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San Francisco…the alluring and fascinating city by the golden gate, is the 
scene of this year’s National Conference on Large-Scale Assessment, Beyond Assessment: Coherent Assessment Systems and the 
Learning Process. 
 

Welcome 

Our theme for this year speaks to the need for balanced and aligned assessment systems that are based on clear standards 
and the recognition that data from student assessments can be used in a variety of legitimate ways from accountability to 
classroom level, real-time information on learning that should and must inform the instructional process for every child in the 
system.   

And San Francisco in late June is the perfect place to catch up on all that is happening in the world of student assessment. 
Come and learn about the latest developments in assessing English language learners. Keep up with the powerful research on 
classroom assessment and shift toward formative assessment that better informs the learning process. Listen to the best 
thinkers, hear about the best programs, and see the latest materials from the publishers.  

This year also marks the launch of a new CCSSO initiative on classroom level assessment, a complement to the traditional 
large-scale assessment news and information that our conference has provided over the past 36 years. Over the coming years 
we hope to shine a bright light on this process in a variety of ways from: 1) establishing a new SCASS collaborative, 2) defining 
this area of formative assessment, 3) collecting and disseminating the growing body of research on its effectiveness, 4) 
convening a new national conference to provide a focus on the pertinent research, information, and training, 5) helping policy 
and decision makers in states and districts understand the needs and the promise for educational reform, and 6) finding the 
best way to provide the professional development to teachers to empower them to use this powerful tool. 

This is also our first effort to make the conference an international affair. We will be hosting a delegation of educators from 
China to explore mutual experiences and share new ideas in student testing and will expand the program next year to invite 
delegations from around the world.  

And finally, last year many of you wanted us to establish Content Strands for the sessions to assure that similar subjects were 
not scheduled at the same time. This year our Planning Committee took your suggestions to heart and aligned each 
presentation to a content strand based on the 13 descriptors below.  
Content Strand Content   Content Strand Content 
 

 
1. Assessing special populations 
2. Issues related to compliance such as AYP 
3. Innovative approaches in student assessment 
4. Technical Issues in assessment 
5. Use of technology in developing, administering, 
                       scoring, and reporting assessments  
6. Alignment issues 

 
7. Formative assessment issues 
8. All things NAEP 
9. General purpose bucket 
10. Assessment literacy 
11. Operational steps in testing program  
12. Assessment in content areas 
13. Reporting/use of assessment data 

 

 
 
 
 

Frank Philip, Conference Director 
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Hotel Security & Safety  

FIRE SAFETY 

Does the hotel have a guest assembly area? 
Yes. Fire and General evacuations has everybody meet in Union Square Park which is directly across the street 
from the Main Entrance on Powell St. Earthquake assembly has all guests go to the Grand Ballroom on the 
Mezzanine Level in the Main Building. 

SECURITY INFORMATION 

Is the Facility’s perimeter secured? If so, during what hours? 
FACILITY PERIMETER 
 Post St. Salon Exit doors: Locked 24 hours 
 Post St. Elevator Foyer: Locked 9pm – 5:30am 
 Post St. Revolving Door: Locked 9pm – 5:30am 
 Powell St. Doors: Open 24 hours 
 Geary St. Doors: Locked 11pm – 5:30am (Near corner of Powell/Geary) 
 Geary St. Doors: Open 24 hours (Near Carriage Entrance) 
 Carriage Entrance: Open 24 hours 

Local Police Department name, address and non-emergency number: 
San Francisco Police Department, 850 Bryant St., San Francisco, CA 94103 (415) 553-0123 

Who is the Director of Safety & Security? 
David Mettler, Director of Safety and Security.  
 Extension: 70358 
 Wireless phone: 415-725-0128 

MEDICAL INFORMATION 

Nearest hospital (Name, address, non-emergency number)? 
St. Francis Memorial Hospital, 900 Hyde St., San Francisco, CA 94103, 415-353-6000 
California Pacific Medical Center, 2333 Buchanan St. (Sacramento & Buchanan) San Francisco, CA. 415-
563-4321 – Approximately 1 ½ miles from the hotel 
San Francisco General Hospital, 1001 Potrero Ave., San Francisco, CA 94110, 415-206-8000 

Does your facility have a doctor on call? 
Traveler Medical Group, 415-981-1102 
San Francisco On-Call 24hr Service, 415-732-7029 

Where is the nearest pharmacy and its hours? 
Walgreen’s, 135 Powell St., San Francisco, CA 94102 
Mon-Fri = 9am to 12 midnight/ Sat & Sun = 9am to 10pm 

Where is the nearest dentist? 
HOTELDOCS, 1-800-HOTEL-DR (1-800-468-3537) 

Which of the Facility’s Departments are trained in CPR/First Aid? 
Security, Front Office Management, Engineering, F&B Supervisors, and Health Club Employees.  

Is there First Aid available? 
The hotel has First Aid boxes throughout the hotel in every department. E.R.T. First Aid boxes are 
located in the Security Office, Security Operations Center and the Front Office. Emergency Oxygen is 
located in the Security Office. There is also a wheelchair and oxygen in the Security Operations Center. 
There is a band-aid packet available for purchase in every guest room Refreshment Center. 
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GENERAL FACILITY INFORMATION 

Security/Emergency/Front Desk/Concierge Phone Extensions: 
Security Emergency: 70911 
Security Non-Emergency: 70275 
Front Desk: 70123 or 70201 
Concierge: 70164 
Facility Manager: Victor Barothy-Langer, Ext. 70156 

What is the approximate time/distance to the airport? 
SFO International Airport is approximately 20 miles south of San Francisco. 
Airport transportation takes approximately 35-40 minutes. 
Self drive takes approximately 30 minutes. 

What credit cards does the hotel accept? 
Visa, MasterCard, Discover Card, Diner’s Club, American Express, & JCB. 

Where are the nearest shopping malls? 
San Francisco Center Galleria is 3 blocks away. The entire neighborhood is famous for its Union Square 
shopping district (Macy’s, Tiffany’s, Saks Fifth Avenue, Nieman Marcus, Gumps, Bally, Armani and many 
more). 



 

4 36th Annual National Conference on Large-Scale Assessment 

Conference Pre-sessions 

Saturday, June 24 

National Forums/Hearings/Focus Groups 
12:00 p.m. – 3:00 p.m. 
Special Orientation to the Large-Sale Assesment Conference for the Chinese Delegation 
Tower A Lunch and Program 

This year the Large-Scale Assesment conference will host a delgation from the Peoples Republic of China. The purpose of 
this visit is to provide an opportunity for colleagues from our states, as well as our partners in the assessment community, to 
learn more about the successes and challenges you face in China in the area of student assessment, to share with you our 
particular successes and challenges, to participate in our annual Large-Scale Assessment Conference, and to discuss 
potential partnerships for future work together. 

By Invitation Only 
 

1:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
New English Language Proficiency Tests for the NCLB Title III Assessment: A Status Report 
California West Special Informational Session on ELL Assessment 

In response to the NCLB Title III requirements, four different consortia of states are developing tests for measuring students’ 
English proficiency. Members of the consortia will discuss the current status of these projects. The discussion will include 
characteristics that make these tests different from existing tests. Content coverage, validation process and common 
characteristics across the four batteries will also be presented. A five-member panel of ELL assessment experts will then 
comment on the presentations. 

No Registration Required  

Organizer 
Jamal Abedi 
University of California, Davis 
One Shields Ave.  
Davis, CA 95616-5270 
(530) 754-9150 
jabedi@ucdavis.edu 

 

2:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.  
CCSSO’s Formative Assessment Initiative: Coherent Assessment Systems that Support High-Quality 
Classroom Assessments That Directly Support Instruction 
California East Forum on CCSSO Formative Assessment Initiative 

With the help and guidance of a blue ribbon task force, CCSSO is beginning a new initiative to assist states in helping local 
districts and teachers understand and use high quality assessments in the classroom that engage students in their learning 
and regularly inform and support the instructional process. This forum will provide information and ask for input and 
participation in the nation-wide movement to provide strategic planning and teacher training, a new state collaborative, and a 
new “National Conference on Formative Assessment.” 

No Registration Required 

Organizers 
Don Long and Frank Philip 
Council of Chief State School Officers 
One Massachusetts Ave., NW, Suite 700 
Washington, DC 20001 

(202) 336-7000 
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2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m.  
Elizabethan D NCES/NAEP 
Relationships between NAEP and State Assessment Results 

A opportunity to share the product of analyses supporting state use of NAEP results. In the first session, the results of 
applying NAEP-like analyses to state assessment data in two states will be presented. Trends are compared to corresponding 
trends based on the results of applying the state’s own analytical methods to the same data. A second session will present 
the extended database of inclusion and accommodation policies for students with disabilities and English language learners 
(EDIA) describing various data sources for information on inclusion and accommodation policies, practices, and assessment. 

No Registration Required  

Organizer 
Victor Bandeira de Mello 
American Institutes for Research 
1070 Arastradero Road Suite 200 
Palo Alto, CA 94304-1334 
(650) 843 -8120 
Victor@air.org 

 



 

36th Annual National Conference on Large-Scale Assessment 11 

Session 154 

How to Effectively Communicate Test Results in Good Times and Bad 
Borgia  Content Strand 13 

The focus of this session will be how to effectively communicate testing program issues and results to key stakeholder groups 
including legislators, media and State Board members. This presentation will discuss how to explain in “plain English” 
technical and complex testing programs and related issues. It will also highlight the types of questions asked by stakeholders 
and the different approaches taken by various states in responding to questions. This session will offer practical, “hands-on” 
advice for dealing with difficult communications. 
Presenters: Scott Norton Louisiana Department of Education 
 Jennifer Stegman Oklahoma Department of Education 
Discussant: Roger E. Trent Ohio Department of Education (retired) 
Moderator: Sandy Ulsaker Wiese Data Recognition Corporation 

 

6:30 p.m. – 8:00 p.m.  

