


Overview

States and other educational entities receiving Part B funding under the Individuals with Disabilities Education ActulDtirdds
their Annual Performance Repo(sPRs)and Section 618 Table 6 data together to the U.S. Secretary of Education on or before
February 1200. These reports may have been modified during the following few months, #mel National Center on Educational
OutcomesNICEOQ) waited until June to pgufinal data from these sourceBhese reports contained information on a variety of
indicators, including largscale assessment participation and performance datef2007-2008school yearThis document is a
summary of thessessmemtata containeth those reports.

States have been required by Biementary and Secondary Education Act (ES&EAEst students at least once at the elementary,
middle, and high schotdvels since 2002002. Beginning ir2006-2006, states were required to test alldentson reading and
mathematicén grades 3, as well a®nce inhigh school. Participation in science assessment in elementary, middle, and high school
wasrequired startingn 2007-2008.

The information that states provided in tH2d07-2008APRs ®metimes did not completely match the data submitted in Table 6 of
Section 618; most often this was because states aggregated and summarized data in tHeir AlRdRsplestates sometimes
summarized datacross grades rathéiran presenting dafar ead grade Occasionallythey reported slightly different daiia the

APR and in Table @8ecause data contained in 2@ 72008APRssometimesvere notdisaggregatdby content area and grade
level or contained only percentagescontained inconsistenciddCEOreplaced APR data wittaw numbers obtained from Table 6
when necessaryn other wordsywhen APR data did not match Section 618 Table 6 data, we used the Table 6 data.

It is important to recognize that the informatsuwbmitted inastt e 6 sand/AS&ckon 618 Table 6 data may or may not be publicly

reported by the stat®ata publicly reported on statéebsites or sent to stakeholders by local education agencies may come from a
different sourceNCEO regularly analyzzassessment information that is publicly reported by stateslfseg Thurlow, & Bremer,

2009;Klein, Thurlow, & Wiley, 2006:Thurlow, Quenemoen, Altman, & Cuthbert, 200hurlow & Wiley, 2004; Thurlow, Wiley, &

Bielinski, 2003;VanGetsor& Thurlow, 2007 Wiley, Thurlow, & Klein,2003. NCEO al so anal yzed statesbo
Reports that included assessment data forthe-200d year ( Thurl ow, Wiley, & Bielinski, =
Reports that included assessment data foR@&2003 school year (Thurlow, Moen, & Wiley, 20020032004school year

(Thurlow, Moen, & Altman, 200620042005 school year (Thurlow, Altman, Cuthbert, & Moen, 20Q01)52006 school year

(Thurlow, Altman, Cormier, & Moen, 2008and 20062007 sclol year (Thurlow, Altman& Vang, 2009)

For somdables andigures included in this report, ddtam 2007#2008are compared to data frogarlier yearsThedata from the
2006:2007,20052006,20032004 and 20022003 school yearareavailablein our online reference tool, the NCEO Data Viewer
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(http://data.nceo.infdp/ Users of this tool can create customizable reports of state participatiaaccommodatiopolicies, and
participation and performance assessnoamta.

The assessment information included in the Annual Performance Reports of regulansBear(d unique states subject to IDEA
requirementsr(=10; see box below for a list of unique states) is summarized in two sections in this report:

1 Participation in2007#2008State Assessments (See6)
1 Performance 020072008State Assessments (gage39)

The information in tfs reportis supported byndividual state datavailablein five appendices. Appendices A and B provide the
participation angberformance data used to create the tables and figures in this document. Appendices C and D include a summary of
all of theraw participation andaw performance datthatstates submitted in the20072008annual performancesports of state
assessmermata.Appendix E provides raw performance data by specific assessment, content area, and grade level for each state.

Unique States American Samoa (AS), Bureau of Indian Education (BIE), Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (C
Washington DCIPC), Federated States of Micronesia (FSM), Guam (GU), Palau, Puerto Rico (PR), Republic of the Marshal
(RMI), Virgin Islands (VI)
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Participation in 2007-2008State Assessments

Five tables and twenty figures airecluded in this section. A brief description of overall findings is provided for each table and figure.
In addition, decisions made about the data included in thestafdiefigures are clarified.

Table 1. States with Participation Data for AllThree School Levels (Elementary, Middle, and High School) and Both Reading
and Math (Regular and Alternate Assessment)

Finding: This table shows that aleégular states presented participation data for both reading and mathematics
at all three school levels faheir 20072008regular and alternate assessmefithenumber of regular states
providing tresedatahas increased in recent yeaeverunique states reported assessment participaton

their regular assessment amadternate assessmeradministerediuring 20072008

Explanation: The numbers in this table represent states that provided participation data in both reading and mathematics for
elementary, middle, and high school levels. Tanotudedin this table, states needed to provide at minimum the number of students
assessed, and the enrollment counts for both studentiERgland all students.

