Comparisons Matter: Considering What

Recovery Is

MNow is the Time to Begin Preparing for the Reporting of Spring 2022 Assessment

Results

@ Nathan Dadey | February 23, 2022 Cf} Center fOl‘
V2 Assessment

The question about the pandemic impact has largely been answered - it's bad (e.g., Betebenner
et al. 2021). In many cases, really bad. With Spring 2022 assessment - and the subsequent
assessment results - on the horizon, the question looming is now “are students recovering”?
Answering this question requires (1) determining what recoveryis and (2) judging whether
students are actually recovering.

The answers to these questions have consequential implications for how we communicate about
student learning, and thus recovery. Consider two hypothetical headlines that could emerge
based on Spring 2022 results:

« Schools continue to struggle: 2022 6 graders still not doing as well as 2019 6t graders
o Schools are back on track: 2022 6 graders doing better than 2021 6* graders

These headlines provide more nuance than would typically be found in a newspaper headline, yet
obviously still are not nuanced enough. Both of these headlines could both be true given the same
Spring 2022 assessment results, but neither necessarily enhances public understanding about
whether students are actually recovering.

The message that we want to convey about recovery should shape the way we frame
comparisons, at least in part. Does “recovery” mean returning to pre-pandemic levels of
performance (“Schools continue to struggle”)? Does “recovery” mean improvement from last year
(“Schools are back on track”)? Does “recovery” mean both of those things, and more? Of course it
does.


https://www.nciea.org/blog/covid-19-disruptions/assessing-academic-impact-covid-19-summer-2021
https://www.nciea.org/blog/covid-19-disruptions/assessing-academic-impact-covid-19-summer-2021

So, how do we communicate that message effectively?
Finding the Right Comparisons for Spring 2022 Assessment Results

Last year, the comparison was straightforward. Most states compared Spring 2021 results to
Spring 2019 results, and in rare instances looked back prior to 2019. This year, considering Spring
2022 results involves the additional complexity of needing to take into account both pre-pandemic
(i.e., 2019) and “during” pandemic (2021) data.

One way to consider these distinctions is through hypotheticals. My colleagues Betebenner &
Wenning (2021) proposed comparing actual student performance (i.e., the pandemic reality) to
the performance a student would have had if the pandemic had not happened (i.e., the non-
pandemic reality). In the figure below, Betebenner and Wenning sketch out impact in terms of
four trajectories of student performance in sixth grade during the 2020-2021 school year.
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The top left panel realizes our worst fears about student academic attainment moving forward -
an Academic Downward Spiral (ADS) in which students continue to lose ground. In the top right
panel, an L-Shaped trajectory, students make progress from 2021 but never recover from the
initial impact of the pandemic. The bottom two panels, U-shaped and V-shaped trajectories, reflect
a more positive outcome than either the ADS and L-shaped trajectories, in which student
academic attainment quickly or slowly returns to pre-pandemic levels.


https://www.nciea.org/sites/default/files/publications/CFA_LearningLossRecoveryGrowthStatewideTesting.pdf
https://www.nciea.org/sites/default/files/publications/CFA_LearningLossRecoveryGrowthStatewideTesting.pdf

Determining whether students are experiencing any or all of these trajectories requires multiple
years of data. The Spring 2021 assessment results have set the stage and the stage is bleak (again,
see Betebenner et al. 2021).

Looking ahead, a state’s first task with regard to communicating about the recovery is deciding
where to place Spring 2022 results. Betebenner and Wenning optimistically placed Spring 2022 in
“Phase 3: COVID-19 Recovery”. Would it be more accurate to place Spring 2022 results as a second
data point in “Phase 2: COVID-19 Pandemic”? The correct answer may be somewhere in between
and it vary across and even within states, but depicting it accurately will be a critical component
of communicating effectively about the recovery.

Now, let's return to our original questions.
What is Recovery?

What do we mean when we say recovery? Is it an immediate return to pre-pandemic performance
(i.e., the V-shaped recovery)? Unlikely, but if so, our primary point of comparison is 2019, which is
similar to many of the comparisons conducted on Spring 2021 data. However, in many cases, such
a return will require levels of unprecedented growth. So, overly focusing on just 2019 may paint a
picture that negates the progress we have made. On the other hand, it is unlikely that we are
seeking to understand recovery justin terms of our current or ongoing pandemic or post-
pandemic reality, in which we would compare Spring 2022 results only to 2021.

