



DRAFT MINUTES
Virginia Board of Education
Standing Committee on School and Division Accountability
Wednesday, November 14, 2018
3:45 p.m.
Jefferson Conference Room, James Monroe Building
101 North 14th Street, Richmond, Virginia

Welcome and Opening Comments 

The following Board of Education (Board) members were present for the November 14, 2018 meeting of the Committee on School and Division Accountability:  Diane Atkinson, Dr. Francisco Durán, Daniel Gecker, Anne Holton, Elizabeth Lodal, Dr. Keisha Pexton, Dr. Tamara Wallace, and Dr. Jamelle Wilson.  Dr. James Lane, Superintendent of Public Instruction, was also present.  Kim Adkins was absent.

Ms. Atkinson, chair of this committee, convened the meeting at 3:45 p.m. 

Public Comment 

Ms. Atkinson opened the floor to public comment.  No individuals requested to address the committee.

Presentation: Review of Board of Education’s Guidelines on Exemplar School Recognition

Link to presentation:  Discussion on Virginia's State Assessment Program (PPT)

Shelley Loving-Ryder, Assistant Superintendent of Student Assessment and ESEA Programs for the Virginia Department of Education (VDOE), presented an overview of Virginia’s state assessment program, including background, history of changes, and the Board’s authority to define the state assessment program.  Ms. Loving-Ryder also presented information on the end-of-course (EOC) writing tests.

Board members discussed transitioning from the EOC writing test to a performance assessment.  The EOC writing test is currently a local option.  Board members requested information on how many school divisions are currently utilizing this local option.

Board members discussed transitioning to performance assessment for the 8th grade writing test.  Board members requested more information on the 5th grade writing performance assessment, which has been in place for several years.  Ms. Loving-Ryder stated that a review of the 5th grade writing performance assessment was conducted in 2015, with less formal review occurring in subsequent years.  Board members requested data from these reviews of the 5th grade writing performance assessment.

One Board member asked if there has been a difference in the 8th grade writing test scores since the 5th grade writing test was eliminated in 2014.  Ms. Loving-Ryder stated that this year’s 8th grade class is the first class not tested in 5th grade.  There was a drop in the pass rates for this class; however, a drop in pass rates occurred across the board, so it may be more appropriately viewed as remaining steady.

Board members discussed the possibility of an interdisciplinary or blended approach—a test which would test history and writing simultaneously, for example.  

Board members requested more information on the SOL Innovation Committee recommendations regarding writing tests and performance assessments.

One Board member stated that it may be beneficial to align the 5th grade, 8th grade, and high school writing assessments.  Board members expressed interest in discussing the transition of the 8th grade and the high school writing tests to performance assessments.  Board members requested more information on these assessments, including data from the current school year and stakeholder opinions.  The Board plans to revisit this issue after the Standards of Quality review in fall of 2019.  

Board members also discussed history assessments.  One Board member inquired about the difference between the 2008 history Standards of Learning (SOL) and the current history SOL adopted in 2015, specifically asking how the 2015 SOL are related to the current history tests.  Ms. Loving-Ryder explained that customarily new tests are adopted three years following the adoption of the SOL.  However, in anticipation of the transition to performance assessments in place of standardized tests, new tests have not been adopted for history since the adoption of the 2015 history SOL.  Ms. Loving-Ryder also stated that the differences in the 2008 history SOL and the 2015 history SOL varies by subject.  Supplemental instructional materials have been provided to school divisions covering any information from the 2008 SOL that was not covered by the 2015 SOL.  

Board members discussed transitioning to performance assessment for history.  Board members expressed concern about history receiving less attention if it is no longer tested through a standardized assessment.

Presentation: Review of Cut Scores for the Algebra I, Geometry, and Algebra II EOC Tests Based on the 2016 Mathematics SOL

Ms. Loving-Ryder presented a brief review of how scoring is established for SOL tests.  Ms. Loving-Ryder explained that a new mathematics test is being administered this year.  Accordingly, the Board must adopt the score that is required to pass the test.  This score is also referred to as the “cut score.”  A committee of educators was convened in November 2018 to assist with the standard setting process.  The performance levels used for scoring an SOL test are: failing, proficient, and advanced.  The committee recommended scores to separate failing from proficient and proficient from advanced.  Ms. Loving-Ryder presented the numerical scores proposed by the committee.  The Board continued this discussion the following day, as the Board received the proposed scores for first review at the November 15, 2018 business meeting.

Presentation:  Review of Revised Guidelines for Local Alternative Assessments for 2018-2019 through 2019-2020

Ms. Loving-Ryder presented an overview of the revisions to the Guidelines for Local Alternative Assessments for 2018-2019 through 2019-2020.  In 2014, legislation eliminated five SOL tests and replaced those tests with local performance assessments.  Accordingly, the Board adopted a set of guidelines for the local performance assessments in the fall of 2014.  The guidelines were revised in 2016 to include a timeline for school divisions to move towards performance assessments.

The expectations for school divisions for the 2018-2019 school year are clarified in the new revisions to the guidelines.  School divisions are expected to use the quality criteria tool, which is a set of indicators that help school divisions ensure they have quality tasks, and the rubrics provided by VDOE.

[bookmark: _GoBack]For the 2019-2020 school year, school divisions are expected to continue using the quality criteria tool and the VDOE rubrics, and also create a balanced assessment map.  The balanced assessment map indicates how the school division plans to cover the content and how that content will be assessed in a balanced way.  The assessment maps must include some performance assessments.  By the end of 2019-2020, school divisions are also expected to implement cross-scoring, where assessments are scored by teachers from schools other than where the assessment was administered.  VDOE plans to provide opportunities for professional development regarding cross-scoring.  

The Board received the revised Guidelines for Local Alternative Assessment for 2018-2019 through 2019-2020 for first review at the November 15, 2018 business meeting.

Adjournment

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m.
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