Figure 1. Amount of Participation Data Reported for the Regular Assessment

Finding: All 50 regular states and unique states provided participation data in reading and math at the
elementary, middle, and high school level for their regular assesshventinique states provided data for both
content areas, but did not report data for all school lev@ise unique state did not report any data.

Explanation: This figure shows which data were missfogstates that lacked some regular assessment participation data in reading
or math at the elementary, middle, or high school level.

Figure 2. Amount of Paticipation Data Reported for the Alternate AssessmenBased onAlternate Academic Achievement
Standards

Finding: All 50 regular states and 7 unique states provided participation data in reading and math at the
elementary, middle, and high school level for tladiernateassessment. Two unique states provided data for
both content areas, but did not report data fdrsghool levels. One unique state did not report any data.



Explanation: This figure shows which data were missfogstates that lacked some participation data in reading or math at the
elementary, middle, or high school level for the alteragg=ssment based on alternate academic achievement standards.

Figures 3-5. Reading Assessment Participation Rates in Elementary, Middle, and High SchoBlercentParticipation of IEP
Enrollment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessments)

Finding: The pecentageof students tested on reading assesss@agular and alternatey shown in these
figures for those states for which a rate could be calculated. At the elementarglled@legular states ané
unigue states had participation ratef 95% ormore At the middle school levad]l 50 regular states ané
unigue states had participation ratef 95% or more. At the high school leve?,ragular states an@ unique
state had participation rateof 95%or more.At this level, 8 regular states an8 unique states did not assess
at least95% of students, whi2unique statedid not report any dataAt the elementary level one staigda
participation ratethat exceeded 105%.

Explanation: Participation rates were calculateddiyiding the number of students assessed in reduiige IEP enrollment. This
produces a rate that is thercentagef students with IEPs who were tested on the regular assessment and the alternate assessments
(those based aalternate academic achievent standardsnodified achievement standardad grade level achievement standards).
Rates in the range of 95%05% are desired. Percentages that are slightly larger than 100% can be explained by factors such as
counting IEP enrollment at a different #nof yearfrom when the assessmentsre administered. When the participation percentage

is larger than 105%, the most likely explanation is that students were reported as participating in more than onetgpéseotfvo
assessment in a single contertaafregular and alternate). Such reporting redundancy prevents accurate calculation of participation or
performance percentages

Figures 6-8. Mathematics Assessment Participation Rates in Elementary, Middle, and High School: Percent Participation of
IEP Enrollment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessments)

Finding: Thepercentagef students tested on the mathematics assessment is shown in these figures for those
states for which a rate could be calculated. At the elementary &80 regular states ané unique statehad
participation rates of 95% or more. At the middle school levid regular states ané unique statehad

participation rates of 95% or moreAt the high school leve29regular stateand4 uniguestateshad

participation rates of 95% or more. For th1 regular statewith ratesless tharf5%, 15 were90% or above

the4 unique statesvith ratesless tharB5% had widely variable rateMathematics assessment participation



rateswere less than those shown feading Lower participationrateswere evidenat the highschool levefor
both reading and mathematidso states had participation rat@s mathematicshat exceeded 105%

Explanation: Data for these figures were calculated in the same way as foeEigh.

Figures 911.Reading Assessment Accommodation Rates in Elementaimiddle, and High School: Percentageof Students
with IEPs Taking the Regular Reading Assessment with Accommodations

Finding: Thepercentagef studentsisingaccommodations otfe regularreadingassessmetat each of the
school levelss shown for those states for which a rate could be calculated. At the elementary tegelar
statesand 1 unique stateeported75% or more of their students with IEPs using accommodations on the
regular reading assessment, aPdiregular stateand5 unique statebadbetweerb0% and74% of their
students with disabilitiegsing accommodations on the regular reading assesswiethie middle school level,
6 regular statesind2 unique statead 75% or more of their students with IEPs using accommodationsgand 2
regular statesand4 unique stateshowed between 50% and 74%iheir students with disabilitietsking the
regular reading assessment with accommodatidtighe high school leveB regular statesand 2 unique state
had 75% or more of their students with disabilities using accommodations on the regular highreatiog
assessment, art8 regular statesand 3 uniquestateshad betweerb0% and74% of their students with
disabilitiesusing accommodations on the regular reading assessifieatates reported in 206008 were
generally similar to those reported in 26@607.

