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Utah Achievement Growth in CRT and NAEP
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NAEP and Utah CRT Findings

e NAEP and Utah CRT student proficiency levels indicate measurable growth over time in all

areas except reading at grade 4.

e NAEP and Utah CRT average scale scores indicate measurable growth over time in reading at

grade 8, mathematics at both grades 4 and 8, and science at grade 8.

* NAEP proficient and above levels indicate measurable growth over time in all areas except

reading at grade 4.

Trend Line Comparison between CRT and NAEP
At or Above Basic Shows the Same Pattern of Growth
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Percent At or Above Proficient: 2007-2012 Percent At or Above Basic: 2007-2012
100 - 100 -
%
%0 = 90 - >
"3 L (4 4 E L ﬂ Fi 7
n " g RO
c,’-——’d‘)s——‘f t‘_______._-—-« J 3 —;—ﬁpmm
| === (AT Grade d | O 3 adiny
70 4 ! ...._E'ﬁhl:msi ‘)/;2 5 L] 70 o..‘_w s _7_:;,;&;;“.”
e | & C S 6 6 ] o NAED G 4 Math
60 | ?I?Thfndeﬁ & e 60 A NAEP Grade 8Math
Be- v [Exiae
50 i - — so T T . 1
2087 3000 2580 S 2007 2009 2010 2011 2012
Trend Line Comparison between CRT and NAEP
At or Above Proficient Shows the Same Pattern of Growth
T National Assessment of Educational Progress NAEP)
Percent At or Above Proficient: 2007-2012 p
5 - Percent At or Above Proficient: 2007-2012
100 -
43 | =0 NAEP Grace 4
& /”_"_‘ 3 ;i i
1 s | o NIEP Grace 8
?/ 40 C/{% Reading
80 - n 77 ” & &\ 3 ___..-Jgg -«:‘--::f:ﬁrad'ed
,;\b_d?'—" 2
c—1% 6 ] R ;
om0 gy %)f"'/’#"; iy
1 —V—EIiATGe:eA o ot = g ——NAEPGrace §
60 4 2?7‘}-!3*:55 & a Sdence
- 20 . : . : .
50 -
2007 2009 2010 2011 2012 2007 2009 210 201 012

See pgs. 3 & 4 for subject comparisons




Criterion-Referenced Tests (CRTS) and NAEP Comparison

CRT NAEP

4th Grade Math 8th grade Math 8th Grade Science
CRT NAEP CRT% | NAEP % CRT% | NAEP % CRT% | NAEP %
d Below Basic 7 15 4 27 9 23
2 14 6 17
3 Basic 33 42 20 38 23 34
4 Proficient 46 36 71 28 52 41
Highly Proficient 7 7 2

NAEP and CRT Comparisons:

e |n 2009 a mapping study was conducted by NAEP. It was found that Utah’s proficient scores, along
with the majority of all other states, including our peer state Minnesota, were most closely aligned
with NAEP’s definition of basic in both reading and mathematics.

e CRTs more finely differentiate students who are not proficient or below basic. CRTs have alevel 1
and 2 while NAEP only has below proficient.

e Utah’s average scale score is based on a total population, while NAEP is a sample with standard
errors.

e Utah’s ELA CRTs and NAEP’s reading assessment measure different criteria.

e NAEP is based on a National standards while CRTs are based on State standards.

e NAEP is only available at 4th, 8th, and 12th grades, which limits comparison.

e NAEP has a different scale score and proficiency score for all subjects and grades.




Average Scale Score CRT-NAEP Comparison
Trend Lines are Similar between CRT and NAEP
In each Subject and each Grade Level

CRT Language Arts Grade 4

NAEP Reading Grade 4 — Overall
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CRT Language Arts Grade 8 NAEP Reading Grade 8 — Overall
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CRT Mathematics Grade 4 NAEP Math Grade 4 — Overall
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Average Scale Score CRT-NAEP Comparison
Trend Lines are Similar between CRT and NAEP
In each Subject and each Grade Level
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CRT Science Grade 8
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