Ultimately, we think that each comparison holds value and the matter is essentially one of
emphasis - what comparison matters more? What should the headline from the SEA be?

Are Students Actually Recovering?

So, what do we say about these hypothetical students, now seventh graders in 2022, and their
recovery?

Unfortunately, an important part of messaging Spring 2022 results is going to be effectively
communicating that one “post-pandemic” data point is not enough information to answer that
question. Unless the Spring 2022 results show a V-shaped trajectory (unlikely) or clearly reflect an
Academic Downward Spiral (hopefully unlikely), we will not have enough information to
conclusively determine whether we are seeing the beginning of an L-shaped or U-shaped
trajectory or even an ADS.

Given this uncertainty, states should:

1. Define Recovery. Clearly define what recovery means, in easy to understand terms, and
use that consistently throughout communication.

2. Review Prior Messaging. Review prior communications about the impact of the pandemic,
and in particular how impact has been quantified, and then determine whether messaging
in 2022 will be a continuation, or revision of, the messaging in 2021.

3. Consider Learning Acceleration Efforts. Determine what can and should be said about
the impact of learning acceleration efforts. An unpredicted level of federal funding has
been allocated to education and the public will want to know if those dollars have been well



https://www.nciea.org/blog/covid-19-disruptions/assessing-academic-impact-covid-19-summer-2021
https://www.ed.gov/category/keyword/american-rescue-plan

spent. Even if interventions are implemented at the local level, states can play a key role in
disseminating information on what is being done and how well it is working.

4. Consider the Role of Other Data. Assessment results alone do not tell the whole story
about recovery, or lack thereof. Clearly, student socio-emotional well-being can and should
be attended to in communicating about a pandemic. Even more distal measures of student
well-being and learning (e.g., enroliment and attendance data) can be valuable and allow
us to understand whether some students are in, or at risk of, an Academic Downward Spiral
or an L-shaped trajectory.

These recommendations are ordered in terms of importance - if a state does nothing else, it
should clearly define what recovery means and use that definition consistently. Building on this
definition of recovery is also an understanding of how long it might take to recover, which in many
cases will be a multiyear endeavor. Without a clear definition of recovery, messaging can be
muddled, stakeholders can get confused, and ultimately the importance of messages around
recovery could be lost. And given the impacts from Spring 2021, understanding recovery, and
subsequently supporting continued recovery, are paramount.

Finally, it is not too soon to begin considering the definition of recovery. If the past two years have
taught us anything, it's that it is never too early to start planning.


https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED614131.pdf
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1. Data Files

Christina Trotter




Data File Issues:

o Filesize limits capped. File size needs to be
expanded to accommodate more than 10,000
lines at a time.

e Preliminary data doesn't match the published
data file format which impacts uploading and
downloading data into district testing and SIS
databases.
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Monitoring Testing Issues:

Need a live, online dashboard for DTCs and
CTCs. DTCs should be able to support CTCs
and see sessions they created and correct any
Issues immediately.

Need more robust reporting to view score
codes, progress of testing, and test
completion by administration.

Need a TELPAS combined status report

Need a TELPAS completion report

K-1 DEI Entry should be done one time






iPad Testing Issues:

e Must be corrected before TELPAS EQY testing &
May 2022 STAAR testing.

Operation Connectivity Phase 1:
sme— orcanon iy Summary Impact of Operation Connectivity Bulk Purchase
and Reimbursement Programs Totaling $1 Billion Invested

= In Phase 1 of OC 3.6 Million E-learning
devices and 874,019 hotspots were
distributed to economically disadvantaged izzgzz 4,534,384
students across Texas C

# of Devices Acquired Between 05/21/20 — 12/31/21

4,000,000

= 821 LEAs participated in OCs Phase 1 500,000
3,000,000
= 56% of participating LEAs were rural 2,500,000 2,167,650
2,000,000
= At the conclusion of Phase 1, enough 1,500,000 1,121,848 S—
devices were distributed to provide 1:1 1,000,000 T '
device access to all economically 500,000 . ; .
. |

disadvantaged students across the state

Laptops Chromebooks Ipads Hot Spots Total

mBulk Purchase & LMRP M PPRP
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Test Materials for May 2022

Forms for OA

Inability to view all materials lists

Additional Order window

The lack of extra, blank labels for paper testing is
a problem

TDS window should match the testing calendar

Shipping communication? Only goes to the DTC
IN-pox?