Explanation: Accommodatiorrates were calculated by dividing the number of students who used accommodations on the regular
reading assessment by the IEP enroliment. Note that this percentage is different from the one that would be obtained if the
denominator was the number of stuenith IEPs who were assessed on the regular reading assessment. It is important to note that
state accommodations policies, which vary greatly from state to state, are an important driving factor behind the aconmatesiati
seen in these figures. Foformationon these policiessee NCE@s publicationr2007 State Policies on Assessment Participation and
Accommodations for Students with Disabilizasilable ahttp://www.nceo.info/OnlinePutlSynthesis7ar see NCEGs research

t ool A N CE O oB&thttp:ddatd/ricen wiw/ncepa-dataabout.asp
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Figures 1214. Mathematics Assessment Accommodation Rates in Elementagrividdle, and High School: Percentageof
Students with IEPs Taking the RegularMathematics Assessment with Accommodations

Finding: Thepercentagef studentsisingaccommodations on the regulaathematiceissessment is shown
for those states for which a rate codid calcuated. At the elementary levélyegular states and unique state
showed 75% or more of their students with IEPs using accommodations on the regular mathematics assessment,
and 32 regular states ané unique statebadbetweerb0% and74% of ther students with disabilitiegsing
accommodations on the regular mathematics assesshAtghe middle school level,regular states an@
unique statehad 75% or more of their students with IEPs using accommodafi@megular states and
unique stateshowedbetweerb0% and74% of their students with disabiliti¢aking the regular mathematics
assessmentith accommodation#\t the high school leved, regular states an@ unique statehad 75% or
more of their students with IEPs using accommodatilbmsg the assessment, aBdregular states an@
unique stateshowedbetweerb0% and74% of their students witfEPs taking the regular mathematics
assessment with accommodatidviere gates testd students with accommodationsaatate of 50% or moren
mathematics, especially at the elementary |éMed higheshumber of states withccommodatiomates greater
than 50%were seen at thelementaryevel for mathematics arttie middle school level foeading.

Explanation: Data for these figures wecalculated in the same way as for Figudeisl.

Table 2. Percent of Students with IEPs Participating in the Regular Assessment with Accanodations

Finding: The mean percentage of students with IEPs participating in the regular assessment with
accommodations across regular states ranged from 53.0% in elementary to 46.0% in high school for reading,
and 56.8% for elementary and 46.7% for mathematics. Means for middle school fell within the range for both
content areas. The range of state ratesedvidely as there were states that did not report even 1% as a rate,

and others that reported rates as high as 88.5%. As few as 3 and as many as 7 of the 50 states reported greater
than 75% accommodations rates for students with IEPs. Results were fimilaique states, as means for

each content area were highest at the elementary level, and lowest at the high school level with a wide variation
among unique states.

Explanation: Accommodatiorrates were calculated a manner identical for figures .



Table 3. Percentageof Students with IEPs Participating in an Alternate Assessment Based on Grade Level Achievement
Standards(AA-GLAS)

Finding: Threeregular states offered to students with IEPs an alternate assessment based on grade level
achievemet standard§AA-GLAS) in these states, between 0% &0 of students with IEPs participated in
this assessmedepending on school level and content afi@ao states hatessthan 1% of their IEP students
in this type of assessment, wholeetypically tested more than 10% using this assessthenigh this state did
not use this assessment at the high school.level

Explanation: The percentagef students with IEPs participating in an alternate assessment based on grade level achievement
standard¢AA-GLAS) was calculated by dividing the number of students participatitfgsmssessmeitty the number of students
with IEPs.Only those states that also had data for an alternate assessment based on alternate achieveme{fAta#db)ydgere
included inthis table Raw data forll alternate assessments are available in Appendix @GRAS dataareprovided in footnotes to
AppendcesA andB tables, buaireavailable in AppenaiesD and E

Table 4. Percentageof Students with IEPs Participating in an Alternate Assessment Based dodified Achievement
Standards(AA-MAS)

Finding: Nine regular states and one unique state reported data for tHIAS.in 20072008, the first year

that a space was provided on fortogeport information on this assessment. Participation rates were highly
variable across states, and many states did not test at all school levels, or for both content areas. Tha Burea
Indian EducationBIE) reported the lowest rates at all grade lesyehis may be due to the fact that BIE

students participate in assessnsintmany states, and only those residing in states with aMA&could
potentiallyparticipatein the AAMAS For the regular stateseadingparticipation rates ranged from 109% t

40% of all students with IEPs at the elementary |dvein 16% to 39% at the middle school level, and 7% to
40% at the high school level. One state tested only at the elementary level, another only at the high school level,
and one state did not testailt for this content area. Participation ratésr mathematicsanged from 5% to

36% of all students with IEPs at the elementary level, from 8% to 43% at the middle school level, and 6% to
48% at the high school levéDdne state tested only at the elenagpievel, another only at the high school level,
and one state testlonly for this content area.

Explanation: Thepercentagef students with IEPs participating in an alternate assessment basexdlibied achievement standards

was calculated by dividgithe number of students participatinghe AA-MAS by the number of students with IER3nly those
states that also had data for an alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards were includedhisthiasdbhée.
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first year thatreporting tables provided a row for states to report this information. It is suspected that the states with data on an
alternate assessment based on modified achievement standards previously reported data{fGiL#S,AA merged these data with
AA-AAS data.Raw data for all alternate assessments are available in Appendix-RIASAdata are also shown in Appendix A, B,
D, and E.