Opening Reception

San Francisco Museum of Modern Art Sponsored by Pearson Educational Measurement  
 

Pearson Educational Measurement is proud to sponsor the Opening Reception at the San Francisco Museum of Modern 
Art (SF MOMA). Located just a few blocks away from the Westin St. Francis, SF MOMA is a dynamic center for modern and 
contemporary art. International in scope, while reflecting the distinctive character of its region, the Museum explores 
compelling expressions of visual culture. At the reception you will enjoy a little taste of California, a jazz trio, and entrance into 
the MOMA atrium including a museum floor. For more information about the Opening Reception, please visit the Pearson 
Educational Measurement booth in the Exhibitors Hall. 
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Monday, June 26 

6:30 a.m. – 7:30 a.m.  

Early Morning Activities 

Sunrise Yoga—Prepare your body and mind for maximum conference efficiency.  
Victor’s, Imperial Floor , 32 Floor Sponsored by CCSSO
  
Large-Scale run/walk—Get that heart beating and stretch out those conference muscles. 
Powel Street Entrance Sponsored by AIR 

8:00 a.m. – 5:30 p.m.  

Registration 

Georgian Room  

7:00 a.m. – 8:00 a.m.  

Continental Breakfast in the Exhibit Hall 

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

7:30 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.  

Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

8:00 a.m. – 10:00 a.m., Monday, June 26, 2006 

120 Minute Symposia 

 

Session 35 

Designing Accessible Large-Scale Reading Assessments for Students with Disabilities: Research and 
Practice 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

This symposium describes the initial results of a five year federally-funded project to develop an accessible, diagnostic 
reading assessment for students with disabilities that can be used for NCLB purposes (NARAP). One of the most 
controversial issues for states is the use of accommodations with standards based reading assessments. Two states will 
discuss contrasting experiences using audio-based accommodations. NARAP researchers will discuss issues and present 
research results related to developing a definition of an accessible reading assessment.  
Presenters: Daniel Wiener Massachusetts Department of Education 
 Melodie Friedebach Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education 
 Martha Thurlow National Center on Educational Outcomes 
 Cara Cahalan-Laitusis Educational Testing Service 
 Ross Moen National Center on Educational Outcomes 
Discussant: Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
Moderator: Cara Cahalan-Laitusis Educational Testing Service 
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Session 99 

Implementing Value-Added Models: Policy, Technical, and Psychometric Considerations for State 
Departments of Education 
California West Content Strand 4 

Value-added modeling (V A.M. ) is an area of significant interest to states, researchers, and policymakers, but there are 
important factors to consider before implementing V A.M. We describe the collaboration between a state and a research 
group exploring different areas of V A.M. , including data needs and analytic models. We also discuss recent research in V 
A.M. including a federal study to evaluate value-added inferences as well as ways to report the results of growth models. 
Presenters: Harold C. Doran  American Institutes for Research (AIR) 
 Joe Willhoft Washington Office of the Superintendent of Public Instruction 
 Robert Lissitz University of Maryland 
 WilliamSchafer University of Maryland 
Discussant: Dan McCaffrey RAND 
 

Session 2 

Determining the Instructional Sensitivity of an Accountability Test: Three Contrastable Strategies 
Tower A  Content Strand 4, 2 

Accountability tests are supposed to measure the achievement levels of students. It is assumed that improved instruction will 
lead to higher test scores. NCLB, for example, is predicated on the ability of state-chosen NCLB tests to detect instructional 
quality. But, such accountability paradigms become dysfunctional if the tests used are instructionally insensitive, that is, 
unable to accurately measure instruction’s impact on students. Three proposed procedures for gauging the instructional 
sensitivity of NCLB and similar accountability test will be presented, contrasted, and appraised. 
Presenters: W. James Popham  University of California, Los Angeles 
 Ellen Forte edCount, LLC 
 Lorrie Shepard University of Colorado, Boulder 
Discussant: James Pellegrino University of Illinois, Chicago 
Moderator: James Pellegrino University of Illinois, Chicago 

 
Session 31 

From Standards to Assessment to Classroom: The Cognitive Challenge 
California East Content Strand 4, 12 

Panel members will provide insight into the use of a cognitive complexity classification system to view content standards and 
to develop and examine aligned test items and tests. The classification system used for NAEP Mathematics and for the 
Florida Comprehensive Assessment Test in Reading, Mathematics, Science, and Writing will be presented and discussed. 
Additional perspective will be provided on teachers’ understanding of the cognitive demands of test items and implications for 
professional development. 
Presenters: Norman Webb University of Wisconsin, Wisconsin Center for Educational Research 
 Laura Hassler Florida State University Learning State Institute 
 Jan Morphew Florida Department of Education 
Moderator:  Kris Ellington Florida Department of Education 

 
Session 137 

Lessons from the Field – Computer-Based State Testing: The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly 
Elizabethan C Content Strand 5 

Many states have been at the front edge of implementing statewide testing programs online. Many more are just starting 
down this path. In this session, three states—each with at least three years operational experience in computer-based 
testing—will share what they have learned, especially what they know now that they wish they knew when the embarked at 
the beginning. Neal Kingston will provide some historical context and suggest future directions. Representatives of three 
states will tell their stories. 
Presenters: John Poggio University of Kansas 
 Sandra Foster West Virginia Department of Education 
 Melissa Fincher Georgia Department of Education 
Discussant: Brud Maxcy Maine Department of Education 
Moderator: Neal Kingston CTB/McGraw-Hill 
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Session 63 

NAEP Achievement Gaps of Black and White Public School Students: National and State Perspectives 
Olympic  Content Strand 8 

Participants will review gap trends since 1990, learn five ways gaps can close over time, identify gap patterns that 
characterize their own state and the nation, and learn how two states with different gap patterns have approached the task of 
closing gaps. Panelists—Suzanne Triplett and Taslima Rahman, NCES; Janet Baldwin Anderson, ESSI; Sue Rapier, Ohio 
State Department of Education; and Bernadette Morris, Louisiana Department of Education—will respond to questions and 
provide handouts.  
Presenters: Suzanne Triplett National Center for Education Statistics 
 Taslima Rahman National Center for Education Statistics 
 Janet Baldwin Anderson NAEP Education Statistics Services Institute (NAEP ESSI), AIR  
 Sue Rapier Ohio Department of Education 
 Bernadette Morris Louisiana Department of Education 

 

Session 151 

Technical and Practical Issues Related to Vertical Scaling: Alignment, Dimensionality, and Linking 
Designs 
Elizabethan D Content Strand 4 

This session deals with the technical and practical issues in vertical scaling. It covers three topics: 1) the effects of different 
linking designs on the growth patterns captured, 2) the alignment issues in an internal vertical scaling design using off-grade 
items to do vertical linking and scoring simultaneously, and 3) the issues and implications of using multidimensional Item 
Response Theory to provide a composite measure of growth. Two experts will provide insights and perspectives related to 
these issues in vertical scaling. 
Presenters: Hong Jiao, Shudong Wang Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 
 Shungwon Ro Minnesota Department of Education 
 Joseph Martineau Michigan Department of Education 
Discussant: Mark Reckase Michigan State University 
 Richard Patz R. J. Patz , Inc. 
Moderator: Michael J. Young Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 

 

Session 158 

Increasing Student Performance in Sub-group Populations: Seven Promising Practices 
Elizabethan B Content Strand 13 

This session will highlight research, seven effective practices and practical strategies for increasing the performance of all 
students with a focus on students representing subgroups and minority populations. Kevin Nlemchi will discuss gaps in 
student achievement; Eugene Kennedy will present recent research on strategies to close achievement gaps; Charity Smith 
will discuss seven effective strategies that will increase performance; Reginald Wilson will highlight practical strategies used 
by school districts that work; and the moderator will be Wilhemina McKinney. Presenters will address the role of state 
assessment data in informing these practices. 
Presenters: Charity Fleming Smith Arkansas Department of Education 
 Eugene Kennedy Louisiana State University 
 Reginald Wilson Arkansas Department of Education 
 Kevin Nlemchi Pennsylvania Department of Education 
Discussant: Van Yidana Rhode Island Department of Education 
Moderator: Wilhemina McKinney US Department of Defense Schools 

 

10:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m.  

Morning Break in the Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer Sponsored by Data Recognition Corporation 
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10:30 a.m. – 11:45 a.m., Monday, June 26, 2006 

75 Minute Small-Group Sessions

 
Session 60 

Project DAATA: Handbook and Research to Support States Embarking on Technical Adequacy Studies 
Elizabethan A Content Strand 1 

States face a challenge in defending the quality (validity) of alternate assessments for students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities. Session attendees will learn about the DAATA Project: Developing Alternate Assessment Technical 
Adequacy activities including 1) studies addressing technical adequacy and 2) handbook to guide states establishing 
technical documentation. This handbook includes models and examples from states participating in DAATA.  Final draft of the 
handbook will be presented. 
Presenters: Marcy Roan North Carolina Department of Public Instruction 
 Pat Almond Educational Consultant 
 Aran Felix Alaska Department of Education and Early Development 
 Beth Cipoletti West Virginia Department of Education 
Discussant: Sandra Hopfengardner Warren Assessing Special Education Students (ASES) SCASS 

 
Session 18 

Altering Alternate Assessments 
Elizabethan B Content Strand 1 

Statewide alternate assessments are evolving to allow all students, including those with significant cognitive disabilities, to 
demonstrate what they know and can do relative to state standards. States vary in their approach to provide access to the 
general curriculum and the methodology for alternate assessments. Two states will report on the direction they have taken to 
extend state standards, train teachers, and change their alternate assessments. Two different methods of extending 
standards will be described along with the issues of changing the type of alternate assessments to be administered given the 
challenges for student and teachers, technical adequacy, and economic concerns. 
Presenters: Anne Chartrand Southeast Regional Resource Center 
 Melissa Fincher Georgia Department of Education 
 Karen Denbroeder Florida Department of Education 

 

Session 36 

The Thorny Side of Managing AYP Data: Two States’ Perspectives 
Tower A Content Strand 2 

Many states are wrestling with issues related to managing their Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) data so that the data can be 
used effectively by their schools, districts, and state. Alabama and Pennsylvania have taken somewhat different approaches 
to manage their AYP data in light of the unique characteristics and needs of their respective states. Presenters will address 
the challenges faced by each as they crafted and modified their AYP data management systems, discuss their common 
concerns, and provide advice to states just beginning to develop a statewide data management system. 
Presenters: Gloria Turner Alabama Department of Education 
 Shula Nedley Pennsylvania Department of Education 
Moderator: Patricia Porter Data Recognition Corporation 