10






If the waiver

TEA B
A option is no

Texas Education Agency Ionger an Option
SY 21-22 Grade 7 Reading Instruments Guidance and for the 2022-2023

Instructions for Submitting a Waiver

school year, and
August 26, 2021

the

TEC, §28.006(c-1) requires each school district to administer at the beginning of the seventh grade a com missioner's
reading instrument adopted by the commissioner to each student whose performance on the grade 6 ! )
STAAR reading assessment did not demonstrate reading proficiency. |ISt IS unchanged,

would this impact

The commissioner has adopted the following:

¢ |station’s Indicators of Progress, Advanced Reading (ISIP-AR) your IOcaI

¢ Reading Analysis and Prescription System (RAPS 360)

¢ Texas Middle School Fluency Assessment (TMFSA) assessment
L ]

Woodcock Johnson Il Diagnostic Reading Battery (W1 11l DRB) program‘) If SO
. ’
LEAs are required to use one of these reading diagnostic instruments. Districts may request a waiver in hOW?

order to use another instrument approved by a local district board of trustees in order to best meet
student needs in the 2021-2022 school year only.

_ _ _ _ M Is this a Local
A waiver of the requirement to use an adopted instrument will only be approved fo nd will .
not be waived beyond the 2021-2022 school year. Control issue?




Which instrument is being used for conducting the required beginning of the
7th grade reading screener? Please select one from the dropdown box.

Answerad: 16 Skippad: 0

stanon'y
Indicators o

Reading

Anilysis and...

Texas Middle
School Fluen

Woodcock
Johnson ...

Other (What is
the name of

ANSWER CHOICES

» Istation's Indicators of Progress, Advanced Reading (ISIP-AR)
» Reading Analysis and Prescription System (RAPS 380)

v Texas Middle School Fluency Assessment (THFSA)

» Woodcock Johnson Il Diagnostic Reading Batvery (W Ill DRB
»  Other (What is the name of the instrument?)

TOTAL

0%

Bl% 0%

Responsss

100%

RESPONS
NI5%

6.25%

0.00%

43.75%

TSA Survey
What are
TSA

Districts

using?

Other (What is the name of the instrument?) Responses:
HMH Reading Inventory
Literably
MAP Fluency
MAP for current year, otherwise it was TMFSA
NWEA MAP
STAR Renaissance
NWEA MAP




TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARC

What reading instruments are being used for other middle school grades?

What are

Limit 100 words. TSA
districts

Open-Ended Response

Reading Inventory and Phonics Inventory by HMHCO
ISIP and HMH Reading Inventory
Map; Literably

Istation

NWEA MAP Reading USIng across

NWEA MAFP

moving to MClass for grades 3-7 beginning SY 2022-2023) h |
SCNOO

NWEA MAFP

Renaissance 360 ?

NWEA MAP grades .

Besides MAP Fluency, we give MAP Growth. -
iLit and TMSFA I I Iddle
Mone

STAR Renaissance (6-8 math and reading)




TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARC

If any instrument being used this year is through a waiver, what option is
being considered for next year if (1) the Commissioner’s list does not change,
and (2) the waiver is no longer an option? Limit 100 words.

Gpen-Ended Response

We were under the i |m|:|ress|0n that the waiver endel:l Iast year so0 in the midst of a pandemic, we

We did not apply for a waiver. We are meeting all requirements. One comment | would like to make is
for TEA to consider the 7th grade tool. it provides no instructional value and has become a compliance
piece for the beginning of the year.
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Texas Education Agency
2020-21 Other Postsecondary Indicators (TAPR)
SPRING BRANCH ISD (101920) - HARRIS COUNTY

Page 22 of 28

AdvancedDual-Credit Course Completion (Grades 9-12)