Table 5. Percentageof Students with IEPs Participating in an Out-of-level Assessment

Finding: A small number of states (BFhad asmallpercentage of students with IEPs take-of-level
assessmentsll of these studentserecounted ason-participants forparticipation rates Of the elementary,
middle, and high school reading and math assessments (six possible assessuat@fig)el assessments were
given at all levels and both content ardgsjust onestate.In general, ouof-leveltests were given tiewerthan
10 students with IEPs at a specific grade and content area.

Explanation: The percentage of owuff-level assessments taken by students with IEPs was calculated by dividing the number of out
of-level assessments by the number of students with IEPs in a gackn gr

Table 6. Percentage ofnvalid Scores (where >5% of Students with IEPReceivedi nvalid Scores)

Finding: A small number of states (6Fhadmore than 5%of students with IEPs take regular assessments in a
way that produced invalid scoreBhe rates for these six states ranged from 5% to 9% for reading, and from 5%
to 10% for mathematics. Five of the six states reported more than 5% invalid scores fe@batly and
mathematicat the high school leveThese percentages are in contrast to those in 200, when more than

5% of students with invalid scores were reported at all school levels; in 2008 thes®ccurrencesappeared

only at the high schadevel.

Explanation: The percentagef assessments taken by students with IEPs resulting in invalid scores (as defined by OSEP) was
calculated by dividing the number of invalid practices reported on the regudlernateassessmesby the number oftadents with
IEPs Those above 5%ere included in the tahl& common reason for an invalid score maytheg the student received an
accommodation that state policy defined as a modification (e.g.alead onareading tegt Students who receive invalid scores are
no longer counted as participants.
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Figures 1517. Reading Assessment Based éiternate AcademicAchievementStandards (AA-AAS) Participation Rates in
Elementary, Middle, and High School:PercentParticipation of IEP Enroliment

Finding: At the elementary level3regular states ané unique states assessed 9% eawerof students with

IEPs in thereadingAA-AAS Severregular states antlvo unique states assessaare than % of their students

with IEPsthrough an alternate assessment based on alternate academic achievement standards; some of these
percentages were close to 10%, some asrkigh as 20%At the middle school leve38 regular states ané

unique stateassesse8% orfewerof students wit IEPs in the alternate assessment basedli@nnate

academic achievement standgidsregular states an@ unique statetested morg¢han 9%;mostof these were

close to 10% whilene neare®0% At the high school leveBs regular states an8 unique stateassessef@%

or fewerof students with IEPs in the alternate assessment basalteonate academic achievement standards

15 regular statesand 3 unique stateassessethorethan 9% ,againwith moststates neafl0% but one state

with just les than20%( one wuni que state repor t.didppda that studéntsara ver y
more likely to receive an AAASat higher grade levelsThe highest rates were much lower than in 20067,

Explanation: The percentage of students with IEPs assessed through a reading alternate assessment based on alternate
achievemenstandardsvas calculated by dividing the number of students participating in these assessments by the
number of students with IEPAlternat assessments based on giladel or modifiedacademic achievement standards
werenot included hereThe 9% threshold when multiplied by the national average for percentage of students with IEPSs,
roughly 12%, is approximately equal to tRELB regulationof a 1% cap oithe percentage of the total student

population that can be counted as proficamthese types of assessmehist all students who are assesaaith an

alternate assessment based on alternate academic achievement ssaodasprofient;these figuresighlight

states that hatthe potential to exceed the 1% cdaticipation rates based on total student enrollnagatprovidedn

Appendix A.

Figures 1820. Mathematics Assessment Based oNiternate Academic Achievement StandardgAA-AAS) Participation Rates
in Elementary, Middle, and High School:PercentParticipation of IEP Enrollment

Finding: At the elementary levelds regular states ané unique states assessed 9% ewerof students with IEPs in theath
AA-AAS Fiveregular states antlvo unique stateassessethore than % of their students with IERBrough an alternate
assessment based on alternate academic achievement standastisyere neat0%,and one at 1% (one unique state
reported 21% wot b.iAEhe niddleyschalneae/Iregufianstates and unique stateassesse@% or
fewerof students with IEPs in the alternate assessment basaiteomate academic achievement standdt@segular states
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and3 unique statetested moréhan 9% with a range between 10% and 19% with most near.1&%he high school level,

34 regular states an@ unique stateassesse8% orfewerof students with IEPs in the alternate assessment based on

alternate academic achievement standaf@sregular statesand2 unique stateassessecthorethan 9% with arange

between 10% and 40%bone uni que state r epor t.eldgere@%e peicanfagesaforther y s mal |
mathematics alternate assessment based on alternate academic achievement stardagidsilar to the percentages for the

reading alternate assessment based on alternate academic achievement stanxdamthat high school students in

mathematics are much more likely to be tested ubBHAMAS.