 

Session 181 

Automated Test Form Assembly: Approaches Accessible to the Non-Technical 
Elizabethan C Content Strand 5, 11 

States and districts often have the need to construct a test form from a pool of pretested items, matching both statistical and 
content targets. Computerized automation can make this process much easier than it has been. We will explore “the-state-of-
the-art” in automated test form construction, but the bulk of the time will be spent in working hands-on with simple yet powerful 
techniques that can be implemented by states and districts using common software such as Excel. Ron Hambleton will 
discuss this in light of his expertise, and CDs with the code will be provided. 
Presenters: Gerald W. Griph Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 
Discussant: Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
Moderator: Don Watson New Mexico Public Education Department 
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Session 15 

The History of the Large-Scale Assessment Conference: Trends over Time 
Olympic  Content Strand 9 

Here is your chance to add a personal piece to the history of the National Conference on Large-Scale Assessment. Now in its 
36th year, the conference has grown tremendously in number of attendees and range of topics covered and remains the 
premiere professional gathering for individuals who work in large-scale assessment at the state and national levels. This 
session will focus on the the history from the early years of the conference, review the topics covered in past conferences, and 
illustrate how the conference has reflected and led trends in large-scale assessment. Audience participation is encouraged. 
Presenters: Edward Roeber Michigan Department of Education 
 Frank Philip Council of Chief State School Officers 

 

Session 192 
Borgia  Content Strand 13 
Using Assessment Data to Inform District Policies 

As the need for good data continues to grow, districts and schools should be prepared for questions and requests from 
parents and the general public on where to find accurate, quality data. Representatives from the district and state level will 
discuss the use of assessment and other data available from SchoolMatters.com in informing outside groups and individuals. 
Presenters: Mike Crowhurst  Pulaski County School District 
 Cathy Wagner Minnesota Department of Education 
 Deborah Newby  Council of Chief State School Officers 
 Tim Smith Standard and Poor’s 

Session 189 

Engaging Native American Students: Approaches to Culturally-Based Education 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 1 

A variety of culturally-based education approaches is being explored to promote heritage language development and to 
reduce and eliminate the reading achievement gap for Native American students. Central to the programs being highlighted 
are literacy in the heritage language and providing the learning environment in the native culture. Culturally-based instruction 
has posed particular challenges for developing assessments to monitor and benchmark achievement and exploring the 
relationship of these measures to state assessments. 
Presenters: David Beaulieu Center for Indian Education, Arizona State University 
 Kauanoe Kamana Nawahiokalaniapa’u K-12 School, HI 
 Jennifer Wilson Window Rock Unified School District, AZ  
 

Session 112 

Developing the New NAEP Writing Framework and Specifications for 2011 
California West   Content Strand 8 

In October 2005, ACT, Inc. was awarded a contract from the National Assessment Governing Board to develop 
recommendations for a new framework and specifications for the NAEP Writing Assessment for grades 4, 8, and 12. The 
assessment will establish a new trendline beginning in 2011. The framework will also be the first specifically mandated to 
measure 12th grade student preparedness for post-high school pursuits. This charge creates new challenges for the 
framework development and consensus building process. This session describes the nature and scope of the project, issues 
and challenges, the strategies ACT is employing, and progress to date. The project seeks input from many sources and 
audience contributions will be actively sought. 
Presenters: Mary Crovo National Assessment Governing Board 
 Rosanne Cook ACT 
Moderator: Catherine Welch ACT 

 

Session 144 

Examining Teacher Choices in a Multiple Formative Assessment Environment: What Will They Use to 
Inform Instruction? 
California East  Content Strand 7 

As more formative assessment alternatives become available, patterns of use and teacher preference are beginning to 
emerge. This session examines the choices of teachers in an environment offering multiple assessments: activities leading to 
student products and interactions, standardized assessments embedded in curricula, and diagnostic online tests that offer 
explanations of the thinking behind each incorrect response. Representatives from a national educational organization, school 
district, and industry, will discuss ease of use and instructional value as well as preliminary information about teacher 
preferences. 
Presenters: Jane Delgado The College Board 
 Scott Marion National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Nicki Junkins Volusia County Schools, Deland, FL 
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12:00 p.m. – 1:15 p.m.   

Exhibitor’s Buffet Lunch in the Grand Ballroom 

Grand Ballroom, Colonial Ballroom, and Italian Room Foyer Sponsored by our Exhibitors
  
Sponsored by our Exhibitors 

1:30 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., Monday, June 26, 2006 

90 Minute Large-Group Sessions

 
Session 96 

Effective Accommodations for English-Language Learners: Lessons Learned from Research on Students 
with Disabilities 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

Many factors influence valid interpretations of assessment results for English-language learners (ELL). Accommodations 
previously researched with students with disabilities are frequently applied to ELL populations without research support. While 
some of these accommodations may be effective at reducing construct-irrelevant sources of variance, others may actually 
introduce additional nuisance variables. In this session, we present new research in test accommodations for ELL 
populations. Promising new practices are shared. Policy implications are discussed with a focus on practical considerations 
for large-scale testing. 
Presenters: Leanne R. Ketterlin-Geller University of Oregon 
 Jamal Abedi National Center for Research on Evaluation, Standards, and Student Testing, UC Davis 
 Kathy Miner Redmond School District, OR 
 Gerald Tindal University of Oregon 

 
 

Session 45 

Three States' Approaches to Measuring Student Growth on an English Proficiency Assessment 
California West  Content Strand 1, 9 

States are required under Title III to establish annual measurable achievement objectives (AMAO) that include annual 
increases in the percentage of children making progress in learning English. While student growth in overall NCLB state 
accountability systems is pending, measuring and setting targets for the annual growth of English language learners is a 
requirement. This session compares three approaches to measuring student growth on an English Proficiency Assessment: 
scaled score growth, achievement level growth, and growth across components of English proficiency. 
Presenters: Charles DePascale National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Kit Viator Massachusetts Department of Education 
 Dottie Alo Utah State Office of Education 
 Michael Hock Vermont Department of Education 

 

Session 125 

Measures of Student Achievement, Vertical Articulation, and the Realities of Large-Scale Assessment 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 4 

Under NCLB, many states have multiple programs within their assessment system: traditional large-scale achievement 
testing, alternative assessments and ELL assessments. Yet simple measurement issues like the measure of student growth 
cut across these programs. This presentation is a case study regarding the implementation of student growth measures 
across multiple programs. Interaction between implementation, State and federal policy and impact on constituents will be 
discussed. Directors of two prominent state programs, supported by staff and contractors, will highlight lessons learned. 
Presenters: Joseph A. Martineau Michigan Department of Education 
 Michael Young Harcourt Assessments, Inc. 
Discussant: Patricia L. Olson Minnesota Department of Education 
Moderator: Edward Roeber Michigan Department of Education 
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Session 74 

Using Technology to Create Innovative State Science Assessments: Pilots and Policy 
Elizabethan C  Content Strand 5 

Technology-based assessments that are qualitatively different from traditional paper tests seem more possible today than 
ever. Nevertheless, the path to achieving such assessments is still relatively unknown. In this session, presenters will 
describe pilots in Minnesota and Texas involving computer-based science assessments that include innovative items. The 
presentations will focus on: 1) practical issues associated with item development, presentation, and scoring; and 2) policy 
issues related to planning for and implementing these assessments as part of large statewide testing programs. 
Presenters: Linda Zimmerman Pearson Educational Measurement 
 Janice Castro Pearson Educational Measurement 
 Timothy Vansickle Minnesota Department of Education 
 Lisa Chandler Texas Education Agency 

 
Session 71 
The New 2009 NAEP Science Assessment Framework: How Will the Science Assessment Change? 
Tower A Content Strand 8 

This new NAEP Science Framework and Test Specifications document will be used to guide the NAEP assessment 
development for the 2009 – 2021 NAEP science assessment. The panel will address: (1) How is the new NAEP Science 
Framework different from the old framework? (2) What science should students know and be able to do? (3) Challenges in 
developing a cognitive framework. (4) Designing New Test Specifications for Interactive Computer Tasks. Q&A will focus on 
the framework’s potential impact on state science assessment. 
Presenters: Mary Crovo National Assessment Governing Board 
 Brett Moulding Council of State Science Supervisors & Utah Department of Education 
 Aiice Fu WestEd 
Moderator: Steve Schneider WestEd, Program Director Mathematics, Science, and Technology 

 
Session 57 

Assessment Literacy: Building Capacity for Improving Student Learning 
California East  Content Strand 10 

Content standards link the curriculum, instruction, and assessment to measure student learning. To implement standards-
based education, teachers must acquire the assessment literacy necessary to provide them with critical information about 
instructional effectiveness, appropriate curricular focus, and student learning. From different points of views, panel members 
will describe consultative strategies for professional development that focus on building the capacity of educators to make 
informed, data-driven decisions that positively impact student learning and thus student performance on statewide, standards-
based assessments. 
Presenters: Margot Gottlieb Illinois Resource Center 
 Paul La Marca Nevada Department of Education 
 Heidi Glidden American Federation of Teachers 
Moderator: Michael Ehringhaus Measured Progress 

 
 
Session 25 

Pursuing the “Write” Way to Design Large-Scale Writing Assessments: Benefits and Challenges of Three 
Options 
Olympic  Content Strand 12 

Benefits and challenges of three common large-scale writing assessment designs will be compared and contrasted: 1) single-
prompt extended response, 2) single-prompt extended response and multiple-choice composite, and 3) short and extended 
constructed response composite. Several empirical studies offering practical solutions to implementation challenges will be 
highlighted. Discussion will include question and answer, elicit insight from audience participants regarding empirical results 
presented, and reflect on the applicability of findings to performance assessments in other content areas, including science. 
Presenter: Michelle Barrett CTB/McGraw-Hill 
 Neal Kingston CTB/McGraw-Hill 
Discussant: Thomas Haladyna Arizona State University  
Moderator: Vukmirovic Zarko Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 
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3:00 p.m. – 3:30 p.m.  

