 

Yes .No' (e.g., certificates) time bonuses) . ' merit pay) penalties certification ~ismissal Other ~Please seeci~~ 

"'D'ME Maine State Tests .' D'~ D D 	 ~"'-," ,( ,"; . 

~ 	 0 D DMI 	 Grade" and 7 Reading and Mathematics 


G~de5and 8 Science and Writing 


.M~P High School Test 


MN Minnesota Comprehe~sive ASsessments 


Me) MAP D:~ 


.'MS F!Jnctionalliteracy Examination D ~ 	 D ,0 U' D 

'. "Norm-Referenced' T~sting ,- -0 ~ D 	 0 

" 	 [jSubject Are~Testing D D· 	 D 

MT Student AS~essment Requirement D. D- D 

NC NC A.nn~alTesting Program 

NC Testing Program - Competency Testing 

NC Tests of Computer Skills 

Norm-Referenced Testing Program 

,~ D '~ 

D D -' -.~ 0 D LJ 

[j D 

NO 	 TerraNovaandTest of Cognitive Skills, 2nd ed: ' 

o . [] UNE' . 	 No Statewide Assessment , 

NH .NH Educational Improvement and ASsessment' 0 ~ D 
Program 

,NJ Grade II High School Proficiency Test 
, . . -.. ", 

[] ~ D D' D D D D 
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Question 3.2.4 Were assessme~t results from this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting individual staff)l 

Staff non-monetary . Staff monetary Staff salary Staff Staff 

State Component Yes No 
awards/recognition 
(e.g., certifiCates) 

awards (e.g., one
time bonuses) 

increases (ie., 
merit pay) 

'monetary 
penalties 

evaluation or 
certification 

Staff 
dismissal Other ~Please seeci!Z;~ 

NJ Grade 8 Early Warning Test 

NH NM Achievement' Assessment 

NM High School Competency Exam 

~ 0 0 0 0 0NM Writing Assessment Program 

0 ~ 0 0 0 0Reading Assessmendor Grades I and 2 

NV Direct Writing Assessment at Gr:ade 8 

High School Profi~iency Examination 

Norm~.Referen~dTestingat Grades 4, 8, and 10 

NY Occupational Education Profj~i~ncy Examinations 

Preliminary Competency Tests (PCT) 

.~ 0Program Evaluation Tests (PET) 


Pupil Evaluation' Program (P,EP) ~ 0 


Regents Competency Tests 


Regents examination Program 
 ~ 0 

~ 0. Second Language Profidency Exams 

OH 4th-Gt:ade Proficiency Testing 

~ . D·6th~Grade Proficiency Testing 

~9th-Grade ProfiCiency Testing 

0 ~ 

~ 0 0 0 0 

~ 0 0 0 D· 


0 

0 

0 
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Were'assessment reSults from this component used for sta'''-accountability purposes (affecting individual staff)? Question 3.2.4 
, 	 ' 

Staff non-monetary Staff monetary Staff salary Staff Staff 
awards/recognition awards (e.g., one- increases (Ie., monetary evaluation or' Staff 

State . Component Yes No (e.g., certificates) time bonuses) merit pay) , penalties certification dismissal Other ~Please seeci2;~ 

OH 12th-Grade Proficiency Testing 

OK Iowa Tests of Basic Skills· Norm-Referenced 
, Component 

Oklahoma'Core Curriculum Tests 

OR Reading. Writing; and Mathematics Assessment 

~:PA 	 Reading. Writing. Mathematics 0 0 0 0 

PR 	 Prueba PuertOrriquena de Competencjas 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 
Escolares ' 

RI E,nglish Lang: Arts & Math Performance 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Assessment 

0 0 	 0 0 0Health'Education Performan~e Assessrne'nt .~ 

,0MAT 7. Norm~Referenced :. ~ 0 	 0 0 0 

Writing Perfurmance Ass~ssment 0 ~ 0 	 0 0 0 

~'SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 0 0 0 	 0 0 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing' 0 ~ ,0 D 	 0 0 ·0 

0 ~ 0 U 	 U 0 0 0SD 	 'Stanford Achievement Test. Ninth Edition 

~ 0 -0 '0 0 D ~ 0 DTN 	 Achievement Test - NRT 

0 ~ 0Competency Test 

~High School End of Course 
-

0TCAP Writing Assessment, ' 
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VI 

Question 3.2.4 Were assessment results from this component used for staff. accountability purposes (affecting individual staff)l 

Staff non-monetary Staff monetary Staff salary Staff Staff. 

State Component Yes No 
awards/recognition 
(e.g., certlficates) 

awards (e.g., one
time bonuses) 

increases (ie., 
merit pay) 

monetary 
penalties 

evaluation or 
certification 

Staff 
dismissal Other ,Please seeci~~ 

TX Texas Assessment of Academic Skills (TAAS) and ~ 0 0 0 
Texas end-of-course tests 

UT Core Assessment CRT Program ~ 

Core Curriculum Testing (Perf. Assessment) ~ 0 

Norm-Referenced Testing 

VA Standards of Lear,ning(SOL) Assessment Program 0 

Virginia Literacy Testing Program 0 

Virginia State Assessment Program 0 

0 0 

0 0 

Terra Nova Assessments Series . ~ 0 	 -' 0 0 

VT Standard's Referenced Exams (NSRE and VT 0 0 0 
ASsmt) 

Vermont Developmental Reading Assessment 	 0 0 D 0 0 

WA 	 Norm Referenced Testing 0 0 

Second Grade Reading D 0 

Washington Assessment of Stud~nt Learning 

WI 	 Reading Comprehension 

Wisconsin Student Assessment .System (WSAS) 

WV ACT Explore 0 ~ D D D 

ACT Work Keys 0 ~ D 0 D D 
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Question 3.2A· Were assessment results from this component used for staff accountability purposes (affecting Individual staff)l 

Staff non-monetary Staff monetary Staff salary . Staff S~ff 
,;",k. 

awards/recognition awards (e.g., one- Increases (ie.: monetary evaluation or Staff 
State Component Yes No (e.g., certificates) time bonuses) _ . merit pay) penalties . certification dismissal Other ~Please seeci2:;~ 

WV Norm-referenced Testi!1g . 0 0 0 0 

Writing Assessment -0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 DWY Carl Perkins Ass~ssrnent 

Totals by State 5 48 2 0 0 2 

Totals by Component 7 113 2 0 0 2 -3 

'
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