Any Subject 2018-20 46.3% 46.9% 43.1% 307%  337% 56.1% 28.6% 70.7% * 574% 10.0% 32.0% 15.6%
2018-19  446% 442% 44.4% 322% 348% 571% 25.0% 72.8% * 60.0% 10.2% 339% 15.6%
English Language Arts 2019-20 18.2% 20.0% 19.8% 109% 134% 295% 7 1% 34.2% *279% 21% 124% 31%
2018-19  17.8% 1853% 21.1% 139% 152% 293% 5.9% 372% *283% 32% 145% 3.3%
Mathematics 2018-20 207% 208% 27.9% 1892% 182% 42.0% 22 2% 50.9% * 380% 48% 173% 74%
2018-19  204% 19.8% 28.7% 17.7% 18.7% 432% 12.1% 31.3% *400% 43% 182% 67%
Science 2018-20 22.4% 207% 16.6% 104% 112% 23.0% 71% 34.7% *245% 15% 104% 28%
201819 21.7% 20.0% 17.7% 103% 109% 26.3% 14.3% 37.8% *234%  29% 101% 3.6%
Social Studies 2018-20 246% 248% 259% 128% 17.1% 38.0% 40% 53.2% *388% 27% 157% 32%
201819 236% 227% 25.5% 125% 15.3% 38.3% 6.2% 57 8% *438% 16% 140% 19%
CTE Coherent Sequence (Annual Graduates)
2018-20 58.35% 355.9% 38.5% AMN3%  357% 423% 28.6% 438% * 308% 231% 363% 31.1%
2018-19  59.0% 53.8% 34.0% 308% 324% 376% * 31.5% * 400% 21.0% 31.1% 19.6%
Graduates Enrolled in Texas Institution of Higher Education (TX IHE)
2018-19  526% 53.6% 50.6% I64% 398% 652% * 73.6% * 457% 24.8% 387% 209%
201718 53.4% 54.7% 49.7% 34 6% 3B9% 61.6% 40.0% 73.0% * 68.8% 23.4% 39.0% 25.0%

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Without Enrollment in a Developmental Education Course
201819 422% 427% 23.4% *328% 222% * B3% - * - 27.9% *
201718 60.7% 63.3% 75.7% 61.1% 606% B86.4% * 92 0% * 0938% 292% 61.8% 30.3%




Texas Education Agency Page 22 of 28
2020-21 Other Postsecondary Indicators (TAPR)
SPRING BRANCH ISD (101920) - HARRIS COUNTY

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Without Enrollment in a Dwehpimntnl Education Course
201819 | 422% 42.7% 234% * 328% 222% * 83% - - 27.9%
2017-18 | 60.7% 63.3% 75.7% 61.1% 60.6% B6.4% ¥ 92.0% * 93.8% 29.2% 61.8% 30.3%

RN



Texas Education Agency
2020-21 Other Postsecondary Indicators (TAPR) Page 22 of 28
SPRING BRANCH ISD (101920) - HARRIS COUNTY

2018-19 | 422% 42.7%
2017-18  60.7% 63.3%

2018-19 | 42.2% 46.7%
2017-18 | 60.7% 73.8%

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Witho
2018-19 | 42.2% 41.5%
201718 | 60.7% 57.39

Elroliment in a DBve

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Wi
2018-19 | 42.2% 41.5%
2017-18 | 60.7% 57.3%

- 31.8% 33.3%] 44.9% ,
* 77.1% 19.8%\ 57.1%J29.8%

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Wi
201818 42.2% 42.79
201718 60.7% 63.3%

* 37.5%
4 87.7%f 100.0% 70.2%

Numerous
TSA districts
had sharp
declines in

district overall
and several
student
groups.




Texas Education Agency
2020-21 Other Postsecondary Indicators (TAPR) Page 22 of 28
SPRING BRANCH ISD (101920) - HARRIS COUNTY

. Year State 04 District American Hispanic White Indian Asian Islander Races Ed Disadv EB/EL
Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year Without Enroliment in a Developmental Education Course
201819 422% 427% 234% : 328% 222% * 83% - o - 27.9% *»

2017-18 60.7% 63.3% 75.7% 61.1% 60.6% 86.4% * 92.0% * 93.8% 29.2% 61.8% 30.3%

ECTOR COUNTY ISD (068901) - ECTOR COUNTY

Graduates in TX IHE Completing One Year With
2018-19 42.2% 386%
2017-18 60.7% 48.8%

- 50.0% 0.0%] 30.1%)| 16.7%
- 40.0% 6.5%| 30.4%] 0.0%

12.5%
oy 14.3%

. * 0.0% 34.3% 38.1%
37.6% 17.7%

While other
TSA districts
had small
declines or

Increases in
district overall
and several
student
groups.




