Table XI

Changes in State Assessment programam

Major changes in assessment programs have occurred in this decade. Changes that
occurred in the 1970s were mainly changes in tests (often switching from one
standardized test to another) and changes in subjects and grade levels tested. Of special
interest is the fact that several states moved from norm-referenced to criterion-
referenced testing during this period, a trend which has been reversed in the 1980s.
Although matrix sampling was introduced in California in the 1970s, it was not
introduced until the 1980s in other states adopting this procedure. At this time,
however, the shift is definitely away from sampling of any kind to testing all students in
the subjects and grades to be tested.

In general, the movement appears to be toward increased use of standardized tests,
accompanied by more sophisticated methods of reporting scores that enable comparisons
to be made that take into account differences in socioeconomic levels, types of districts,
racial composition of schools, etc. This may be contrasted with a few situations in which
different approaches are being used that have some interesting features. For example,
Minnesota has moved to a local option testing program backed by a strong program of
technical assistance, and availability of tests in a wide range of subjects. Oregon plans
to make available a list of approved tests requiring that districts select from among
them while using results of an equating study to accumulate results and make
comparisons among districts. Kentucky is moving to a mandatory testing of all students
in al grade levels K-12, using custom designed tests that can produce both national norm

and criterion-referenced information.
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Major Changesin the 1970s

California — Moved from commercial to locally developed tests. Introduced comparison
score bands (SES, etc.); matrix sampling.

Hawaii — Introduced use of tests for certification as well as achievement; introduced
technical support for schools which doubled with new tests.

Michigan — Added 10th grade tests; moved from sanctions to school improvement
program; moved to CR testing; changed certification codes (to include competencies
measured by SA tests).

Minnesota — Based the hiring and assignment of new teachers on needs derived from test
data; added subject tests.

Washington — Changed from CTBS to CAT (1979).

Virginia — Changed to SRA (1972); major changes responding to improper local
administration of tests.

West Virginia— Changed to CTBS (1973).

Utah — Dropped science, added reading (1978).

Georgia— Changed from NRT to CRT (1 976).

[llinois — Evaluation and Assessment programs merged (1978).

Major Changes in the 1980s

California — Added social studies, grade 8; piloted writing, grade 8; more grades added;
critical thinking added; Instruction and Improvement Fund incentive plan introduced.

Hawaii — Introduced improved tests, expanded program.

Oregon — Moved from sampling, grades 4, 7, 11 to census, grade 8, but using local option
from state approved list of tests, equating of test norms from approved list underway.

Alabama — Tests changed, improved; “needy” system identified for legislature, SEA
assistance; GLE reporting eliminated; moved from sampling to census.

Alaska — Moved from sampling to census.
Colorado — Piloted new program for grades 3, 6, 9, 11 with standard tests.

Connecticut — Mastery testing program added to SA program; matrix sampling
introduced for SA program.

Indiana — Moved to mandatory program; legislature provided funds for remediation in
districts identified by SA as needing help.
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Kentucky — Changed from CTBS to CTB custom tests yielding both NR and CR
information; testing at all grade levels K-12 introduced.

Maine — SA tied to state improvement plan, matrix sampling introduced; technical
support to local districts introduced; parent reports added; all students tested, grades 6,
8, 11.

Michigan — None.

Minnesota — Moved to local option testing with strong technical support; expanded tests
available from department (personal skills, energy).

Missouri — Moved to mandated program; language arts added.

Rhode Island — Moved to mandated program; moved from sampling to testing al pupils in
grades tested.

South Carolina — School improvement plan introduced with SA; moved to mandatory
programs;, moved from sample to census testing of grade levels included; identification of
districts where education seriously impaired — could lead to sanctions.

New Mexico — Dropped grades 6, 11; added grade 3.

Virginia — Introduced funding for remedia education based on SA results.

West Virginia — Dropped cognition ability test.

Utah — Change in SA funding from Title IV to state legislature.

[llinois — Changed in areas tested; types of tests used in reading, writing, and science;
types of scores reported (added norm scores).

Several states have introduced item response procedures that should result in
improved test construction and scales for the interpretation of results.

Connecticut has introduced a mastery testing program in addition to its state
assessment program.

Sanctions have not been extensively used, but where they have, the trend is to drop
this approach in favor of tying state assessment results to systems of identifying needy
school districts for purposes of state support, or tying results to state or local school
improvement programs as in Michigan and Maine. Finally, in the 1980s there is a decided
trend toward making state assessment testing mandatory (as opposed to optional) for

local school districts.
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Approximately half of the states reporting state assessment programs have now had
them in effect for ten or more years, reflecting the tendency of programs to remain in
place once established. However, major changes have been noted by most of these
districts over a period of years, and even by a number of established for shorter times.

State education agencies were asked in the OTA survey to indicate changes that
are currently being contemplated in state assessment programs. Information submitted
for the most part confirms the directions that have been established in the 1980s,
including the movement toward norm-referenced measurement, expansion of subject and
grade levels being measured, mandatory testing on the part of local districts, testing all
students instead of samples of students in grade levels tested, introduction of more
variables to assist in interpretation of test scores, and greater provision of technical
assistance to local districts. Nothing submitted suggests that significant, innovative
changes are being planned in the technology of testing, or in the philosophy, purposes or

objectives of these programs.
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Students perception of ability to lwmrework
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How often receive direct instruction for math, English, .science,
social studies (grades 8 & 11)
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(grades 8 & 11

Interest in school -all grades

Percent acadenic college preparation students (grade 11)
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