Table 11

Reporting Practices of Testing Programs

The methods of reporting minimum competency test results also reflect the
diversity of testing practices in the states. Seventeen states report using pass/fail data,
13 use raw scores, 15 use percent correct. Among states that report derived scores, 9
use IRT scale scores, 3 use percentiles, and 2 states report standard scores. Most states
report a mix of these types of scores, and within a given state that mix may vary
depending on the subjects being tested.

Reports of test results are distributed to teachers and students in 25 states,
principals in 25, superintendents in 25, state education agency curriculum. personnel in
22, state boards of education in 22, media and public through state education agency
reports in 20, legislatures in 21, and the public on request in 20 states. In general, the
reports to students and teachers are individual score reports, while the reports made
available to the other parties named are summary reports.

The common use of minimum competency test information for remedial purposes
suggests that most tests yield information on specific objectives within the tests, and a
number of states yield information on specific objectives within the tests, and a number
of states explicitly point to the fact that pass/fail requirements were set for each
objective within the tests. The trend, however, appears to be away from criterion-
referenced standards for each objective toward pass/fail standards based on overall IRT

scale score, with added diagnostic information for specific objectives.
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