Afternoon Break in the Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

3:30 p.m. – 5:00 p.m., Monday, June 26, 2006 

90 Minute Large-Group Sessions

 
Session 165 

Assessments for Students with Special Needs: Criteria and Guidelines for Establishing Technical 
Adequacy 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

As states assess students with special needs per the requirements of NCLB, they must have assurances of the technical 
adequacy of these assessments. We reviewed available technical documentation of large-scale assessments for these 
students using rigorous criteria and protocols. Outcomes of our work include a comprehensive set of validated criteria that 
states and districts can use to judge the validity, reliability, and equivalence of assessments for special needs populations, as 
well as guidelines that test publishers, states, and districts can use to plan and implement “state-of-the-art” bias, reliability, 
and validity studies for such assessments. 
Presenters: Jamal Abedi University of California, Davis 
 Frances Butler Language Testing Consultant 
 Edynn Sato WestEd 
Discussant: Stanley Rabinowitz WestEd 

 
Session 28 

Changes in State Accountability Systems under NCLB across the 50 States: Analysis and Discussion of 
Year 3 Amendment 
California East  Content Strand 2 

In 2005, CCSSO released the third annual paper describing and analyzing the 50-state picture of how state accountability 
systems have been planned and implemented to meet the requirements of NCLB. The first paper identified central issues 
identified in State workbooks that were submitted for Peer Reviews conducted by USED. The second paper in 2004 described 
and categorized the types of amendments submitted by states and approved by USED. In the third paper, additional 
amendments for 04-05 submitted by states are analyzed, as well as the decisions reached by USED concerning the areas of 
flexibility allowed to state systems. The major categories are standards and assessments; AYP model including safe harbor, 
minimum n, etc.; AYP consequences and reporting, and inclusion of all students. The session will feature presentations by the 
authors and discussion of proposed changes from the perspective of two states. 
Presenters: Rachel Perry California Department of Education 
 Peter Blysma Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction 
 William Erpenbach WJE Consulting  
Moderator: Ellen Forte edCount 
 

Session 162 

Setting Performance Standards under NCLB: Approaches, Issues, and Implications 
Tower A  Content Strand 2, 4 

A high level of consistency is required when setting performance standards across contiguous grades under NCLB.  
Presenters in this session share the successes and lessons learned by setting (or reviewing) cut scores as state assessment 
programs have expanded to meet the requirements of the new regulations. The discussion will focus on integrating many 
pieces of information (e.g., content standards and/or grade level expectations, performance level descriptors, and empirical 
data) into the review process, practical issues of setting coherent cut scores, and the challenges of reporting student progress 
from grade to grade. 
Presenters: Daniel Lewis CTB/McGraw-Hill 
 Wes Bruce Indiana Department of Education 
 Liru Zhang Delaware Department of Education 
Discussant: Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
Moderator: Daniel Lewis CTB/McGraw-Hill 
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Session 147 

Integrated Methods for Reviewing State Tests 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 4 

Washington State commissioned a review of its reading and writing assessments to further enhance their designs and 
technical qualities. SRI integrated qualitative and quantitative methodologies to examine the tests’ alignment with content 
standards, quality of the assessment components, and technical documentation. Statistical analyses integrated qualitative 
judgments by the expert panels with student performance data. The usefulness of the study methods and results for 
improving the quality of state assessments and preparing for peer review will be explored. 
Presenters: Pete Bylsma Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction 
 Joseph Ryan Arizona State University 
 Edys Quellmalz SRI International 
Moderator and Discussant: Ed Roeber Michigan Department of Education 

 
Session 19 

Psychometricians Can Be Helpful Too: New Approaches for Evaluating the Technical Quality of Alternate 
Assessments 
Elizabethan B  Content Strand 4, 1 

The NCLB standards and assessment requirements have heightened the urgency for developing appropriate methodologies 
to evaluate the technical quality of alternate assessments. This session will present preliminary results of an NCLB Enhanced 
Assessment Initiative focused on designing validity-based approaches for documenting the technical quality of these 
assessments. This presentation, following the processes used in the project, will incorporate the perspectives of 
psychometricians, special education experts, and state assessment leaders to provide methodological recommendations for 
evaluating the technical quality of alternate assessments. 
Presenters: Scott Marion National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Rachel Quenemoen National Center on Educational Outcomes 
 Kevin Sweeney Measured Progress 
Discussant: Gaye Fedorchak New Hampshire Department of Education 

 
Session 150 

The Comparability between Computer-based Tests and Paper-and-Pencil Test in K-12 State Assessments 
Elizabethan C  Content Strand 5 

A major issue in using computer-based test into the K-12 setting is the comparability of results between computer-based test 
and paper-and-pencil test. This session includes three presentations: 1) the Kansas comparability study and factors affecting 
comparability, 2) Mississippi’s perspective on comparability issues based on their several years experience in implementing 
online assessments, and 3) synthesized results based on a meta-analysis study of the comparability for large-scale 
assessments. A discussant will provide perspectives and insights to the comparability issues for state K-12 assessments. 
Presenters: Shudong Wang, Hong Jiao Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 
 John Poggio University of Kansas 
 Kristopher Kaase Mississippi Department of Education 
Discussant: Jon Twing Pearson Educational Measurement 
Moderator: John Olson Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 

 
Session 73 

Preparing NAEP to Assess Preparedness of 12th Graders 
California West  Content Strand 8 

In order to increase the interest and participation in the 12th grade National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)—as 
well as the value of the results—the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) has begun implementation of a 
recommendation to make the 12th grade NAEP an assessment of preparedness for higher education, workplace training 
programs, and military service. “Preparedness” frameworks for both reading and mathematics at grade 12 have been 
developed, and NAGB is now in the process of developing preparedness levels for reporting performance on the new 
assessments. 
Presenters: Susan Cooper Loomis National Assessment Governing Board 
 Sharif Shakrani Michigan State University and the University of Michigan 
Discussant: Peggy Carr National Center for Education Statistics 
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Session 27 

Using State and Local Test Data to Address NCLB and District Needs 
Olympic  Content Strand 13 

Administrators and teachers often struggle to understand and use state and local test data in meaningful ways that impact 
teaching and learning, and they are often overwhelmed by the formats and quantity of data. This presentation will feature 
innovative approaches used by local districts to address this issue. The focus will be on specific, practical solutions that 
districts are using to help local educators efficiently connect state and local test data and use those assessment results at the 
school level. 
Presenters: Donna Orenstein Philadelphia School District, PA 
 Russell Clement Broward County Public Schools, FL 
 Don Spaulding Syracuse City School District, NY 
Moderator: Linda Thompson CTB/McGraw Hill 

 
Session 56 

OK, I Have My Cut Scores…Now What? Evaluating Recommended Cut Scores Prior to Final Adoption 
Borgia  Content Strand 4 

Standard setting is a highly visible part of every state’s testing program. States carefully determine the workshop methodology 
that culminates in a set of recommended cut scores, but usually give less thought to how they will move from “recommended” 
cut scores to “adopted” cut scores. Measurement or process errors and consistency across grades or subjects are common 
considerations; some states also consider high-stakes accountability outcomes. This session will offer examples of recent 
adoptions and analyses of the implications of providing various types of empirical and policy information to those who decide 
on the final cut scores. 
Presenters: Brian Robinson New Jersey Department of Education 
 Robin Taylor Delaware Department of Education 
Discussant: Roger Trent Ohio Department of Education (retired)  
Moderator: Marianne Perie ETS  

6:00 p.m.  

Evening on your own
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Tuesday, June 27 

6:30 a.m. – 7:30 a.m.  

Early Morning Activities 

Sunrise Yoga—Prepare your body and mind for maximum conference efficiency.  
Victor’s, Imperial Floor, 32 Floor Sponsored by CCSSO
  

Large-Scale run/walk—Get that heart beating and stretch out those conference muscles. 
Powel Street Entrance Sponsored by AIR 

8:00 a.m. – 5:30 p.m.  

Registration 

Georgian Room  

7:30 a.m. – 8:30 a.m.  

Continental Breakfast in the Exhibit Hall 

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

7:30 a.m. – 4:30 p.m.  

Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

8:30 a.m. – 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, June 27, 2006 

90 Minute Large-Group Sessions
 

Session 127 

The Impact of Misclassification on Inclusion, Accommodation, and Reporting for ELL and Students with 
Disabilities 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

Literature suggests that the validity of the classification system for ELLs and students with disabilities is questionable. For 
example, many students who are labeled as ELL have the same or even higher level of English proficiency than some native 
English speakers. Criteria for classifying students with disabilities suffer from similar validity problems. In this session, we will 
discuss classification issues as they interact with the inclusion, accommodation, and reporting for ELLs and students with 
disabilities. 
Presenters: Jamal Abedi CRESST/University of California, Davis 
 Martha Thurlow National Center for Educational Outcomes/University of Minnesota 
 Arnold Goldstein National Center for Education Statistics 
Discussant: Julia Lara Council of Chief State School Officers 
Moderator: Jamal Abedi CRESST/University of California, Davis 

 

Session 88 

Lessons Learned from Peer Review 
California West  Content Strand 2 

For the past year, states have been summarizing evidence to document their compliance with the NCLB standards and 
assessment guidelines. The purpose of this session is to discuss three aspects of the peer review process–the preparation, 
the process, and the feedback–from the perspective of those being reviewed and those doing the reviewing. The presenters 
will discuss both the review process and the resulting impact to their state’s assessment programs. 
Presenters: Mary Ann Snider Rhode Island Department of Education 
 Ellen Forte edCount, LLC 
 Teri Siskind South Carolina Department of Education 
Discussant: Sue Rigney US Department of Education 
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Session 42 

Managing the Subgroup Component of AYP and State Accountability Systems: Old Issues and New 
Techniques 
Elizabethan B  Content Strand 2, 1 

States may choose to use a compensatory model for the subgroup component of their in-state accountability systems, but 
NCLB mandates a conjunctive pass rule. Recent research has raised concerns about the effects of multiple group 
membership on passing rates, the reliability of conjunctive models and the circumstances in which it matters whether one 
uses a conjunctive model versus a compensatory model. In this session, current research on these issues as well as reports 
on several states’ attempts to deal with multiple group membership will be presented. Practice and policy implications of the 
results will be discussed. 
Presenters: Brian Gong National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Russell Klein Utah State Department of Education 
 Robin Taylor Delaware Department of Education 
Discussant: Paul M. Lamarca  Nevada Department of Education 

