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What We Know Now...

— 2023 Accountability Ratings
— HB 4 by Chairman Buckley
— HB 123 by Rep. Dutton

— Other bills of interest

TEA Updates & Reminders



Highlights of the 2022 Accountability System Ratings Highlights of the 2023 Accountability System Ratings
2023 Ratings Release in April 2025
Campuses (including Open-Enroliment Charter Schools) £ Texas’ 15th Court of Appeals has ruled that TEA can release 2023 accountability ratings reflecting
Of the 8,966 campuses in Texas, 8,449 were evaluated for ratings. Of the campuses considered for 8 performance data from the 2022-2023 school year in April 2025.
ratings 2,355 (27.9%) earned an A overall rating, 3,889 (46.0%) campuses earned a B overall rating, —
1,637 (19.4%) earned a C overall rating, 561 (6.6%) campuses earned a Not Roted: Senate Bill 1365 06 "lq_J Campu cas
overall rating and 7(0.1%) earned a Not Rated: Doto Under Review. 517 campuses were labeled Not
Rated. ' { } ¥ gO oc Of the 9,044 campuses in Texas (including open-enrollment charter campuses, and i -
— B\ campuses evaluated under Alternative Education Accountability), 8,539 were evalug % Change
Campus Accountability Rating Count Percentage 8 ot campuses considered for ratings, 1,646 (19.3%) earned an A overall rating, 2,873 (33 2023 VS 2024
A 2,355 27.9% o '_a earned a B overall rating, 2,107 (24.7%) earned a C overall rating, 1,264 (14.8%) cam|
8 3,889 46.0% g S overall rating, 649 (7.6%) an F overall rating.
c 1,637 19.4% C
Not Rated: Senate Bill 1365 561 6.6% o 8 2023 Campus Accountability Rating | Count Percentage o
Not Rated: Data Under Review 7 0.1% é (&) A 1,646 19.3% -9 /g
ik i e ICT.) 2 8 2,873 33.6% -12%
o
1 D 1,264 14.8%
+ 1)
o ) < ; e 16%
Source: TEA Highlights of the 2022 Accountability System. 8-15-2022 Not Rated 505
Totals 9,044
2022 and 2023 cannot be compared side-by-side. The 2022 What If ratings were provided to
systems to reference alongside 2023.

Source: https://tea.texas.gov/texas-
0
schools/accountability/academic- 22% or 1,913 campuses

accountability/performance-reporting/2023- received a D or F rating. This
accountability-rating-system is a 240% increase from the

561 D/F campuses in 2022.
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accountability ratings are
finally out. Here's how
Texas schools fared.

By Elizabeth Sander, Anastasia Goodwin,
Staff writers

April 24, 2025

“While 3,609 [or 43%] campuses declined and 3,675 [or 44%]

ki THE TEXAS TRIBUNE

1 in 5 Texas schools got a D or F rating under new
performance standards

¥ SNEHA DEY AND ROB REID APRIL 24, 2025 WUPDATED: 7 PM CENTRA

Failing grades for districts were made public for the first time since 2019, They showed schools with

NOCAL / EOUCATION stayed the same in the 2023 rankings, TEA Commissioner Mike
TEA's official 2023 Morath noted that 1,084 [or 13%] campuses in Texas saw growth.”

-- Houston Chronicle

“TEA Commissioner Mike Morath attributed that decline to
a drop in academic growth as schools worked to recover
from the pandemic.

Many school district leaders, meanwhile, have attributed
the declines to stricter college and career readiness
standards. For the first time, schools had to show that 88%
of their graduating high school students were college or
career-ready to get an A, up from the 60% benchmarkin
previous years.” -- Texas Tribune




The role poverty plays in ratings

Districts with higher rates of low-income students were more likely togetaDoranF
than their wealthier counterparts. Almost none of the school districts with a rate of
low-income students lower than 20% received an overall rating of D or F.

Schools in lower-income areas are often working with fewer resources to meet the
same goalposts as every other school in the state. Opponents of the rating system
say it is unfair for schools working with fewer resources and doesn’t reflect the
enormous needs of educating students coming from struggling families.

Economically disadvantaged students are more likely to perform worse
on state accountability measures

Campuses with higher proportions of economically disadvantaged students are less likely to receive
As and more likely to receive lower grades on TEA's accountability system. This chart breaks down
campuses by their pertion of economically disadvantaged students and compares the percentage of
their students who received A, B or C and lower grades.

B: WMEorC DorF

80 to 100% (high) Rl 51% 39%

60 to B80% 12% 66% 23%
40 o 60% 17% 74% i}

20c0.20%

0 to 20% (low) 75% 25%

Mote: The state defines economically disadvantaged students as those eligible for free or reduced-price lunches under
the Mational School Lunch and Child Mutrition Program.

