MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
MCAS 2007
MCAS High School Science Standard Setting

(August 14, 15, 16, 2007)

Standard Setting Evaluation Form

Please check the most appropriate category or fill in the blank for each of the following statements:

1.  I participated in the following group:
______ 
Biology

                  Introductory Physics



    23     
Chemistry

______      Technology/Engineering




2.  I am a

    20        Classroom Teacher




     0         K-12 Education Administrator




     1         University-level Educator




     2         Business and/or Community Representative




     0         Other

3.  I am 

     7         Male




    16        Female

4. Please circle the letter that best describes the extent to which your ratings were based on student responses to multiple-choice and open-response questions.  (CIRCLE ONLY ONE)

A.   2    - Overall I relied primarily on open-response questions to determine my ratings.

B.  21   - Overall, I relied equally on open-response and multiple-choice questions to determine my ratings.

C.   0    - Overall, I relied primarily on multiple-choice questions to determine my ratings.  

	Standard Setting Evaluation Form

	DIRECTIONS:  Please circle the number indicating the degree to which you agree or disagree with each of the following statements:

	

	1-Strongly Disagree                       2-Disagree                             3-Agree                4-Strongly Agree

	 

	Statements
	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree

	5. The overall environment and accommodations were comfortable and appropriate for standard-setting activities.
	0
	0
	2
	21

	6. The background information provided on Tuesday regarding the Curriculum Framework, MCAS High School Science exams, and the purpose of standard setting improved my ability to set standards.
	0
	1
	13
	9

	7. Taking and discussing the MCAS High School Science exam during my orientation helped me understand the purpose and process of the MCAS High School Science standard setting.
	0
	1
	7
	15

	8. By the end of the calibration training (ranking, discussing, and classifying sets of student work), I could distinguish among MCAS High School Science Performance Level Descriptors.
	0
	2
	9
	12

	9. Overall, I was provided with clear instructions for my standard-setting assignments. 
	0
	2
	7
	14

	10. The group discussions that took place after the first round of ratings improved my ability to set standards.
	0
	1
	12
	10

	11. I am confident that the ratings I provided were consistent with the MCAS High School Science Performance Level Descriptors.
	0
	1
	9
	13

	12. The MCAS High School Science standard-setting process provided for a reliable classification of student work.
	0
	2
	8
	13

	13. The facilitator was effective.
	0
	1
	11
	11


	Standard Setting Evaluation Form

DIRECTIONS:  Please circle the number indicating your perceptions as to the time allotted for each of the segments of standard setting:

1-Far too short          2-Too short           3-Approximately right          4-Too long           5-Far too long



	Segments of Standard Setting
	Far too short
	Too short
	Approximately right
	Too long
	Far too long

	14.  Initial background information provided on Tuesday morning
	0
	0
	14
	8
	1

	15.  Taking and discussing the MCAS high school science and                  Technology/Engineering test for my content area. 
	0
	0
	22
	1
	0

	16.  Learning about and discussing Performance Level Descriptors
	0
	2
	21
	0
	0

	17.  Ranking, discussing, and classifying students work (calibration)
	0
	1
	20
	2
	0

	18.  Initial individual classification of student work
	0
	2
	20
	1
	0

	19.  Group discussion regarding initial ratings
	0
	1
	21
	0
	1

	20.  Rating student work for the second time
	0
	1
	18
	4
	0

	21.  Final rating of student work
	0
	2
	21
	0
	0


Please provide any additional comments on the back of this page.  

Thank you for being a part the MCAS High School Science 2007 standard-setting team.

Comments for Chemistry
· Reading of PowerPoint slides, provided in paper form, to a large group is unnecessary.
· I thought this workshop was very well organized and executed. I’m glad I participated!

·  I think the student exams should not have been arranged in order this made it harder (previous paper sometimes tended to influence decision) to place in category then if the arrangement had been more random.

·  This was very helpful in understanding the test process. The DOE should consider offering seminars to help other teachers understand this process. This would then improve or change classroom teaching practices.

·  More time needed to be devoted to establishing the relationship between answers and PLD’s early in the process. Our group spent much time during the discussion of initial ratings sorting this out.
·  The multiple choice item summary should not include the state average data. Although the p-value information was interesting from the perspective of understanding the perceived difficulty of questions, the summary data for each reporting category led to discussion about student performance vs. state performance, rather than performance against the PLD’s.
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