 
Session 180 

Value-Added and Growth Models: Promises and Precautions 
Tower A  Content Strand 4 

Value-added and growth models are intriguing tools in an educational landscape dominated by NCLB. Many states are 
exploring methods for augmenting AYP plans by looking at student growth in addition to comparing current achievement 
levels to AYP mileposts. Value-added models are also discussed as tools to assist with teacher evaluations. However, as with 
all tools, these models must be used appropriately if their full potential is to be reached. This session will provide national and 
state perspectives on the issues. 
Presenters: Henry Braun Educational Testing Service 
 Robert Lee Massachusetts Department of Education 
 Mitchell Chester Ohio Department of Education 
Discussant: Daniel McCaffrey RAND Corporation 
Moderator: Fred Bost Educational Testing Service 

 
Session 4 

UDA vs. DOK: Is There a Conflict between Universal Design Principles and Depth of Knowledge? 
California East  Content Strand 6 

Making assessments accessible to ALL students has state testing directors and their contractors taking steps to incorporate 
Universal Design for Assessment (UDA) principles in their tests. While the intent is to preserve the constructs being tested, 
there is concern that some UDA approaches lower the cognitive level required of students to answer some questions, making 
it more difficult to assess higher order thinking skills. In this session, a test development expert, a researcher, and a state 
testing director identify item characteristics that may seem to be problematic and discuss ways of addressing the issue. 
Presenters: Stuart R. Kahl Measured Progress 
 Michael L. Hock Vermont Department of Education 
 Chris Johnstone National Center on Educational Outcomes 
 Joanne Jensen WestEd 

 
Session 39 

Perspectives on Large-Scale Formative Assessment 
Elizabethan C  Content Strand 7 

Can large-scale interim assessments be formative, easy to implement, useful, and valid? Janet Haas discusses West 
Virginia’s efforts to implement statewide algebra interim assessments. Pat Todd addresses selecting and using reading 
interim assessments to guide classroom intervention strategies for a 90,000 student Kentucky school system. Cheryl Sparks 
presents Alabama’s efforts to use interim assessments to help “on-notice” low-performing schools meet NCLB goals. Michael 
K. Smith considers if interim assessments are actually research based and meet validity guidelines proposed by CCSSO. 
Presenters: Janet Hass West Virginia Department of Education 
 Pat Todd Jefferson County Public Schools, Louisville, KY 
 Cheryl Sparks Classroom Improvement Project, AL 
 Michael K. Smith ThinkLink Learning, Inc. 
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Session 145 

Transforming Data from Accountability Mandates into Information that Helps Improve Classroom Practice 
Olympic  Content Strand 13 

At present, national policy for educational improvement focuses on assessment performance criteria, usually in the form of 
percent of students at or above proficient. Yet, accountability mandates utilizing these criteria that seek to promote universal 
proficiency often fail to connect with the engine of educational improvement (classroom instruction). District and state efforts 
in Colorado and Ohio are used to present solutions to this disconnect. 
Presenters: Damian Betebenner Lynch School of Education, Boston College 
 Ken Turner Academy School District 20, Colorado Springs, CO 
 Mitchell Chester Ohio Department of Education 
 Susan Krebs University of Colorado, Boulder 
 

Session 46 

Is Your Definition of Proficiency Limited by the Standard Setting Method You Use? 
Borgia  Content Strand 4 

A state's conception of student proficiency should not be determined by the standard setting method it chooses to use or its 
contractor prefers. Purposeful alignment of achievement level descriptors, test design, and standard setting methods will 
enhance understanding of proficiency and, ultimately, enhance the validity of inferences drawn from the assessment. This 
session explores the relationship between the questions common standard setting methods were designed to address and 
the items and achievement level descriptors used in state assessment programs. 
Presenters: Charles DePascale National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
 Stanley Rabinowitz WestEd 
 

 
Session 86 

Technical Scaling Decisions: Do They Matter 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 4 

A number of technical decisions must be made during the development of every large-scale assessment. The purpose of this 
session is to discuss the effects of some of these key decisions. The first study examines whether or not the IRT model 
influences the reliability of the reported scores. The second study examines, at given score points, whether the particular 
items a student gets correct and incorrect are of any importance, and the third study explores the influence of the item format 
on student scale scores. All three studies will be presented from a practical and applied framework. 
Presenters: Jennifer L. Dunn National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Lauress Wise Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) 
 Kevin Sweeney Measured Progress 
Discussant: Wendy Yen Educational Testing Service 
 

10:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m.  

Morning Break in the Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  
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10:30 a.m. – 11:45 a.m., Tuesday, June 27, 2006 

75 Minute Small-Group Sessions

 
Session 177 

Multiple Languages in Large-Scale Assessments: A Theoretical and a Practical Perspective 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

Given the highly diverse population within the United States, many states find that they are testing a large number of students 
with limited proficiency in English. Some states are producing trans-adapted versions of their English language assessments 
for use with limited English proficient children. Don Watson will talk about the practical challenges faced and lessons learned 
as New Mexico implemented a Spanish language assessment, and Ron Hambleton will address the current state of 
psychometric research in this area. 
Presenters: Don Watson New Mexico Public Education Department 
 Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
Moderator: Katie Dunlap Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 

 
Session 87 

Incorporating Value-table Based Growth into Accountability 
Olympic  Content Strand 4 

Value tables offer a way of incorporating student longitudinal growth models into state accountability systems while focusing 
on academic performance levels. Additionally, policy makers can explicitly value the type of growth rewarded. This session 
will summarize this approach for evaluating student growth and learn from the experiences of two states: 1) one that decided 
not to implement the system at this time and 2) one thet is in the process of implementing it. Both states will outline the 
political and operational issues of incorporating value-table based growth into accountability. 
Presenters: Jennifer L. Dunn National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Les Morse Alaska Department of Education and Early Childhood 
 Judy Park Utah Department of Education 
 

Session 85 

Statewide Adoptions of the ACT: Three States’ Perspectives 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 9, 3 

The recent national focus on college readiness initiatives has placed states which have chosen to include college entrance 
tests in their statewide assessment progr ams in the spotlight. Representatives from three states – Colorado, Illinois, and 
Michigan – will discuss policy and implementation issues associated with their decision to adopt such programs. In addition, 
based on five years of experience in Colorado & Illinois, outcomes from statewide census testing with the ACT will be shared, 
including test performance, changes in participation rates, and impact on college-going rates. Discussant will address issues 
related to NCLB compliance as well as impact from a higher education perspective. 
Presenters: Becky McCabe Illinois State Board of Education 
 Elizabeth Celva Colorado Department of Education 
 Edward Roeber Michigan Department of Education 

 
Session 75 

Selecting Reading Material for Consecutive Grades in ELA Assessments: One Group’s Approach 
Borgia  Content Strand 12 

The NCLB requirement to test each grade 3-8 poses a challenge for differentiating and selecting appropriate levels of text 
difficulty for use in assessment. It is important to be able to demonstrate that the text used in consecutive grade level 
assessments varies appropriately. Quantitative readability measures, while helpful, vary by formula and do not take into 
account equally important qualities of text. Members of the New England Assessment Consortium will discuss the approach 
they took to assessing levels of text difficulty and share data that demonstrate the success of the approach. 
Presenters: Betsey Hyman Rhode Island Department of Education 
 Linda Stimson New Hampshire Department of Education 
 Paula Sable Measured Progress 
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Session 33 

Measuring Early Literacy Skills and Monitoring Progress: A Comparison of Online and Teacher-
Administered Assessments 
Elizabethan C  Content Strand 12, 7, 5 

Assessment and progress monitoring of early literacy skills is a critical activity in K-3 classrooms and older classrooms with 
struggling students. This session will provide a comprehensive comparison of online versus teacher-administered early 
literacy assessments including comparisons on reliability, validity, and usability. While reliability and validity are traditional 
gauges of assessments, usability is a newer concept and will focus on costs, administration time, classroom management 
strategies, and how districts can use both types of assessments. Papers/handouts will be provided. 
Presenters: Michael Milone Technology and Learning Magazine 
 James R. McBride Renaissance Learning 
 Ollie Jones Carter-MacRae Elementary School 

 
Session 103 

EdFacts—USED’s Program Performance Data Reporting and Analysis Tool 
California West  Content Strand 13 

The US Education Department (USED) has collected almost three years of data from states for its Education Data Exchange 
Network. This system is designed to provide the department’s program offices with the data they need to evaluate program 
performance. EdFacts is the reporting and analysis component of EDEN currently under development. See a demonstration 
of EdFacts and share your suggestions for how EdFacts can be useful to state and district education agencies. 
Presenters: Deborah Newby Council of Chief State School Officers 
 Ross Santy US Department of Education 
Discussant: Wes Bruce Indiana Department of Education 

 
Session 191  

Technical Merits of the ELDA Language Proficiency Assessment 
California East  Content Strand 1, 4 

The panelists will discuss the sources of evidence supporting the technical rigor of the English Language Development 
Assessment (ELDA). Julia Lara and Leslie Lightbourne will describe the unique aspects of ELDA including the developmental 
process, format, and reporting requirements. Steve Ferrara will describe psychometric characteristics of the vertically-linked 
ELDA assessments in reading, listening, writing, and speaking and interpretations about student English proficiency that the 
scales support. Rebecca Kopriva will focus on the empirical evidence related to the complexity of academic language skills 
assessed in ELDA. Finally, Phoebe Winter will discuss the revision of performance level descriptors so they reflect the nature 
of language acquisition and are aligned with the language development skills of young English language learners in grades K-
2.  
Presenters: Rebecca Kopriva  Center for the Study of Assessment Validity and Evaluation, University of Maryland 
 Steve Ferrara American Institutes for Research (AIR) 
 Leslie Lightboune  Louisiana Department of Education 
 Phoebe Winter  Independent Consultant  

12:00 p.m. – 1:30 p.m.  

Luncheon and Program

Grand Ballroom  Panel Presentation 

Issues on the Horizon: What’s Next in Large-Scale Assessment? 