Sournce: Texas Education Agency

Credit: Rob Reid

Source: Texas Tribune. 1 in 5 schools got a D or F rating. 4-24-2025

LI THE TEXAS TRIBUNE

1 in 5 Texas schools got a D or F rating under new
performance standards

Failing grades for districts were made public for the first time since 2019, They showed schools with
the poorest students were morne likely to get a low score,

BY SNEHA DEY AND ROB REID APRIL 24, 2025 UPDATED: 7 PM CENTRAL




The role poverty plays in ratings

Districts with higher rates of low-income students were more likelytogetaDoran F
than their wealthier counterparts. Almost none of the school districts with a rate of
low-income students lower than 20% received an overall rating of D or F.

Schools in lower-income areas are often working with fewer resources to meet the
same goalposts as every other school in the state. Opponents of the rating system
say it is unfair for schools working with fewer resources and doesn’t reflect the
enormous needs of educating students coming from struggling families.

Economically disadvantaged students are more likely to perform worse
on state accountability measures

Campuses with higher proportions of economically disadvantaged students are less likely to receive
A= and more likely to receive lower grades on TEA's accountability system. This chart breaks down
campuses by their portion of economically disadvantaged students and compares the percentage of
their students who received A, B or C and lower grades.

H: BEcrC DorF

80 to 100% (high) i 51% 39%
60 o 20% 12% 66%

40 to 60% 17% 74%
20 to 40% 30% 60%
0 o 20% {low) 75% 25%

Mote: The state defines economically disadvantaged students as those eligible for free or reduced-price lunches under
the National School Lunch and Child Nutrition Program.

Source: Texas Education Agency

Credit: Rob Reid

Source: Texas Tribune. 1 in 5 schools got a D or F rating. 4-24-2025

“Texas schools with
high percentages of low-
income students tended

to earn poor scores in
the revamped school
rating system, while
schools with more
affluent students tended
to earn higher marks.”

EASURE
DO TEXAS SCHOOL RATINGS M
CAMPUS SUCCESS OR STUDENT POVERTY?E.
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https://stories.usatodaynetwork.com/low-

income-students-and-school-ratings/home/
Published 8-30-2019



https://stories.usatodaynetwork.com/low-income-students-and-school-ratings/home/
https://stories.usatodaynetwork.com/low-income-students-and-school-ratings/home/

Analysis of 2023 A-F Scores in Texas Schools

2023 All Schools Overall Scale vs % Economically Disadvantaged
As Economically Disadvantaged Rate Goes Up, Overall Scale Score Goes Down
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2018 2019 2022 [ 2023 2018 2019 2022 [ 2023 2018 2019 2022 [ 2023 2018 2019 2022 [
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Research Question: What is the correlation between Texas’ campus A-F accountability ratings or scale score
range and percentage of economically disadvantaged students enrolled?

Domain 1: Student Achievement

Domain 2: School Progress

Domain 3: Closing the Gaps

Overall Rating

Source: TEA Accountability Data Files, various years.

Mumbers represent r-values from linear regression models
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Strongth of
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Source: hrtps/ftatistic s laerd com,statistical
guides/ pearson-cornelation coetfickent-statistical guide_php




CSHB4 BILL SUMMARY

by House Public Education Committee Chairman Brad Buckley
Effective Date: September 1, 2025

/ Overview ™

CSHB 4 reshapes the Texas assessment and accountability system,
replacing excessive testing with meaningful learning and ensuring
transparency. This reform builds trust and confidence in the state
testing and accountability system, includes local ownership, and

\\primitizes student growth at all levels. /

/“Highlights
[~ 4 Taesting Reform: Focused and Meaningful
_J « Replaces the STAAR test with a nationally norm-referenced, through-year progress
monitoring system for Math, Reading, and Science.
+ Provides real-time, user-friendly feedback to parents, students, and teachers, ensuring
immediate transparency in student progress,
. Streamlines asseszments to meet minimum federal testing requirements and eliminates
stand-alone writing exams.

J Strong Accountability with Local Ownership
+ Maintains annual A-F ratings for campuses and districts, ensuring consistency and

reliability.
« Incorporates local indicators focused on:
Workforce development at all levels
Early childhood readiness
Student engagement in extra/co-curricular activities
Advancement opportunities for high-achieving students
o Cuality teacher development

J Clear and Predictable Implementation
| « All rules finalized by July 15 each vear to ensure stability before school starts.

« Major accountability changes require legislative approval.
« Esztablishes an expedited court process for potential accountability disputes.

°
a
a
a

Fiscal Responsibility
+ Leverages private sector innovation to enhance effectiveness and minimize costs.
« Prigritizes efficiency without increasing bureaucracy.

\
e

~

J

Key provisions in CSHB 4 include:

[31] Effective: September 1, 2025

Testing Reform: Focused & Meaningful

Replaces STAAR with a nationally norm-referenced, through-year progress
monitoring system for Math, Reading, and Science.

BOY (growth), MOY (growth), and EQY (combination of state standards
component + growth component); TEKS are assessed — not ignored.