Explanation: Data for these figures were calculated in the same way as for Figui&'s
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Table 1
States with Participation Data for AllhreeSchool Levels (Elementary, Middle, and High School) and Both Reading and Math

Alternate Assessment Bad onAlternate

Regular Assessment academic achievement standards
Year Regular States Unique States Regular States Unigue States
2002008 50 7 50 7
2006-2007 47 7 47 7
20052006 45 8 45 6
20032004 46 5 45 5
20022003 45 7 45 5

Note.See map in Figures 1 and 2 for specific states.
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Figure 1. Amount of Participation Data Reported for the Regular Assessment

2007-2008
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" 3 levels of data but only for either reading or math
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~ ) No performance data given (n=0 regular states and 1 unique state)




Figure 2. Amount of Participation Data Reported for the Alternate Assessment Based on Alternate Academic
Achievement Standards

2007-2008

KEY

. Elementary, middie, & high school data (3 levels) both for reading and math
(n=50 regular states and 7 unique states)

&> Fewer than 3 levels of data, but provides both reading and math
(n=0 reqular states and 2 unique state)

@77 3 levels of data but only for either reading or math
(n=0 regular states and 0 unique states)

__) No performance data given (n=0 regular states and 1 unique state)



Figure 3. Reading Assessment Participation Rates in Elementary School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment

(Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)
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Figure 4. Reading Assessment Participation Rates in Middle School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment

(Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)
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Figure 5. Reading Assessment Participation Rates in High School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
(Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)
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Figure 6. Mathematics Assessment Participation Rates in Elementary School: Percent Participation of IEP
Enroliment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)
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Figure 7. Mathematics Assessment Participation Rates in Middle School: Percent Participation of IEP
Enroliment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)
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Figure 8. Mathematics Assessment Participation Rates in High School: Percent Participation of IEP
Enroliment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessment)

2007-2008

[E)~

‘ CNMI
FSM
o~
PALAU
. KEY PR

\ - Yoo ) >105% (n=0 regular states and 0 unique states) m RMI
e Q 95%-105% (n=29 regular states and 4 unique states)
92 <> (LD <95% (n=21 regular states and 4 unique states) e KN

&) md=missing data (n=0 regular states and 2 unique states)

22



Figure 9. Reading Assessment Accommodation Rates in Elementary School: Percentage of Students with |IEPs
Taking the Regular Reading Assessment with Accommodations
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Figure 10. Reading Assessment Accommodation Rates in Middle School: Percentage of Students with IEPs
Taking the Regular Reading Assessment with Accommodations
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Figure 11. Reading Assessment Accommodation Rates in High School: Percentage of Students with IEPs
Taking the Regular Reading Assessment with Accommodations
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Figure 12. Mathematics Assessment Accommodation Rates in Elementary School: Percentage of Students with

IEPs Taking the Regular Mathematics Assessment with Accommodations
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Figure 13. Mathematics Assessment Accommodation Rates in Middle School: Percentage of Students with
IEPs Taking the Regular Mathematics Assessment with Accommodations
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Figure 14. Mathematics Assessment Accommodation Rates in High School: Percentage of Students with
IEPs Taking the Regular Mathematics Assessment with Accommodations
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Table 2

Percent of Students with IEPs Participating in the Regular Assessment with Accomnodations

Reading Math
Elementary Middle High School Elementary Middle High School

RegularStates
Mean 53.0% 52.8% 46.0% 56.8% 56.0% 46.7%
ac’ta.“d.ard 0.20 0.22 0.19 0.16 0.18 0.18

eviation
Range 0.3-87.8% 0.6-83.7% 0.579.1% 8.7-88.5% 7.6-83.9% 4.7-78.9%
Numbermore
than75% 7 . 3 6 7 4
Unique States
Mean 64.9% 62.4% 51.5% 66.2% 62.5% 51.8%
i’ta.“df"“d 0.17 0.24 0.30 0.19 0.24 0.31

eviation
Range 28.578.7% 19.497.6% 0.0-85.1% 28.592.1% 17.296.0% 0.0-87.2%
Numberomore
than75% 1 2 2 1 2 2
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Table3
Percentage of Students with IEParticipating in Alternate Assessments Based on Grade Level Achievement Standards

Reading Math
Elementary Middle High School Elementary Middle High School
Massachusetts 0%" 0%" 0%" 0%" 0%" 0%*?
North Carolina 0%*? 0%*? 0%*? 0%*? 0%*? 0%*?
Virginia 16% 17% 11% 20%