A panel of veteran members of the conference planning committee gaze into their crystal balls and 
predict what the future of large-scale assessment might look like.  

  
Panelists: Kevin M. Johannsen Marketing Specialist, Pearson Educational Measurement  
 Stuart Kahl President, Measured Progress 
 Jake Parizek National Accounts Manager, CTB/McGraw-Hill 
 Pat Porter Vice President of Large-Scale Assessment, Data Recognition Corporation  
 Rima Zobayan Coordinator, IES/ NCES (NAEP) 
Moderator: Frank Philip Council of Chief State School Officers 
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1:45 p.m. – 3:45 p.m., Tuesday, June 27, 2006 

120 Minute Symposia 

 
Session 90 

Developing a Defensible Alternate Assessment: Lessons Learned and Progress Forward 
Elizabethan A  Content Strand 1 

In developing a federally defensible alternate assessment, West Virginia and South Carolina have set a course by which each 
step in the development process was carefully designed to meet Peer Review guidelines. The process progressed from new 
standards to a new assessment. Throughout, WV and SC solicited the involvement of teachers and experts in special 
education, alignment, standard setting, and measurement. The presentation will discuss the lessons learned from the 
process, highlighting best practice, and next steps. 
Presenters: Jan Barth West Virginia Department of Education 
 Norm Webb Wisconsin Center for Education Research, University of Wisconsin 
 Suzanne Swaffield South Carolina Department of Education 
 Beth Judy West Virginia Department of Education 
 Karen Barton CTB/McGraw-Hill 
Discussant: Jan Sheinker Sheinker Educational Services 

 
Session 22 

Participation of and Accommodations for Students with Disabilities and English Language Learners in 
Large-Scale Assessments 
Elizabethan B  Content Strand 1 

The accountability requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act have put a spotlight on the participation and 
accommodation of students with disabilities (SDs) and English language learners (ELLs) in large-scale assessments. This 
session will discuss issues related to assessment policies for these students across the 50 states, with particular focus on the 
impact of these policies on the identification, exclusion and accommodation rates of SDs and ELLs on assessments, and the 
implications for NAEP and state test scores. 
Presenters: Maria Perez American Institutes for Research (AIR) 
 Martha Thurlow National Center on Educational Outcomes (NCEO)/University of Minnesota 
 Jamal Abedi University of California, Davis 
 Mary J. Pitoniak Educational Testing Service (ETS) 
 Richard Durán University of California, Santa Barbara 
Discussant: Arnold Goldstein National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) 

 
Session 70 

Using Technology to Enhance Accessible Assessments for All Students 
California East  Content Strand 1, 5 

In this session, researchers and state practitioners will discuss using digital technologies to create assessment opportunities 
for all students. Topics will include guidelines for and research applying Universal Design to innovative online assessments, 
considerations in providing accommodations for special education students as part of online testing, and using technology to 
facilitate training, scoring, and reporting with alternate assessments. Jerry Tindal will comment on the presentations and 
related trends in this important assessment area. 
Presenters: Aran Felix Alaska Department of Education and Early Development 
 Ronda Townsend Oklahoma Department of Education 
 Kelly Burling Center for Applied Special Technologies 
 Leanne Ketterlin Geller University of Oregon 
Discussant: Jerry Tindal University of Oregon 
Moderator: Michael Harms Pearson Educational Measurement 
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Session 179 

Innovations for Assessing 21st Century Skills 
Tower A  Content Strand 3, 12 

This panel highlights many of the innovative solutions to the challenges associated with assessing 21st century skills. 
Panelists will discuss specific examples of tools that successfully measure analytic reasoning, critical thinking and problem-
solving and information and communication technology (ICT) learning skills. Attendees will see a demonstration of the 
Assessment of Analytic Reasoning and Communication Skills developed by the Council on Aid to Education, the ICT Literacy 
Assessment developed by the Educational Testing Service, and the Partnership for the Assessment of Standards-Based 
Science (PASS) testing program administered by WestEd. 
Presenters: Steve Klein Collegiate Learning Assessment Project (CLA), Rand Corporation 
 Terry Egan Educational Testing Service 
 Richard Hersh Council on Aid to Education (CAE) 
 Kathy Comfort WestEd 
Discussant: W. James Popham University of California, Los Angeles 
Moderator: Ken Kay Partnership for 21st Century Skills 
 

Session 187 

Creativity at the Crossroads: A Town Meeting on Arts Assessment in Schools and States 
Elizabethan D  Content Strand 12 

Research correlates quality music education with improved academic and social development, yet music and the other arts 
are not included in assessment mandates. The arts are defined as “core” under NCLB, yet many schools limit access to 
increase time on tested subjects. Is arts assessment desirable and essential to subjects’ relevancy as “core”? Is testing 
anathema to the principals of creative endeavor? What testing methodology is appropriate to arts assessment? In this 
symposium, panelists will debate questions and provide perspectives and practices from their work at state and national 
levels. A “town meeting” approach will allow symposia attendees to raise questions and concerns. 
Presenters: Scott Shuler Simsbury Public Schools, CT 
 George DeGraffenreid California State University, Fresno 
 Mary Crovo National Assessment Governing Board 
Moderator: Michael Blakeslee National Association for Music Education 

 
Session 170 

Theoretical and Practical Aspects of Vertically-Articulated Standards 
Borgia  Content Strand 4 

The NCLB mandate requires states to demonstrate  that schools, districts, and an overall state are making adequate yearly 
progress across grade levels in relation to  specified learning standards. This session will address the issue of  vertical 
articulation of content and  performance standards and present innovative approaches to designing  standards-based scales 
for measuring  academic growth. Three states will present their approaches and results of  assessing educational growth. 
Comparability of standards across years and across grades will be  discussed.  
Presenters:  Rense Lange Illinois State Board of Education  
 Joseph A. Martineau Michigan Department of Education  
 Cornelia Orr Florida Department of Education  
 Stanley Rabinowitz WestEd  
Discussant: Ron Hambleton University of Massachusetts, Amherst  
Moderator  Zarko Vukmirovic Harcourt Assessment, Inc. 

 

Session 38 

What’s Next in Online Testing? 
Elizabethan C Content Strand 5 

In this session, individuals responsible for testing programs in Oregon, Virginia, and Kansas, and researchers with computer-
based testing expertise speculate on the future of K-12 online assessment. Topics to be discussed will include adaptive 
testing, developing more innovative online assessments, computer-based scoring, issues in transitioning to fully online 
assessment, and the integration of online instruction and assessment. The session will include lessons learned by the 
presenters and the audience that will guide the evolution of online testing over the next five to ten years. 
 Presenters: Doug Kosty Oregon Department of Education 
 John Poggio Center for Testing and Evaluation, University of Kansas 
 Lauress Wise Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) 
 James R. McBride Renaissance Learning, Inc. 
 Robert Triscari Virginia Department of Education 
Moderator: Denny Way Pearson Educational Measurement 
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Session 16 

How Can Formative Assessments Actually Improve Teaching and Learning? 
California West Content Strand 7 

Formative assessments—those providing information during learning—have proliferated recently. Most of these assessment 
systems rely on computer-based item banks that deliver items to students to measure learning of a particular domain. On the 
other hand, many have advocated that true formative assessments must be designed by classroom teachers in the course of 
instruction. This session, featuring academic, industry, and state representatives, will incorporate recent research to discuss 
the features of school-based formative assessment systems necessary for improving student learning. 
Presenters: Scott Marion National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
 Lorrie Shepard University of Colorado, Boulder 
 Stuart Kahl Measured Progress 
 Christy Schneider South Carolina Department of Education 
Discussant: Brian Gong National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment 
Moderator: Mary Ann Snider Rhode Island Department of Education 

 
Session 186 

Assessment Literacy: Existing and Emerging Programs for Professional Development 
Olympic Content Strand 10, 8 

The presentations will focus on professional development for assessment literacy projects in four states. The projects range 
from a well-established program to emerging programs and include strategies each state is using 1) to develop summative 
and formative assessments, 2) to use technological applications that support modern assessment-related practices, including 
online assessments, reporting applications, and assessments in emerging learning contexts, or 3) to use NAEP online tools 
as a strategy to improve the capabilities of educators to become assessment literate. Handouts will be available. 
Presenters: Susan Huggins Oregon Department of Education, Office of Assessment and Information Services 
 Cindy Ziker Arizona Department of Education 
 Pat Roschewski Nebraska Department of Education 
 David Kennedy West Virginia Department of Education 
Moderator and Discussant: Kathryn Sprigg Washington Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction  

4:00 p.m. – 5:30 p.m.  

Special Session

 
Session 172 

When Disaster Strikes: Keeping the Program Afloat  
California West Special Issue Presentation 

Assessment directors from five Gulf Coast states will discuss the implications of natural disaster on state-wide assessment 
programs. In 2004, four hurricanes struck in Florida and the surrounding areas. In 2005, the effects of Hurricanes Katrina and 
Rita caused widespread disruption of school attendance and enrollment patterns. Large shifts in population resulted and 
many activities were canceled or rescheduled. In this session, hear how assessment directors coped with many issues 
caused by the effects of the hurricanes. 
Presenters: Scott Norton Louisiana Department of Education 
 Lisa Chandler Texas Education Agency 
 Kris Kaase Mississippi Department of Education 
 Cornelia Orr Florida Department of Education 

 Gloria Turner Alabama Department of Education 
Moderator  Thomas Fisher Fisher Education Consulting, LLC  
 

6:00 p.m.  

Evening on your own
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Wednesday, June 28 

6:30 a.m. – 7:30 a.m.  

Early Morning Activities 

Sunrise Yoga—Prepare your body and mind for maximum conference efficiency.  
Victor’s, Imperial Floor, 32 Floor Sponsored by CCSSO
  
Large-Scale run/walk—Get that heart beating and stretch out those conference muscles. 
Powel Street Entrance Sponsored by AIR 

8:00 a.m. – 11:30 a.m.  

Registration

Georgian Room  

8:00 a.m. – 9:00 a.m.  

Buffet Breakfast 

Grand Ballroom  

9:00 a.m. – 1:00 p.m.  

Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

9:15 a.m. – 10:30 a.m., Wednesday, June 28, 2006 

75 Minute Small-Group Sessions

 
Session 62 

Remaining True to Your Construct in Computer-Based Delivery of Performance-Based Assessment 
Elizabethan C Content Strand 1, 4 

While field testing media-rich, web-delivered assessments of listening and speaking skills for K-12 English language learners 
(ELLs), the Minnesota Department of Education encountered many challenges. Solutions exist to some of these challenges, 
but others require further investigation. The presenters will explore the tensions that exist between sound practice in 
performance-based assessment of ELLs and the use of technology. Must we tolerate some compromises to our construct in 
order to assess online? 
Presenters: Cheryl Alcaya Minnesota Department of Education 
 Anita Dualeh Minnesota Department of Education 
 Linda Zimmerman Pearson Educational Measurement 

 
Session 32 

Application of STELLA System and Relevant Findings 
Elizabethan A Content Strand 1, 5 

The Selection Taxonomy for English Language Learner Accommodations (STELLA) is a computerized decision-making 
system designed to provide a systematic mechanism for defining and identifying different types of English language learners 
as well as for matching these students to the appropriate accommodations. Two studies investigated the technical rigor of 
STELLA: a tri-state study with school personnel and an experimental study with students. In this session, we will discuss the 
application of STELLA and our findings from the studies. 
Presenters: Rebecca Kopriva Center for the Study of Assessment Validity and Evaluation, University of Maryland 
 Ming-yi Cho Center for the Study of Assessment Validity and Evaluation, University of Maryland 
Discussant: Therese Carr South Carolina Department of Education 
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Session 41 

How Can States be Certain Their Accountability Decisions Are Sound Ones?—Documenting Quality 
Controls 
Elizabethan D Content Strand 2, 4 

This session applies CCSSO-ASR’s Validity Threats: Detection and Control Practices for State and Local Education Officials 
paper by examining efforts to reduce non-random errors influencing accountability results. The two represented accountability 
designs have unique quality assurance techniques to ensure constituents that judgments about schools are valid, credible, 
and transparent. Control practices, documented in technical and operations manuals, serve a multifunctional role for both 
local and state officials. The audience will benefit from hearing and discussing innovative control techniques used by member 
states. 
Presenters: Pat Rochewski Nebraska Department of Education 
 Robin Taylor Delaware Department of Education 
Moderator: J.P. Beaudoin Research in Action, Inc. 

 
Session 52 

Validation of Alternate Assessment Scores and Uses: Evidence, Issues, and Examples 
Elizabethan B Content Strand 4, 1 

This presentation features studies conducted in four states to develop evidence to test the validity argument for the state’s 
alternate assessment of student with significant cognitive disabilities. Using the USED Peer Review document and the Testing 
Standards (1999) as a framework for conceptualizing their evidence, each presenter will 1) document their study design and 
results and 2) address implementation and technical issues they confronted in carrying out the study. 
Presenters: Gerald Tindal University of Oregon 
 Andrew Roach Vanderbilt University 
 Stephen N. Elliott Vanderbilt University 
Moderator: Stephen N. Elliott Vanderbilt University 

 
Session 117 

Old Wine in New Bottles: Innovations in Analyzing International Assessment Results 
California West Content Strand 9 

Previous work in international assessments is often limited to how well students perform in one country compared to other 
countries. This session presents work that goes more deeply into the data. TIMSS Cognitive Domains: Country Differences in 
Knowing, Applying and Reasoning Mathematically, presents data on the cognitive abilities students use to solve a particular 
mathematics problem. Analysis of Incorrect Responses: What Wrong Answers Tell about U.S. Weaknesses reanalyzes the 
PISA and TIMSS 2003 data and sheds light on knowledge gaps and common misinterpretations. The third paper, Effect Sizes 
as a Standard of Comparison, explores how the application of effect sizes increases what we know about student 
performance on international assessments. 
Presenters: Ina Mullins Boston College 
 Elois Scott National Center for Education Statistics 
Moderator: Valena Plisko National Center for Education Statistics 

 
Session 24 

Can State Assessments be Used for Higher Education Admission and Placement Decisions? 
Olympic Content Strand 13 

This session discusses the relationship between Pennsylvania’s System of School Assessment (PSSA) and placement exam 
scores in Reading and Math at three Pennsylvania universities. We will present convergent validity evidence between the two 
types of assessments and evidence on how well the PSSA predicts GPA in first college English and Math course. We will 
discuss such issues as: Can the PSSA be used for higher education placement or other decisions? What might these findings 
mean for future statewide policies? 
Presenters: Arthur Thacker Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) 
 Andrea L. Sinclair Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) 
 Lori Shorr Pennsylvania Board of Education 
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Session 48 

Reporting with No Child Left Behind: Optimizing Turn Around Time without Sacrificing Valid Results 
California East Content Strand 13, 2 

Beyond the lofty goals and high standards, No Child Left Behind (NCLB) demands accountability decisions based on swift 
and valid results. This session will provide two states methodologies to optimize valid psychometric, scoring, and Adequate 
Yearly Progress determinations in the required time constraints of NCLB. Maridyth McBee will address measurement 
requirement pros and cons of speedy score return. 
Presenters: Jennifer Stegman Oklahoma Department of Education 
 Terry Siskind South Carolina Department of Education 
 Maridyth McBee Assessment Consultant 

 

10:30 a.m. – 11:00 a.m.  

Morning Break in the Exhibit Hall

Colonial Ballroom and Italian Room Foyer  

11:00 a.m. – 12:30 p.m., Wednesday, June 28, 2006 

90 Minute Large-Group Sessions

 
Session 129 

Issues in Classification, Inclusion, and Accommodations for ELL Students with Disabilities 
Elizabethan A Content Strand 1 

ELL students with disabilities are faced with dual challenges: their English language limitations and their disabilities. 
Identifying these students requires a more complex design than the current classification system for either ELL or students 
with disabilities. Similarly, decisions regarding inclusion and accommodations for these students need a more complex set of 
criteria. In this session, issues concerning validity of classification, validity of accommodations, and validity of criteria used for 
inclusion of these students will be discussed. 
Presenters: Gerald Tindal University of Oregon 
 Steve Sireci University of Massachusetts, Amherst 
Discussant: Thanh Van Anderson Oklahoma Department of Education 
Moderator: Jamal Abedi CRESST/University of California, Davis 

 

Session 153 

Integration of Existing High School Graduation-Type Tests into NCLB-Compliant Tests: Challenges and 
Innovative Solutions 
California East Content Strand 2 

Many states are exploring approaches to implement NCLB requirements into existing high school graduation tests. In this 
interactive session, states will share a variety of innovations in using one test to provide both graduation and accountability 
information. Varied adjustments from states in test design, item development, scoring scales, cut scores, decision rules, and 
reporting will be discussed. Empirical data showing impact on graduation and accountability from different cuts and decision 
rules will be presented. Finally, different approaches will be compared. 
Presenters: Chris Domaleski Georgia Department of Education 
 Les Morse Alaska Department of Education and Early Development 
 Dave Chayer Data Recognition Corporation 
Discussant: Brian Gong Center for Assessment 
Moderator: Dave Chayer Data Recognition Corporation 
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Session 91 

Urban Education Challenges: Assessment as Part of the Solution 
Borgia Content Strand 2, 9 

An important assessment challenge in all districts, especially urban districts, is utilizing assessment in coordination with the 
district’s curriculum, instruction, and professional development efforts in order to improve student learning and raise 
achievement. This panel will share recent experiences in addressing these issues in large districts. Strategies for developing 
an NCLB-related assessment program, supporting data analysis, and targeting data-driven improvements will be particular 
areas of focus. Successful urban education solutions will be shared that may be useful in other districts. Solutions will be 
shared that may be useful in other districts. 
Presenters: Daniel Domenech McGraw-Hill Education 
 Cleo Figgures Philadelphia Public Schools, PA 
 Joseph Jacovino St. Louis Public Schools, MO 
Moderator: Linda Thompson CTB/McGraw-Hill 

 
Session 156 

Examining Biases from Equating/Linking to Enhance Validity and Fairness of State Testing Programs for 
All Students 
Elizabethan D Content Strand 4 

Many states have successfully detected test and item biases of statewide assessments for all subgroups. However, one 
source of potential biases for subgroups from equating/linking (over-year or different-form) in statewide testing programs 
hasn’t been fully addressed. This interactive session will present recently developed methods that examine biases for 
subgroups through equating/linking. Empirical data analyses will show feasible applications of these methods in different 
designs in state testing to enhance validity and fairness. Perspectives from practice and policy will be discussed. 
Presenters: Yi Du Data Recognition Corporation 
 Liru Zhang Delaware Department of Education 
 Shungwon Ro Minnesota Department of Education 
Discussant: Phoebe Winter Assessment Consultant 
Moderator: Yi Du Data Recognition Corporation 

 
Session 84 

What Does This Test Measure?—A Closer Look at Cognitive Processes Elicited by Test Items 
Elizabethan B Content Strand 4 

As states move towards greater clarity on the specific content knowledge and skills they want to assess at each grade level, it 
is important to understand how various item types and formats influence the cognitive processes elicited. This is especially 
true as increased large-scale test demands have squeezed open-response items out of state tests. This session will share 
findings from studies examining item quality, depth of knowledge, and cognitive processing from assessment programs 
across several states. Practical guidelines and materials to inform item development activities will be provided. 
Presenters: Karin K. Hess National Center for the Improvement of Educational Assessment, Inc. 
 Stuart Kahl Measured Progress 
 Rhonda Sims Kentucky Department of Education 
Discussant: Stanley Rabinowitz WestEd 

 
Session 21 

Policymakers Guide to Growth Models for School Accountability 
California West Content Strand 4, 2 

Growth models have been used for decades in academic research and program evaluation; it is relatively recently that 
policymakers have inquired as to the potential for growth models to provide an alternative or useful addition to the 
accountability systems that each state is implementing under the requirements of No Child Left Behind (NCLB). The 
Accountability Systems and Reporting (ASR) State Collaborative, organized by CCSSO, has spent over a year exploring the 
use of various types of growth models for accountability. The product of this initial examination, “Policymakers Guide to 
Growth Models for School Accountability: How do Accountability Models Differ?” addresses many questions education 
leaders may have about what growth models are, and what they are not. This session will discuss the paper and share stories 
from three states that are using—or are considering the use of—growth models as part of their statewide accountability 
systems. 
Presenters: Steve Hebbler Mississippi Department of Education 
 Pete Goldschmidt CRESST/University of California, Los Angeles 
 William Auty Education Measurement Consulting 
Moderator: Pat Roschewski Nebraska Department of Education 
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Session 115 