Real-time feedback. Parents, students, and teachers get user-friendly updates
within 24 hours to ensure transparency in student progress.

Less testing, more learning. Eliminates standalone writing tests and limits testing
to federally required subjects only. Nationally normed tests usually require 2—3
hours per administration and EQY at the end of May provides one additional
month of instruction - giving back valuable instruction time to teachers.

Accountability: Strong & Local

Maintains annual A—F ratings for campuses and districts.

Maintains the 3 domains of the A-F ratings framework.

Incorporates local indicators aligned to legislative priorities:
1. Workforce development at all levels

2. Early childhood readiness

3.  Student engagement in extra/co-curriculars
4. Advancement for high-achievers

5.  Quality teacher development

Implementation: Predictable & Transparent

Rule stability. All rules finalized by July 15 each year.

Changes to lagging indicators (i.e. graduation rates and CCMR) begin with
incoming freshman class.

Legislative control. Major accountability changes to domains and indicators
require legislative approval.

Faster resolutions. Introduces expedited court process for accountability disputes




Calculating Overall A-F Ratings TES

Texas Education Agency -

CSHB 4 proposes ES & MS =85% + 10% Local | HS =95% 5%

Better of Achievement or Progress: 70%

School Progress

CHOOSE How far students have come or how
THE campuses have done compared to
HIGHER similar comparison groups
OF Better of Growth or
“ Relative Performance OVERALL
CHOOSE Closing GRADE
Student THE The Gaps
Achievement HIGHER How different
What students
OF student groups
know and can do Academic Relative are performing
Growth “ Performance
CSHB 4 proposes 8" gr CSHB 4 proposes R, M &
Social Studies & U.S. Science Through-year Growth

History move to a local

district option
Note: If a campus receives a D or an F for 3 of the 4 domains listed above, their final scale score is capped at 69 and 59 (respectively), unless
the campus is not scored on all four domains, or the student achievement domain is above a D or F [respectively).

Source: TEA Superintendents Resources 2023 A-F Accountability 4-24-25



Senate Bill 2 (ESA vouchers) and CSHB 4 (testing & accountability) both include
‘nationally norm-referenced tests.” “What are the benefits of using a nationally-
normed referenced test vs. a criterion-referenced test (STAAR)?”

Parity with Private Schools. If a nationally-normed test is good enough for private schools (and ESA
students), then it is good enough for public schools.

Less Testing Time. Nationally normed tests usually require 2—3 hours per administration, much less
than STAAR'’s 6—7 hour reading test and 3-4 hours for math, science, and social studies, giving back
valuable instructional time.

Immediate (or Nearly Immediate) Results. Unlike STAAR’s 4 to 6 weeks delay, nationally normed
tests typically provide quick or immediate feedback, allowing teachers to adjust instruction while it still
matters (immediate acceleration).

Designed for Measuring Growth. Tests like i-Ready and NWEA MAP are built to measure growth over
time, offering more intentional and consistent tracking of student progress across the year rather than
relying on post-hoc growth estimates like STAAR.

Greater Confidence in Results. Users trust the validity and purpose of tests like PSAT, SAT, i-Ready,
and MAP while STAAR often faces skepticism from educators and parents who question what the
scores really mean.

Broader, Meaningful Comparisons. Nationally normed tests allow Texas to compare student
performance of districts not just within the state, but also against national benchmarks, providing a

clearer picture of how we are improving relative to the rest of the country. TEC 39.028 COMPARISON OF
STATE RESULTS TO NATIONAL RESULTS.

% TEXAS CENTER jor
= SCHOOL ACCOUNTABILITY

10




Testing in Transition:

The Rise of Through-
Year Assessments for
Accountability

TEXAS CENTER for
= SCHOOL ACCOUNTABILITY

Empowering Leaders | Elevating Student Success

March 2025

Can state tests be both assessments OF
learning and assessments FOR learning?

mAt least 13 states, including Texas, are in varying stages of
developing, piloting and implementing through-year
assessment models.

"At their core, through-year assessments measure student
performance multiple times throughout the school year
rather than in a single end-of-year test.

*The goal is to provide more frequent, shorter tests that
offer ongoing insight into student progress

mResearch on through-year assessments for accountability
is limited:

—Education First — January 2023
—Center for Assessment — March 2023
—Bellwether Study — November 2023



https://www.education-first.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/01/What-are-Through-year-Assessments-1.pdf
https://www.nciea.org/library/through-year-assessment-ten-key-considerations/
https://bellwether.org/publications/testing-the-waters/
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ASSESSMENTSYSTEM FEATURES

FORACCOUNTABIUTY RATINGS

Research Question: Can state tests be both assessments OF learning and assessments FOR learning?