%A small percentage (< 0.5) participated in this type of assessment in the grade levels and content areas represented as 0%.
Fourstates reported data for this assessment in-2008 but not in 2002008: Kansas, Louisiana, Oklahomaad Texas. It is of
note that all of these states reported assessing students with-EiASAuring 20072008
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Table4
Percentage oBtudents with IEPs Participating in Alternate Assessments Based on Modified Achievement Standards*

Reading Math

Elementary Middle High School Elementary Middle High School
California 24.1% 20.2%
Kansas 21.5% 22.4% 21.0% 16.7% 22.2% 27.5%
Louisiana 9.9% 20.3% 12.4% 9.9% 20.2% 12.1%
Maryland 6.5% 5.5%
Nebraska 5.3% 7.5% 6.6%
North Carolina 20.1% 20.7% 19.6% 16.7% 19.0% 13.1%
North Dakota 15.2% 16.0% 18.8% 10.8% 16.9% 17.6%
Oklahoma 40.3% 39.0% 39.6% 36.2% 43.4% 48.4%
Texas 32.7% 28.9% 29.8% 29.3% 32.6% 34.5%
Bureau of Indian 2.9% 4.1% 4.6% 2.2% 3.9% 4.8%
Education

*This was the first school year in which OSEP allowed for reporting on thi/A&, though it is thought that mamy these states
used this assessment in past years and reported under one of the other alternate assessment options GdLA8)aw Adggregated
scores with those of the regular assessment.
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Table5
Percentagef Students with IEPs Participating in @ut-of-Level Assessment

Reading Math
Elementary Middle  High School Elementary Middle High School

Kansas 0.1%
New Mexico 0.096' 0.09%' 0.09%6' 0.096'
Tennessee 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.5%
Utah 0.1% 0.3% 0.4% 0.1% 3.2% 7.8%
Washington 0.1% 0.096 0.1% 0.096'
& A small number of students (n = < 3) participated in aroblgvel assessment
Table6
Percentage of Invalid Scores (Where >5% of Students with Relesivednvalid Score$

Reading Math

Elementary Middle High School Elementary Middle High School

Colorado 5.4%
lllinois 6.1% 5.9%
Indiana 8.0% 8.0%
Montana 5.9% 5.1%
Vermont 7.3% 8.3%
Washington 9.0% 10.0%
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Figure 15. Reading Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates in

Elementary School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Figure 16. Reading Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates in
Middle School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Figure 17. Reading Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates in

High School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Figure 18. Mathematics Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates
in Elementary School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Figure 19. Mathematics Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates
in Middle School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Figure 20. Mathematics Assessment Based on Alternate Academic Achievement Standards Participation Rates
in High School: Percent Participation of IEP Enroliment
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Performanceon 2007-2008State Assessments

Fourtables and fourteen figures are included in this section. A brief description of overall findings is provided for each table and
figure. In addition, decisions made about the data included in the taduldigures are clarified here.

Table 7. States with Performance Data for AllThree School Levels (Elementary, Middle, and High Schoofpr Both Reading
and Math

Finding: This table shows that &0 regular states, and 7 unique stapessented performance data for both
reading and mathematics at all three school levels for their regular and alternate assedsaseat on
alternate academic achievement standand®80072008 The data here match data for participation, meaning
all of the states that reported provided the sdaevel ofreporting for both participation and performance.

Explanation: The numbers in this table represent states that provided performance data in both reading and mathematics for
elementary, middle, and highteiol levels. To be counted, states needed to provide the number of students proficient on the regular
assessmermndalternate assessment based on alternate achievement stamdiatfuis enrollment counts for both students with
disabilities and all studesit

Figure 21. Amount of Performance Data Reported for the Regular Assessment

Finding: All 50 regular states and unique states provided performance data in reading and math at the
elementary, middle, and high school level for their regular assessiemtinique states did not provide
performance datfor at least one school level but provided data for both content areas. One unique state did
not report data.

Explanation: States are identified in this figure using the same criteria that were used fo6.Table

Figure 22. Amount of Performance Data Reported for the Alternate Assessment based Aiternate Academic Achievement
Standards (AA-AAS)

Finding: Identical to data eported on the regular assessmefith@ regular statesand 7 unique states
provided performance data in reading and math at the elementary, middle, and high school level Adtheir
AAS Two unique states did not provide performance data for at le@sschool level but provided data for
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both content areas. One unique state did not report ddtis. is the first year that the amount of data reported
on alternate assessmetased on alternate achievement standandsched the amount reported for the
regular assessment.