DRAFT for DISCUSSION

TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARCH 1, 2022

Member districts were asked to complete a brief 5-questionsurvey to see if a) there is an interest from TSA
members in advocating to expand the Commissioner's approved list of diagnostic reading screeners; and b) to
explore which instruments are currently used in the event that next year comes, the list is unchanged, and the
waiver is no longer available. The survey closed on February 28, 2022.

The survey results from 16 out of 44 districts (37% response rate) are shown on the following pages.

Which instrument is being used for conducting the required beginning of the
7th grade reading screener? Please select one from the dropdown box.

Answered: 16 Skipped: 0

Istation's
Indicators o...

Reading
Analysis and__

Texas Middle
School Fluen...

wioodcock
Johnson ...

other (What is
the name of ...

0% 10% 20% 0% 40% S0 80% T0% 20% 20% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES T RESPONSES -

o

« |station's Indicators of Progress, Advanced Reading (ISIP-AR) 31.25%
» Reading Analysis and Prescription System (RAPS 360) B.25%

» Texas Middle School Fluency Assessment (TMFSA) 18.75% 3

(=)

* ‘Woodcock Johnzon |l Diagnostic Reading Battery (WJ 1| DRB 0.00%

w  Other (What is the name of the instrument?) Responses 43,7504

TOTAL 16

Other (What is the name of the instrument?) Responses:
HMH Reading Inventory
Literably
MAP Fluency
MAP for current year, otherwise it was TMFSA
MNWEA MAP
5TAR Renaissance
MNWEA MAP

1|Page



DRAFT for DISCUSSION

TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARCH 1, 2022

What reading instruments are being used for elementary? Limit 100 words.

Answered: 16 Skipped: 0

Open-Ended Response

mCLASS

Amplify mClass

mClass; MAP

Amira, Waggle

mCLASS DIBELS 8th Edition and IDEL

We piloted MAP Fluency and want to expand. Other campuses use TPRI. We also give DRA and
MAP Growth.

. TXKEA/mCLASS, Istation, DRA/EDL

8. NWEA MAP

9. Circle (PK), MClass (K-2) and IStation (moving to MClass for grades 3-7 beginning SY 2022-2023)
10. Circle (PK), mClass (K and 1st), I-Station (2nd-5th)

11. NWEA MAP

12. TX KEA, Circle, Renaissance 260 STAR, High Frequency Word Exam,

13. Istation, MCLASS, NWEA MAP

14. mClass Amplify (K-2 screener) and STAR Renaissance (K-5 math and reading)

15. mClass (1-5 reading and math)
16. NWEA MAP

QR WIN e

2|Page



DRAFT for DISCUSSION

TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARCH 1, 2022

What reading instruments are being used for other middle school grades?
Limit 100 words.

Answered: 16 Skipped: 0

Open-Ended Response

Reading Inventory and Phonics Inventory by HMHCO
ISIP and HMH Reading Inventory

Map; Literably

Istation
NWEA MAP Reading

Besides MAP Fluency, we give MAP Growth.
iLit and TMSFA

NWEA MAP
moving to MClass for grades 3-7 beginning SY 2022-2023)

None

NWEA MAP

Renaissance 360

NWEA MAP

STAR Renaissance (6-8 math and reading)

STAR Renaissance (6-8 math and reading)
NWEA MAP

3|Page



DRAFT for DISCUSSION

TEXAS SCHOOL ALLIANCE SURVEY RESULTS | READING SCREENERS MARCH 1, 2022

If any instrument being used this year is through a waiver, what option is
being considered for next year if (1) the Commissioner's list does not change,
and (2) the waiver is no longer an option? Limit 100 words.

Answered: 16 Skipped: 0

Open-Ended Response
N/A

We were under the impression that the waiver ended last year so in the midst of a pandemic, we
transitioned to Amplify/mClass - one of the limited options offered.

We want to continue with the waiver. We are not ready to make a decision at this time. If a waiver is
not a choice we will explore our options and make a decision based on the needs of the kids.

N/A

N/A

We'll use TPRI for Elem, no plans for 7th.

No waiver is being used this year

Will want to continue using MAP. If not allowed, we will go back to using TMSFA.

We are changing our instruments to align to the requirements beginning next year.
N/A

Hoping there is a waiver...

N/A

No waiver is currently being used.

We did not apply for a waiver. We are meeting all requirements. One comment | would like to make is
for TEA to consider the 7th grade tool. It provides no instructional value and has become a compliance
piece for the beginning of the year.

N/A

N/A

4|Page
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