CALCULATING SUMMATVESCORES  TESTING WHAT'S
Al

LOUISIANA
FEATURE ALASKA DELAWARE FLORIDA GEORGIA INDIANA KANSAS ELA ONLY MAINE MONTANA NEBRASKA NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS VIRGINIA
August 2022 August 2024: August 2023: ONHOLD Pilot: 2025-2026 Full  |Refresh 2024-2025 August 2023: August 2023: August 2025 August 2023: Pilot: Began in 19-20 Pilot: Began in22-23  |August2022:
Timetine /implentation | )0y plementation  |Full Implementation  [Full Implementation Implementation FullImplementation  |Fulllmplementation  |Full Implementation  ||Fullimplementation | FullImplementation Year3of 5-YearPilot | Full Implementation
ELA & Math, Gr3-9 Soc. Studies, Gr.4-8  |ELAReading, Gr. VPK-10 |ELA & Math, Gr3-8 ELA & Math, Gr 3-8 ELA & Math, Gr3-12  |ELA, Gr3-8 Reading & Math, Gr 3-8||ELA&Math, Gr3-8 | ELA& Math, Gr3-8 Reading & Math, Gr3-8 | Science, Gr 5; Math, Gr |Reading & Math, Gr 3-8
Subjects & Grades Math, Gr. VPK-8 Science, 5&8 and Gr. 10 6 &7, Soc. Studies, Gr
—— | — 3 —
Primary Vendor NWEA Pearson VPK-2:Renaissance  [NWEA Cambium State created NWEA NWEA New Meridian NWEA State created Pearson, Cambium | Pearson
3-10: Cambiym L
# of Administrations BOY=MAP Growth  [BOY BOY = FAST BOY BOY = ILEARN BOY = KAP interim BOY = |AP BOY = required BOY=testlets BOY = required BOY = optionial BOY BOY
MOY = MAP Growth  |MOY MOY = FAST MOy MOY = ILEARN MOY = KAP interim MOY = |AP MOY = optional MOY = testlets MOY = optional MOY = optional MOy MOY
EQY = AK STAR EQY EQY = FAST EQY EOQY = ILEARN EQY = KAP interim EQY =IAP EQY = required EQY = testiets EQY =required EOY = optional EOY Standards of Learning
1 Summative 1 summative Anchor Test 1 flexible summative STAAR summative summative
Total Testing Time 2hours pertestfor4 | Avg. 30 minutes per  [VPK - 45 min. Approx, 90 min. per  |TBD Each interim has Unitmodels are 8-11  |Approx. 60-min. 40min. pertesting | 90 minutes per testfor | Test admin. for NC BOY & MOY have Growth assessments
hours + AK STAR testing admin. approx. |K-1: 120 min. test for about 4.5 hour between 17 and 25 iterns and should take |sessions for each sessionfornomore | roughly 4.5 hours total |Check-Ins 2.01s less around 20 items each  |are untimed, but each
Summative 1.5 hrs total 2:128 min. total questions. approx. 45-60 min.to |content area admin  ||than four hours of total than 90 minutes and the EQY admin is estimated to
3-5: 560 min. Approx. 45 - 60 min per |complete during BOY (fall) testing time over the has around 30items. |take about half as long
6-8: 620 min. session for atotal of and EQY(spring) admin | 8cademic year asthe spring
9-10: 300 min. approx. 3 hours windows summative
Adaptability ltem-level adaptive  |Fixed forms Item-level adaptive ltem-level adaptive  |Initial- Fixed forms, NIA Mon-adaptive Computer adaptive  ||Non-adaptiveinthe  |ftem-level adaptive | The flexible summative is| Multi-stage adaptive | Item-level adaptive
Mave to adaptive pilot phase; explore amulti-staged fixed
interims by 27-28 future adaptability adaptive design.
Assesses all grade-level . E . E E
standards each time M - m M E E E E
Assesses a subset of E m . E . _
standards each time - - - - o o T
Syncs test w leaming or m . E . _
scope & sequence o m o o Z o m o
Summative score based . E E m E
Summatve M - %] M M | - M
Apgregates tests to m m M . . _ .
create summative score o o - - o o
Weights Used for BOY=0 N/A BOY=0 N/A TED - legislature in BOY=0 LAintends toweigh  |BOY=0 MTintends 10 BOY=0 Nodecision hasbeen | Nodecision hasbeen |BOY =0
Accountability Ratings  [MOY=0 MOY =0 session MOY =0 each admin. equally. |MOY=0 aggregate MOY=0 made made MOY =0
EOY = 100% AK STAR EOY= 100% FAST EOY = 100% KAP EOY = 100% results fram all testlets| EOY = 100% Sol = 100%
GROWTH = BOY to EQv||to produce a
100% summative score.
High School Tests Used | ELA, Mathgrade @ | Nostate highschool  |EOCs: RLAgrade 9, EOCs: American Lit.& |ELA, & Math - SAT, ELA, Math-grade 10 | EOCs: English 1, Reading, Math - Reading, Math, Reading, English, Biology, English I, NC | EOCs: Algebra 1, ::E;‘“:'@f:ﬁ IID-Q
for ESSA Science grade 10 exams - use SAT Algebra |, Geometry, Composition, Algebra |Biclogy EQC, & Science - grade 11 English I, Algebral,  [through year Science -ACTwith | Math, Science, Writing Math 1, and NCMath 3 | English 1, English 2, chemls::; earthacience,
Biology, Civics, US I, Biology, US History  |Naturalization Exam Geametry, Biology, US |asssessmentyear 2 of ||Witingingrade 11| ACTwith Writingin | EQCs; Pre-ACT; ACT Biology, USHIStory |1\ wecpraphy, wortd
History (after US Government) History, Civics HS; Science - year 3 of year3 history 1, warld histary 2,