Explanation: States are identified in this figure using the same criteria that were used fo6.Table

Figures 23-25. Reading AssessmerRroficiency Rates in Elementary, Middle, and High School: Percent Proficient of IEP
Enrollment (Incl udes Regular and Alternate Assessments)

Finding: For thestates for which rates of studgmbficiencycould be calculated for the reading assessment,
generally more than 30% of studemigh IEPs performed at a level considered proficient. The number of states
with 30% or more studentsith IEPs proficient wag89regular statesand 1 unique state at the elementary

school level29regular statesand 1 unique statat the middle school levednd & regular statesand 1 unique
stateat the high school leveCompared to data from 20a807, hese numbers alidentical at the elementary
level,uptwo statesat the middle school level, and up one state at the high stehabl

Explanation: Thepercentagef students scoring as proficient on state assessments was calculated by dividing the number of students
who were proficient and above according to ehydhenunbeadfeds cr it
students wh IEPs in the state (i.e., IEP Enrollment). These figures add togethmertentagef students proficient on the regular
assessment plus tpercentagef students proficient on the alternate assessniémise based ogradelevel, modified or alternie

academic achievement standarttsus providing the total number of students with IEPs who were proficient in the state assessment
program in20072008

A cautionis indicated for proficiency percents reported in the figuPescenaiges must be viewed with caution when #iternate
assessmenbased on alternate academic achievement standargsoficiency rate for the same content and school level was
greater than 1% of the total student population(approximately 10% of IEP enrollmenbdr thealternate assessmerttased on
modified academic achievement standardgroficiency rate for the same content and school level geesater than 2% of the

total student population (approximatel\20% of IEP enrollment)These are indicated byballet () for the AA-AAS or square

mar ker ( y)MAS. dhe U.6.IDeparinant of Education's directions to states indicated that scores fitoeselessessments
should be placed within the lowest proficiency level if they accounted for morghhatiowedoercentagef the total population of
students, but not all states did
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Figures 26-28. Mathematics AssessmerRroficiency Rates in Elementary, Middle, and High School: Percent Proficient of IEP
Enroliment (Includes Regular and Alternate Assessments)

Finding: For those states for which rates of studerdficiencycould be calculated for the math assessment,
generally about 30% of studemsth IEPs performed at a level considered proficient. The number of regular
states with 30% or more studemigh IEPs proficient wagl3 at the elementary school lev2h at the middle
school level an@2 at the high school leveNo unique statereported this level of proficiency at teeementary
level two at themiddleschool levebndone at thehigh school levelFive more states at the middle school
reported more than 30% of students with IEPs scoring as proficient than a yedrtege was no change at the
elementary ohigh school level. In 2068007 sudents with IEPs appeadto be having morsuccess in
scoringasproficient on reading assessments compared to mathematics assesdrtentaiddle and high
school levels with the opposite being true at the elementary Tehislwas not the case in 20Q@08when
proficiency rates were simildor the two content areas.

Explanation: Thepercentagef students scoring as proficient orathassessments was calculated in the same way as for the reading
assessments. The same explanations for the data summary and the same cautions apply.

Table 8. Percentage ofAll Students Proficient on Alternate Assessments Based éilternate Achievement Standards

Finding: For at least one grade level and content at@gup from 10 in 2002004, 13 in 2002006, and 15 in 2068007)
statesand 2 unique statesounted more than 1% of total student enrollment as proficient on an alternate assd=suadomn
alternateacademic achievemestandardsSeverregular states counted more than 1% of total student enrollment as
proficientfor only one grade level and atent areaTenregular states counted more than 1% proficient at the high school
levelin mathematicsAt the elementary level states were more likely to report such a count on a reading assessfhent (n
than on a math assessment @h=our statescounta more tharl% of total enroliment as proficiefior every grade level

and both content areameaning it is likely that the aggregated total in these states would surpass the 1% of all students
allowed.

Explanation: The percentage of students with IEBsréng as proficienbn an alternate assessment based on alternate achievement
standardsvascalculated by dividing the number of studentso were proficient o reading or mathematiésA -AAS by thetotal
student enrollment for the grade lev@hly those states with more than 1% for any school level or content area are included in this
table
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Table 9. Percentageof Students with IEPs Proficient on an Alternate Assessment Based on Grade Level Achievement
Standards(AA-GLAS)

Finding: Three states repted students proficient on an ABLAS in 20072008 One state had no participants score as
proficient on this assessmefihe numbes were smaland rounded to 0% ianotherof the states for all three school levels
and across both content areas. Oneestafported a range of 10% to 17% of students with IEPs as proficient on-&LAS8
no data wereeportedfor this test at the high school level.

Explanation: Participation rates were calculated by dividing the number of students assessed with a readihgroatics alternate
assessment based on grade level achievement standards by total student enrollment for the gitaddikelyethat some of the
students reporteid this section in the pastere assessed using an alternate assessment basedibad achievement standards due
to the lack of a place for states to record performance for this assesBhomet students are now showTiable 9.

