Assessment Evaluations based on the responses of the Mathematics Achievement Fund Grant Intervention Teachers’ 
Mid-Year Reports- January 2009
(These comments are based on teacher responses and in no way represent an official opinion from the Kentucky Department of Education or the Kentucky Center for Mathematics.)
	Assessment
	Purpose 
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	AIMSWEB
	Weekly progress monitoring
	Requires a short amount of time
Provides national percentile ranking

Provides data to support student achievement

Results are immediate 

Allows progress monitoring
Predicts how many weeks it will take for a student to meet his/her goal
	Results are vague
Not a diagnostic test

Shows only if students can or cannot work problems

Doesn’t assess all strands

	CTBS/Terra Nova
	Identify students falling below 3rd stanine or 50th percentile

Progress monitoring of intervention students 
Provides accurate measure of student achievement and growth over time

Test basic math skills
	Same test given to all students at a grade level which allows comparison with other students
Shows yearly growth

Minimal reading

Identifies students showing delays in all strands of mathematics
	Multiple choice format encourages guessing

Does not allow for students who are not good test takers or are not feeling well the day of the test

Does not show short term growth

Standardized test format not good for all students
Does not provide a clear picture or understanding of a student’s strategies for solving problems

A long assessment for primary students

	Fox Adds Up
	Assess student understanding of concepts

	Helpful in specific areas of skill
Can measure skill mastery
	Very time consuming
Limited in the information it provides

	GMADE
	Identifies students in need of math intervention
Provides information about strengths and weaknesses of each student

Determines placement and grouping

Determines stanine and grade level
Can indicate student progress or decline
Gives nationally normed stanine scores, stanine scores and percentiles in the areas of Concepts and Communication, Process and Applications, and Operations and Computations

Provides accurate measure of student achievement and growth over time
	Good instrument for identifying a student’s math abilities at a given time in the school year
Good assessment for comparison

Can be administered to the whole group

Good indicator of how a student will perform in a regular classroom

Norm-referenced data collection

Attention to national mathematics standards and concepts

Excellent reports which are easy to understand
	Some areas assessed in GMADE aren’t the ones addressed in the intervention programs
May not convey student’s true ability because of the opportunity to guess
No indication of what student is thinking

No manipulatives

Teachers need training to interpret and examine scores beyond scores that are given

Cost and cost effectiveness

Student friendliness

Not closely aligned to cuuriculum

A lot of reading which can become a barrier to performing the mathematics


	Math Recovery
	Screening tool that guides instruction
Determines exact grade level in math

Determine specific skills a student needs to practice
	Assessments are individualized and allow student to explain his/her thinking
Immediately see weak areas

Pinpoints exactly where student struggles with concepts

Allows teacher to begin at the level the child needs

Provides excellent information

Researched based program

Problem based teaching

Initial and on-going assessment

Cutting edge teaching with questioning strategies 
Uses manipulatives
Uses Zone of Proximal Development

Excellent professional development sessions

No pencil or paper required
	Only designed for first grade
One on one can’t be physically provided to every student
Time consuming

	mClass
	Identiies weaknesses in the areas of counting, computation, number patterns, and mathematical concepts
	Specific areas of math are targeted
Technology component

Given individually and takes a small amount of time

The generated reports and information are helpful
	Test is timed which puts pressure on the student
Does not measure problem solving or geometric concepts

Time consuming

	Number Worlds
	Identiies level of student understanding
Narrows the list of students to be served
Formative assessments to drive daily instruction
Measures the student’s intuitive knowledge of number

Identifies where the student should begin within the Number Worlds curriculum

Tests for mastery
	Reflects student thinking
Helps identify prior knowledge

Pinpoints important skills students should know and at what grade level

Goes along well with the units

Pre-assessment indicates student’s strengths and assists in placement decisions
Identifies specific areas of need
	Information is not adequate or as detailed as some other assessments
Not always enough information to draw a complete conclusion

Not in depth enough

Students are offered answers and can guess



	NWEA MAP
	Identifies students who might be overlooked in the testing pool
Provides information about the strengths and weaknesses of each student
Can be used to monitor progress and track growth 

Provides accurate measure of student achievement and growth over time
	Breaks student results into 6 categories which reveals student strengths and weaknesses
Norm-referenced which allows comparisons among students

Shows growth over time
	Composed of 52 questions and takes about one hour to complete
Does not show how student worked the problems
Students may guess at the answers
Reading ability can affect test outcomes for 2nd and 3rd grade students

	PAS
	Ongoing assessment guides teaching
Compare students at grade level

Identifies students performing below their peers

Primary screener
Indicates growth
	Same test given to each child so it is objective
Difficulty increases with each administration

Determines if student is making progress


	Paper and pencil test
Reading skills may affect performance

Does not create a clear picture of student’s current knowledge and abilities

	STAR Math
	Narrows student list for intervention
Identifies students who may be struggling with math concepts and may be performing below their peers
Tests math computation accuracy
	Helpful for measuring pre, mid, and post goals to be learned during the year
Can be administered in a group

Scores can be compared among students
	For students unaccustomed to taking tests on the computer, it can be difficult
Results may not accurately represent student ability because of the opportunity to guess on multiple choice questions
Only addresses computational skills

	Success Maker
	Used to monitor daily progress of age appropriate math skills
Indicates a student’s need for services

Gives a grade equivalent and a longitudinal look at the students
	Students like using technology
Technology does the scoring

Students work at their own pace

Computer generates reports

Tracks daily progress
	Difficult to monitor as students take the test

Students could rush through

Students may guess at the answers

No way to determine strategies used to solve problems

	ThinkLink
	Identifies weaknesses in the areas of counting, computation, number patterns and concepts
	Aligned to standards
Offers resources such as practice probes and websites to visit
	No way to determine student thinking

	District Performance Assessments
	Provides progress monitoring

Measures growth of essential math skills

Identifies students to be placed in primary intervention

Monitors student status on specific skills
	Not multiple choice
Only covers Core Content

Student responses can be analyzed
	Takes a long time for students to complete
Takes a long time for teachers to grade and analyze

	Teacher Created Pre-assessments
	Student selection/grouping
Compares students ability with their peers
	Provide some indication of where students are in their learning
	If the assessments are multiple choice, allows for guessing
Some students don’t do well on paper/pencil tests

	Teacher Recommendation
	Help make decisions in student selections
Identifies students who are struggling but whose test scores did not indicate a problem
	Test scores do not always accurately reflect ability and teachers know their students
Help fill in the gray areas
	Can be subjective