HS

Virginia & US History

Sources: What Are Through-Year Assessments? State Profiles, Education First, January 2023; various state education department documeants.
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FEATURE

Research Question: Can state tests be both assessments OF learning and assessments FOR learning?

ALASKA

DELAWARE

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

INDIANA

LOUISIANA
ELA ONLY

MAINE

MONTANA

NEERASKA

NORTH CAROLINA

TEXAS

VIRGINIA

ASSESSMENTSYSTEM FEATURES

FORACCOUNTABILUTY RATINGS

CALCULATING SUMMATIVE SCORES TESTING WHAT'S

August 2022: ugust 2024: August 2023: ONHOLD Pilot: 2025-2026 Full Refresh 2024-2025 August 2023: August 2023: August 2025: August 2023 Pllot: Began in 19-20 Pilot: Began in22-23  |August 2022:
Twncline / Inpleatation Full Implementation ull Implementation  |Full Implementation Implementation Full Implementation Full Implementation || Full Implementation Full Implementation | |Full Implementation Year3 of 5-Year Pilot  |Fullimplementation
ELA & Math, Gr3-9 oc. Studies, Gr.4-3  |ELAReading, Gr. VPK-10 |ELA & Math, Gr3-8 ELA & Math, Gr 3-8 ELA & Math, Gr3-12 ELA,Gr3-8 Reading & Math, Gr 3-8 FLA & Math, Gr 3-8 ELA & Math, Gr 3-8 REading & Math, Gr3-8  |Science, Gr 5; Math, Gr |Reading & Math, Gr 3-8
Subjects & Grades Math, Gr. VPK-8 Science, 5&8 and Gr. 10 6 & 7: Soc. Studies, Gr
8
Primary Vendor NWEA earson VPK - 2: Renaissance NWEA Cambium State created NWEA NWEA New Meridian NWEA te created Pearson, Cambium Pearson
3-10: Cambium T
# of Administrations BOY = MAP Growth oY BOY = FAST BOY BOY = ILEARN BOY = KAP interim BOY = |AP BOY = required BOY = testlets BOY = required ¥ = optional BOY BOY
MOY = MAP Growth MOY MOY = FAST MOY MOY = ILEARN MOY = KAP interim MOY = AP MOY = optional MOY = testlets MOY = optional ¥ = optional MOy MOY
EOQY = AK STAR oY EQY = FAST EQY EOQY =ILEARN EQY = KAPinterim EQY =1AP EQY =required EQY =testlets EQY =required EpY = optional EQY Standards of Learning
1 Summative 1 summative Anchar Test 1flexible summative  |STAAR summative summative
2 hours per test for 4 wvg. 30 minutes per WPK - 45 min. Approx. 90 min.per  [TBD Each interim has Unitmodels are 8-11 J|Approx. 60-min. 40 min. per testing 90 minutes per test for |Thst admin. for NC BOY & MOY have Growth assessments
hours + AK STAR esting admin. approx. |[K-1: 120 min. test for about 4.5 hour between 17 and 25 items and should take |[sessions for each session for nomore | roughly 4.5 hours total |Check-Ins 2.0is less around 20 items each  |are untimed, but each
Summative 4 hrs total 2:128 min. total questions. approx. 45-60 min. to |{content area admin than four hours of totd thlan 90 minutes and the EQY admin is estimated to
3-5: 560 min. Approx. 45 - 60 min per | complete during BOY (fall) testing time over the has around 30 items.  [take about half as long
6-8: 620 min. session for a total of and EQY(spring) admin § academic year asthe spring
9-10: 300 min. approx. 3 hours windows summative
Adaptability Item-level adaptive ixed forms Item-level adaptive Item-level adaptive Initial - Fixed forms, MNIA Mon-adaptive Computer adaptive Non-adaptiveinthe | |ltem-level adaptive The flexible summative is| Multi-stage adaptive | Itemn-level adaptive
Move to adaptive pilot phase; explore amulti-staged fixed
interims by 27-28 future adaptability aflaptive design.
Assesses all grade-level
standards each time E o m E m E m E - E - E E
Assesses a subset of
standards each time - E o - - == - == |ZT - E _— -—
Syncs test w leaming or
scope & sequence - E - - E - E B m T E - o
Summative score based|
on final test m - E m E E o E o E E E E
Aggregates teststo
create summative score| - E o - o o E - m o o o -
Weights Used for BOY=0 I BOY=0 MNFA TBD - legislature in BOY=0 LA intends to weigh BOY=0 MT intends to BOY=0 b decision has been Mo decision hasbeen  |BOY =0
Accountability Ratings | |MOY=0 MOY=0 session MOY=0 each admin. equally. ||MOY=0 aggregate MOY=0 mjade made MOY=0
EQY = 100% AK STAR EOQY = 100% FAST EQY = 100% KAP EOQY = 100% results from alltestlegs| EQY = 100% Sol = 100%
GROWTH = BOY to EQYQto produce a
100% summative score.
High School Tests Used | | ELA, Math grade 9 o state high school  |EOCs: RLAgrade 9, EQCs: American Lit.& |ELA, & Math - SAT, ELA, Math - grade 10 EQCs: English |, Reading, Math - Reading, Math, Reading, English, Blology, English I, NC EQCs: Algebra 1, EOCs: Reading, algebra 1,
for ESSA Science grade 10 xams - use SAT Algebra |, Geometry, Compaosition, Algebra |Biology EOC, & Science - grade 11 English Il, Algebral,  ||through year Science - ACTwith | [Math, Science, Writing {Math 1, and NCMath 3 |English 1, English2,  |Eeometn, algebra2, biology,
Biology, Civics, US I, Biology, US History  Naturalization Exam Geometry, Biology, US[|asssessment year 2 of fwritingingrade 11 | |ACTwith Writingin ~ |ECs; Pre-ACT;ACT  |Biology, US History ;E'::;:::ﬁ:f‘
History (after US Government) History, Civics HE; Science - year 3 of year 3 histary 1, warld histary 2,
HS Virginia & US History