How an Alignment Study Shaped Our State's View of Assessment: Three Perspectives 
Elizabethan C Content Strand 6 

Assessment professionals working in three states will describe how recent alignment studies shaped the thinking about 
assessment. The three states offer different lessons. In one state, the alignment study helped to identify challenges to 
articulating vertically moderated standards (VMS). In another state, the alignment study led to major revisions to the 
assessment standards. The alignment study in the third state provided critical information on how the norm-referenced portion 
of the state assessment aligned to academic content standards. 
Presenters: Lauress Wise  Human Resources Research Organization (HumRRO) 
 Ray Young Pennsylvania Department of Education 
 Fen Chou Louisiana Department of Education 
Discussant: Eric Crane WestEd 

 

Session 95 

Quality Assurance in NAEP Scoring: An Interactive Demonstration 
Olympic Content Strand 8 

This interactive session will describe NAEP procedures for monitoring constructed-response scoring, focusing on statistical 
analyses conducted to ensure that scoring standards are consistent over time. After an introduction to NAEP scoring, 
attendees will participate in a mock training and scoring session to learn how NAEP monitors scoring validity and reliability. A 
NAEP psychometrician will then conduct analyses comparing scores assigned by the participants during the session with prior 
scores given those responses to demonstrate how consistent standards are maintained. 
Presenters: Teresa Neidorf NAEP Education Statistics Services Institute 
 Michael Lapp Educational Testing Service 
 Lydia Gladkova Educational Testing Service 
 John Crosheck Pearson Educational Measurement 

 

Session 136 

Innovations in Use of Assessment Data to Analyze Performance and Guide Instructional Improvement 
Tower A Content Strand 13 

Several state education agencies are beginning to take the lead in developing new approaches to reporting and analyzing 
data from assessment programs, and particularly new web-based methods of providing access to data for local educators to 
analyze student gains and variation in performance by classroom, student group, school, and district. States are also working 
on designs for analyzing and reporting a variety of indicators of teaching and learning that help guide program planning and 
decisions at the local level. Measures of alignment of assessment content to standards and to instruction are another 
innovation in use of data gaining attention within states. The symposium will feature presentations based on recent work 
presented by state leaders through CCSSO SCASS projects on accountability systems and surveys of enacted curriculum. 
Presenters: Robin Taylor Delaware Department of Education 
 Wes Bruce Indiana Department of Education 
 Becky Kemna Missouri Department of Education 
Moderator: Rolf Blank Council of Chief State School Officers 
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Post-Conference Workshops

 

1:30 p.m. - 5:00 p.m., Wednesday, June 28, 2006 
A workshop for principals, superintendents and other administrators  

California East  
What is a “Ready School” and How do You Measure a School’s Readiness? 

The Ready School Assessment (RSA) helps districts/schools work together to assess themselves, set improvement goals, 
and measure progress. Created by the High/Scope Educational Research Foundation through funding from the W.K. Kellogg 
Foundation, the RSA is designed to be completed by a team of school stakeholders (e.g., the principal, teachers, parents, 
community representatives) working together to collect evidence and score items. The RSA provides clear, measurable 
characteristics that increase the likelihood that a school will be able to serve all of the children that come through its doors.  

Prospective registrants for this session should contact: 
Paula Dowker  
High/Scope Research Foundation  
600 North River Street 
Ypsilanti, MI 48198  
(734) 485-2000 ext. 242  
pdowker@highscope.org  
 
 
 
 

1:30 p.m. - 5:00 p.m., Wednesday, June 28, 2006 
Technical Assistance from the USED for the Peer Review Process 

California West  
Standards and Assessments Peer Review Technical Assistance 

The U.S. Department of Education (USED), the Assessment and Accountability Comprehensive Center, and CCSSO will 
cosponsor a working session for states undergoing the NCLB assessment peer review process. Attending states will have the 
opportunity to receive a briefing from ED staff on common challenges states are facing in meeting NCLB requirements in the 
key assessment areas and hear from experts who have successfully assisted states to meet these challenges. 
Presenters  Stanley Rabinowitz AACC, WestEd 
 Darla Marburger US Department of Education 

Prospective registrants for this session should contact: 
Mark Baxter 
Telephone: (202) 326-8690 
e-mail: markb@ccsso.org 
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2006 Conference  

Planning Committee 
 

Jamal Abedi, Professor, University of California, Davis 

Mary Crovo, Assistant Director for Test Development, National Assessment 

Governing Board (NAGB) 

Ellen Forte, Consultant and President, EdCount 

Arthur Halbrook, SCASS Assessment Cluster, CCSSO 

Kimberly Hambrick*, Director of Assessment, AEL/EDVANTIA 

Charlene Heintz, Director of Planning and Development, Lab at Brown 

University 

Kevin M. Johannsen*, Marketing Specialist, Pearson Educational Measurement 

Kris Kaase, Director of Student Assessment, Mississippi Department of 

Education 

Stuart Kahl*, President, Measured Progress 

Julia Lara, Deputy Executive Director, CCSSO 

Jake Parizek*, National Account Manager, CTB/McGraw-Hill 

Pat Porter*, Vice President of Large-Scale Assessment, Data Recognition 

Corporation 

Sandra Poth, Director of Testing and Evaluation, Northside I.S.D., San 

Antonio, Texas 

Sue Rigney, Standards, Assessment and Accountability, U.S. Department of 

Education 

Ed Roeber, Senior Executive Director, OEAA, Michigan Department of 

Education 

Theresa Siskind, Director of Assessment, South Carolina Department of 

Education 

Phoebe Winter, Assessment Consultant 

Rima Zobayan*, Coordinator, IES/NCES (NAEP) 

Mike DiMaggio, Director of Development, CCSSO 

Madeline Morrison, Meeting Planner, CCSSO 

Frank Philip, Program Director, CCSSO 

Joseph Simpson, Deputy Executive Director, CCSSO 

 
* Indicates members who will be leaving the Planning Committee this year. 
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CCSSO Corporate Partners 

Providing Support for This Conference 
 
 

 

Data Recognition Corporation 
 

 

 

Education Testing Service 
 

 

 

Harcourt Educational Measurement 
 

 

 

Measured Progress 
 

 

 

Pearson Education 
 

 

 

Wireless Generation 
 

 

Worldwide Interactive Network 
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CCSSO’s Conference Exhibitors 

ACT, Inc 
Deb Anderson, 500 ACT Drive, Iowa City, IA, 52243, 319-337-1036, deb.anderson@act.org 

Caveon Test Security 
Don Sorenson, 6905 South 1300 East, #468, Midvale, UT, 84047, 801-592-3396, Don.Sorensen@caveon.com 

Data Collection Partners 
Michael Giambrone, 310 W. Lake Street, Suite 100, Elmhurst, IL, 60126, 630-941-0101, michael@ourpartners.com 

Data Recognition Corporation (DRC) 
Rachel Lappe, 13490 Bass Lake Road, Maple Grove, MN, 55311, 763-268-2450, rlappe@datarecognitioncorp.com 

Educational Testing Service 
Rebekah Thompson, 660 Rosedale Rd., MS 15L, Princeton, NJ, 8541, 609-683-2654, rthompson@ets.org 

eMetric, LLC 
Christina Lentz, 211 N. Loop , #1604 E. , San Antonio, TX, 78232, 210-496-6500, clentz@emetric.net 

Educational Data Systems, Inc. 
Caroline, Fahmy, 15850 Concord Circle, Suite A, Morgan Hill, CA, 95037, 408-776-7646, caroline@eddata.com 

Measured Progress 
Patricia Ross, 100 Education Way, Dover, NH, 3820, 603-749-9102, pross@measuredprogress.org 

Metalogic, Inc. 
Sara Moshman, 122 N. 11th, Suite 207, Lincoln, NE, 68508, 402-474-6194, smoshman@lmetalogic1.com 

Northwest Evaluation Association 
Kathryn Stetson, 5885 S.W. Meadows Rd., Suite 200, Lake Oswego, OR, 97035-3256, 503-624-1951, kathy.stetson@nwea.org 

National Assessment of Educational Progress 
Derrick Faison, 1090 Vermont Avenue, NW, Washington, DC, 20005, 202-842-3600, dfaison@hagersharp.com 

Pearson Educational Measurement 
Dede Eschen, 2510 N. Dodge, Iowa City, IA, 52245, 319-358-4471, dede.eschen@pearson.com 

Learning Express, LLC 
BethAnn Coppola, 55 Broadway, 8th Floor, New York, NY, 10006, 212-995-2566 ext. 6438, bcoppola@learningexpressllc.com 

Region 4 Education Service Center 
Charlotte Collins, 7145 West Tidwell, Houston, TX, 77092, 713-744-8109, ccollins@esc4.net 

RISO, Inc. 
Robin Mazer, 300 Rosewood Dr., Danvers, MA, 1923, 978-777-7377, rmazer@riso.com 

Synergistic Technologies 
Cuong Nguyen, 909 Lake Carolyn Parkway, Suite 850, Irving, TX, 75039, 214-632-9256, cnguyen@synergistictechnologies 

Government Micro Research Inc. (GMRI) 
Penny Curtin, 7403 Gateway Court, Manassas, VA, 20109, 703-331-1540, pcurtin@gmri.com 

Gilson Graphics, Inc. 
Rande Allen, 455 Grand Ave. N.E., Grand Rapids, MI, 49503, 616-459-4539, rallen@gilsongraphics.com 

Vantage Learning 
Deborah Chianese, 110 Terry Drive Suite 100, Newtown, PA, 18940, 215-756-1141, dchianese@vantage.com 

Xulura Measurement 
Kyle Mankes, P.O. Box 12742, Raleigh, NC, 27605, 919-342-5771, kmankes@xulura.com 
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