Table 10. Percentageof Students with IEPs Proficient on an Alternate Assessment Based dfodified Achievement Standards

Finding: Eight regular states and one unique state repostedentgproficient on an AAMAS in 20072008, while an

additional regular state did not report proficiency data for this test but did report participation Astaith participation

data, proficiency rates reportadiriedwidely among the states using the assessment for that content area and at that school
level. For regular states reporting for the AMAS in readingranges were 1% to 27%f the enrollment of atlents with IEPs

for elementary, 4% to 26% for middle schamid 1% to 26% for high school. For those using theM¥S in math, ranges
reported were 2% to 24% for elementary, 2% to 23% for middle school, and 0% to 35% for high school. One unique state
reported between 1% and 2% of its students as proficient for each school level and both content areas.

Explanation: Participation rates were calculated by dividing the number of students assessed with a reading or mathematics alternate
assessment based madified achievement standards by total student enrollment for the gradeliévdikely that some of the

students reported here wgnesviously reportedsusing an alternate assessment basegtante levehchievement standards due to

the lack of a plee for states to record performance for this assesgriento this school year

Figures 2-31. Reading Assessment Proficiency Rat&hangein Elementary, Middle, and High School(Regular and Alternate
Assessments)

Finding: For those states for whigtroficiency rate change betwe20062007and2007#2008could be
calculated for the reading assessments, improvement was n@gédeigular states at the elementary level (of

42



50 with data for both yearsB2 regular states atite middle school level (60D with data), and22 regular states

at the high school level (dB with data).For unique stateshreeof fiveat the elementary levedneof six at the

middle school level, antthreeof six at the high school level saw increases in student proficiérmryregular
statesone less state reported an increase overall across all the school levels with an increase in the number of
states reporting increases at the middle school level and a dmgrethe number of states reporting increases

at the elementary and high school lex@he more unique state reported an increase in school level

performance, across the three levels.

Explanation: The calculateghercentagef students scoring as proficieon state assessment2006-2007 was subtracted from the
calculatedpercentagef students scoring as proficient on state assessme2@9 #2008 leaving the percent change in proficiency
percentage. A+o0indicates improvement, andia indicates a decline in proficiencyrate. "0 0 i ndi cates no chang

Figures 32-34. Mathematics AssessmerRroficiency RateChangein Elementary, Middle, and High School(Regular and
Alternate Assessments)

Finding: For those states for which proiency rate change betwe@006-2007 and20072008could be
calculated for the mathematics assessments, improvement was rdfedgular states at the elementary level
(of 50 with data for both yearsB5 regular states at the middle school level§06fwith data), and28 regular

states at the high school level @fwith data).For unique statedwo of five at the elementary levdhur of six

at the middle school level, afaur of six at the high school levehowedncreases in student proficienc
Fourteen fewer regular states reported increases in mathematics proficiency for each schaohhened

across all the levels, and there were fewer regular states iagancreases at each school level, especially the
elementary level (8 fewefJhis wasnottrue for unique statesyith three more unique states reporting increases
in proficiency at a school level across all levels.

Explanation: The proficiency rate improvement on mathematics assessments was calculated in the same way as fiog the readi
assessments. The same explanations for the data summary apply.
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Table7

States with Performance Data for AlhreeSchool Levels (Elementary, Middle, and High School) and Both Reading and Math

Regular Assessment

Alternate Assessment BasedAlternate
Academic Achievement Standards

Year Regular States Unique States Regular States Unique States
200/~2008 50 7 50 7
2006-2007 47 6 47 6
20052006 46 8 45 7
20032004 47 4 42 4
20022003 46 5 42 5

Note See map in Figures 2hd 22 for specific states.
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Figure 21. Amount of Performance Data Reported for the Regular Assessment

2007-2008
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Figure 22. Amount of Performance Data Reported for the Alternate Assessment based on Alternate Academic
Achievement Standards

2007-2008
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Figure 23. Reading Assessment Proficiency Rates in Elementary School: Percent Proficient of IEP Enroliment
(Regular and Alternate Assessments)

e State exceeded 1% proficient on the AA-AAS
m State exceeded 2% proficient on the AA-MAS
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Figure 24. Reading Assessment Proficiency Rates in Middle School: Percent Proficient of IEP Enroliment

(Regular and Alternate Assessments)

o State exceeded 1% proficient on the AA-AAS
= State exceeded 2% proficient on the AA-MAS
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Figure 25. Reading Assessment Proficiency Rates in High School: Percent Proficient of IEP Enroliment

(Regular and Alternate Assessments)

» State exceeded 1% proficient on the AA-AAS
m State exceeded 2% proficient on the AA-MAS
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Figure 26. Mathematics Assessment Proficiency Rates in Elementary School: Percent Proficient of IEP

Enroliment (Regular and Alternate Assessments)

e State exceeded 1% proficient on the AA-AAS
m State exceeded 2% proficient on the AA-MAS
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