Sources: What Are Through

ear Assessments? State P[IT”.ES. Education First, January 2023; various state education department documeants.




“What is an end-of-year test

that combines criterion-
referenced standards and
growth?”

Alaska’s AK STAR is one example
of a balanced assessment system
that connects beginning-of-year
or middle-of-year growth interim
assessments to the end-of-year
test, which is made up of a grade-
specific summative component
combined with a growth
component.
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PAULSON, ALICIA

A AKSID: 123456
) School: ABILENE MIDDLE SHO0L

ARKS - ar A MG WA Chool!
HATERITTER G AraTIE nRAEm= District: PLEASANT VALLEY LISD

2023 Individual Student Report

What is AK STAR?

The Alaska System of Academic Readiness (AK STAR) is designed to streamline the testing experience for grades 3-
9in the areas of English language arts (ELA) and mathematics. This balanced approach connects fall or winter MAP
® Growth™ interim assessments to the spring AK STAR, which is made up of a grade-specific summative
component combined with a growth component. With this approach, Alaska has a comprehensive assessment
system that improves efficiency and cohesion and drives student outcomes by prioritizing teaching and learning.

What do the AK STAR scores mean?

Summative Component

® The summative component addresses the breadth and depth of Alaska grade-level content standards, by
showing what a student knows and can do by designating one of the four Achievement Levels.

® The summative component measures student understanding of what they have learned over time.

le scores describe student performance based on Alaska standards.

What are the Achievement Levels for Summative?

Mor-Proficient Praoficient
Approaching
Needs Support Proficient ient
Student may partially Student partially meets Student meets the Student meets the
meet the standards but the standards and may standards and standards and

needs support to master
the knowledge and skills
of current grade level

hawve gaps in knowledge
and skills but is
approaching mastery of

demonstrates mastery
of the knowledge and
skills of most grade level

demonstrates mastery
of the knowledge and
skills on a range of

content. some grade level content. complex grade level
content. content.
) ) ) . . [Eegie]
For more information on grade-specific achievement levels please visit: =
https://education.alaska.gov/assessments/akstar/assessment-design I ¥4

ja}:!

Growth Component (Fowered By MAP Grawth)

® The Growth component provides teachers with accurate, actionable evidence to help inform instructional
strategies regardless of how far students are above or below grade level.

® The Growth component measures what a student knows at that time, and then is compared to their previous
MAP® Growth™ assessments, either fall or winter to provide a conditional growth score. Growth uses a Rasch
unit (RIT) scale and compares your student at that point in time to all other students in the nation who took
MAP® Growth™.

® The Growth component shows growth based on student’s fall or winter MAP® Growth™ Assessment.

MAP® Growth™ Score Key

Less than 215t 21 st - 40th percentile 41st - G0th percentile 61st - B0th percentile Greater than 81st
percentile percentile

'H.‘ For more information on AK STAR, please visit education.alaska.gov/akstar tof3
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English Language Arts

Summative Component Score: Proficient

This score falls in the Proficient ranges for English Language Arts, which indicates that the student meets the
standards and demonstrates mastery of the knowledge and skills of most grade level content.

1608*

“s_l”P

#If tested again under similar drcumstances, we would expect the student’s scores to fall within the dotted range showr.

MNeeds Suppart Approaching Proficient Proficient Advanced
. 1420 - 1570 A IEI—IS';E . 1596 - 1625 1630 - 1780

Comparison to State, District, and School Performance

) Non-Proficient Praficient
RSN et [ -
Alicia P ee
School Median Score 7 I o

District Median Score se7 NN -
State Median Score 623 NI 55

Growth Component Scores (Powered By MAP Growth)

Reading Overall RIT Language Usage Overall RIT

229 82nd 89th 220 74th 68th
RIT Score Achieverment Conditional RIT Score Achievement Conditional
+19 from Fall Percentile Growth -2 from Fall Percentile Growth
Reading Instructional Area RIT Language Usage Instructional Area RIT
218 230 224 220 210 222
Literary Text Informational Vocabulary Grammar Mechanics Write & Revise
Text

MAP® Growth™ Score Key

Low Low Avg avg High Avg High|
Less than 21st 215t - 40th 415t - &0th 61st - BOth Greater than 815t
percentile percertile percentile percentile percentile

For more information, contact your student’s school.

ﬂ For mare information on AK STAR, please visit education_alaska.gow/akstar 2of3
ot 8
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Mathematics

Summative Component Score: Proficient

This score falls in the Proficient ranges for Mathematics, which indicates that the student meets the standards
and demonstrates mastery of the knowledge and skills of most grade level content.

1608*

FI»P

*If tested again under similar creumstances, we would expect the student’s scores to il within the dotted range shown.

- Meeds Support AP Aggma:hirgg Proficient . Proficient Advanced
1420 - 1570 1571 - 159! 1596 - 1629 1630 - 1780

Comparison to State, District, and School Performance

) Non-Proficient Praficient
SR s B oo B
Alicia T e
school Median Score 7 I

District Median Score se7 I 5o
State Median Score 6233 [N 5=

Growth Component Scores (Powered By MAF Growth)

Math Overall RIT

229 82nd 85th
RIT Score Achievernent Percentile Conditional Growth
-2 from Fall [ High |
Math Instructional Area RIT
220 230 232 222
MNumbers and Operations and Geometry Measurement and
Operations Algebraic Thinking Data

MAP® Growth™ Score Key

Less than 21st 21st- 40th 41st - 60th 61st- BOth Greater than B1st
percentile percertile percentile percentile percentile

For more information, contact your student’s school,

ﬂ For more information on AK STAR, please visit education.alaska.gow/ akstar 3ef3




A Tale of Three Assessments

The Maine Through Year Assessment

Students are assessed two to three times per year for
performance monitoring, and teachers receive
interactive reports and tools designed to provide timely

NWEA ASSESSMENTS

Maine Through Year Assessment: Maine Through Year Assessment:
Fall, Winter, & Spring Spring

and actionable information.

MEA SCIENCE The Maine Through Year Assessment will produce two

MAP Growth
ADAPTIVE

The assessment adapts by changing the difficulty
of the questions based on the student’s previous
answers.

NORMATIVE

Mormative assessments determine if an
individual's performance is at a level equal to,
above, or below average. Percentile scores are
frequently used, showing the percentage of

individuals that scare equal to or below the tester.

This means comparing the individual's
performance to a group.

RIT SCORE

RIT scores are used to measure growth over time
and across grade levels. A student’s RIT score
represents the ability level at which a student has
a 50% probability of answering a question
correctly.

Maine
Departrment of

Education

ADAPTIVE

The assessment adapts by changing the difficulty
of the questions based on the student’s previous
answers.

CRITERION-REFERENCED

Criterion-referenced assessments measure a
student’s knowledge and skills against an
academic standard or benchmark. In criterion-
referenced assessments, the performance of
other students does not affect a student’s score.

MAINE-SPECIFIC SCALE
SCORE

The Maine-specific scale score is used to measure
student performance according to grade-level
standards. Scores are aligned to an achievement level
of Well Below, Below, At, and Above State Expectations.

Cut Scores

On this assessment, cut scores represent the difficulty
level at which a student has a 50% probability of
answering a question at that achievement level correctly.

Note on Cut Scores

Maine Science Assessment

FIXED FORM

QOuestions on the assessment are “fixed,” or the same
for all students.

CRITERION-REFERENCED

Criterion-referenced assessments measure a
student’s knowledge and skills against an academic
standard or benchmark. In criterion-referenced
assessments, the performance of other students does
not affect a student’s score.

SCALE SCORE

The scale score is used to measure student
performance according to grade-level standards.
Scores are aligned to an achievement level of Well
Below, Below, At, and Above State Expectations.

Cut Scores

On this assessment, cut scores represent the difficulty
level at which a student has a 67% probability of
answering a question at that achievement level comrectly.

Cut scores based on 50% probability are common for adaptive tests and align with how RIT scores are determined.
Cut scores based on 67% probability are mere commaon for fixed form assessments.

Helping educators, students, & schools thrive. | maine.gov/doe

scores in the spring for each student: a summative,
criterion-referenced score based on the student’s
performance according to grade-level state standards,
and a norm-referenced RIT score useful for measuring
a student’s growth over time.

How does it work?

The summative score is determined by a student’s
performance on the summative portion of the spring
assessment, which can adapt within one-grade level
above and below the assessed grade. In addition, an
RIT score is determined by all questions on the spring
assessment, including both the summative portion and
a diagnostic portion from NWEA’s MAP Growth item
bank which can adapt across multiple grade levels. The
required fall and optional winter assessment
administrations will also produce RIT scores so that
growth can be measured not only between academic
years but also throughout the year.



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Interpreting Student NSCAS Growth Scores

How the computer adaptive design impacts understanding student scores

As a District Assessment Coordinator (DAC), you play an important role in supporting district and school staff as
they administer NSCAS Growth and use the data from the assessment. As school leaders and educators dig into
their student’s results from this spring’s NSCAS Growth administration, the Nebraska Department of Education
(NDE) wants to equip DACs with information on interpreting student NSCAS Growth scores.

NSCAS Growth is a computer adaptive assessment designed to both provide students a chance to answer items
above or below grade level to allow them to demonstrate where they are in their learning while also ensuring there
are enough on-grade level items for summative purposes. Computer adaptive tests select items that are tailored
to a student’s performance throughout the assessment. ltems get easier if a student answers an item incorrectly
and harder if a student answers an item correctly. As a student responds to items, the computer adaptive
assessment better understands where a student is in their learning.

NSCAS Growth generates two different scores that aim to provide comprehensive information on a student’s
results — the NSCAS scale score (summative) and RIT score (diagnostic).

The NSCAS scale score and associated achievement level is based on a subset of items (about 27 items)
that are on-grade and aligned to the state summative blueprint.

The RIT score is based on all items that a student took during that test (about 27 on-grade-level items plus
about 13 items that adapt on- and off-grade-level as needed).

HARDER
DIAGNOSTIC NSCAS GROWTH
STUDENT 3-8 Tests Adapt
SCORE = Only on-grade for summative scores
» Across all grades, though no more than

two grades above student’s enrolled
grade for diagnostic scores

What are the benefits to NSCAS Growth?
The NSCAS Growth assessments help to unify
district and state assessments that measure
student academic growth and mastery of
Nebraska’s College and Career Ready
Standards, and growth relative to national
norms.

This approach to measure growth and
proficiency throughout the year in the unified
assessment system provides coherence across
the assessments, helping to inform instruction
with timely results to teachers within 72 hours,
and meeting accountability requirements — all
while reducing the overall number of
assessments students are required to take.

Source: Nebraska’s Transition to NSCAS Growth Frequently
Ask Questions (FAQ)



What We Know
Now...

) HB 123 by Rep. Harold Dutton (early readiness) voted out
of the House 135Y / 6N

— Includes 3 amendments — one limits math training to grades K-3
rather than K-8

JHB 4701 by Rep. Leo-Wilson (Classic Learning Test) voted
out of House Higher Education Committee 8Y/ 2N
(companion — SB 1241 by Sen. Mayes Middleton)

— Committee sub - Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board sets
college entrance exams and scores (previously included SAT/ACT
language with scores)

— Original filed bill included CLT as well. CLT used mostly by private
and homeschool students and is currently used by 24 IHE in TX
(mostly private) and 280 world-wide

ISB 569 by Sen. Bettencourt / HB 2196 by Rep. Keith Bell
(virtual education) Signed by Governor on May 6

— Virtual education eligible for ADA



2026 Accountability Manual

* Based on feedback, the A—F
Accountability Rating System
Manual and its proposed rules for
2026 Accountability Ratings will — . 1124
be published prior to the start of 2024 2/23/24 5/14/24
the school year. 2025 2/23/24 5/14/24

Re-posted January 2025 Re-adopted April 2025
* A Public Comment period will 026 April 2025 June 202
take place in April 2025. The

manual will be effective in June
2025.

Source: https://tea.texas.qov/texas-schools/accountability/academic-
accountability/oerformance-reporting/taag-meeting-december-2024.pdf



https://tea.texas.gov/texas-schools/accountability/academic-accountability/performance-reporting/taag-meeting-december-2024.pdf
https://tea.texas.gov/texas-schools/accountability/academic-accountability/performance-reporting/taag-meeting-december-2024.pdf

2028 Accountability Refresh
Your feedback is critical to the development
Do you have your ideas ready to submit?

L
2026 Accountability Manual - Proposed
Released in April for public comment
B Do you have your comments ready?

Coming Soon! Lunch & Learn Update from
TAAG

What do you want to know about ‘28 refresh?

1]

STAAR Early Results are Coming!
5-23 (EOC), 5-30 (3-8)
What is the district plan for distribution?
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