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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The Phonological-Orthographic _Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E©) is a criterion-
referenced test instrument for assessing short vowel proficiency in reading and spelling,
initially targeted at third grade students. Short vowel proficiency has been recognized by
Common_Core State Standards (CCSS) as a foundational skill for literacy, to be
established by Grade 2. The P-O-S-E© was standardized at the third grade level in the
Plainview-Old Bethpage Central School District (POB) of New York (NY) between years
2005 and 2010 .

In 2012-13 and 2013-14, a comprehensive program of P-O-S-E© baseline, intervention and
RTI evaluation was instituted in the Mineola Union Free School District (Mineola UFSD) of
NY. Twenty percent of the student population was categorized as Latino or Hispanic, 12%
Asian, etc. and 3% Black or African-American.

At the end of the 2012-13 academic year, Mineola Grade 3 made significant advances in
P-O-S-E© short vowel proficiency and in literacy as assessed using the Fountas and
Pinnell Benchmark Assessment System (F&P BAS) and the Northwest Evaluation
Association Measures of Academic Progress, Reading (NWEA MAP-R.) Grade 3 scored
the highest proportion of literacy proficiency among all Mineola UFSD grades 3-8 on the
2013 New York State English Language Arts examination (NYS ELA), newly configured to
conform to Common Core State Standards (CCSS.)

At the end of 2013-14, comparable RTI gains were noted on the P-O-S-E©, F & P BAS and
NWEA MAP. However, Grade 3 scored the lowest proportion of literacy proficiency among
all Mineola Grades 3-8 on the 2014 NYS ELA. In addition, the Grade 3 cohort from 2012-3
scored next-to-lowest in literacy on the 2014 Grade 4 NYS ELA. According to NYS data,
ELA passing proficiency scores for the entire state were comparable between 2013 and
2014: 31.1% vs. 31.0%, respectively. Long Island ELA scores showed a greater 2013-14
reduction: 39.6% to 36.8%.

The gross inconsistency between Grade 3 NYS ELA outcomes for both 2013 and 2014 and
alternative measures of literacy for the same years prompted an inquiry into possible
reasons for this conflict. Mineola Grade 3 test data and NYS-released ELA reading
passages and scoring data were analyzed in detail for both years.

It is to be noted that, when the multiple correlational analysis among alternative measures
of literacy was restricted to Grade 3 students with P-O-S-E© error scores > 25%, ALL
external correlations between the NYS ELA scores and the alternative literacy assessment
instruments were significantly lower in 2014 than in 2013.

Findings reveal significant issues with face validity of the NYS ELA examination as
currently implemented. NYS ELA test passages for Grades 3 and 4 in 2013 and 2014
present an exaggerated range of grade-inappropriate reading levels effectively rendering
invalid any test questions based on these passages. Reading levels for NYS-released
2014 Grade 3 ELA passages were well above grade level, well above the level for 2013
Grade 3 passages and even higher than Grade 4 passages for 2013.

Data also suggest that reliability of the NYS ELA test outcomes may be compromised by
the process of “equating” applied by NY State to the 2014 ELA scores This is a post-hoc
application of raw-score-to-scale-score transformations and scale-score-to-performance
level transformations to achieve a preferred outcome in year 2014 relative to 2013.
According to NYS:

“The cut scores [defined boundaries of literacy proficiency categories L1-L4]
did not change from 2013 to 2014. “
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In fact, the raw-to-scale score transformations were altered between 2013
- 2014 resulting in differing raw score values for each cut (scale) score.
Continuing:

“The purpose of the 2014 equating was to maintain the level of difficulty established by
the standard setting process in 2013, when 95 teachers from across the state
recommended the level of difficulty necessary to achieve proficiency (Level 3) and
partial proficiency (Level 2). Based on student performance on common anchor test
questions (the same items used in both 2013 and 2014), the raw scores needed for
each performance level were adjusted slightly to ensure that scale scores and
performance levels are comparable from year to year. If the test is slightly easier, the
number of raw score points needed to earn a performance level may increase slightly
in order to maintain the performance standard. If the test is slightly harder, the number
of raw score points needed to earn a performance level may decrease slightly in order
to maintain the performance standard.”

“...0n the 2014 tests, year-to-year raw score changes for Level 3 were small and varied
by grade. Raw scores went down slightly on 6 tests (indicating slightly harder tests in
2014 compared to 2013 for Grades 3, 4, and 7 ELA and Grades 3, 5, and 6 Math) and
went slightly up on 4 tests (indicating slightly easier tests in 2014 compared to 2013 for
Grades 5 and 6 ELA and Grades 4 and 7 math).”

Finally, in 2014, three Grade 3 ELA test items were summarily discarded by NYS, post
hoc. This accounted for the 6 point differential between the 55 point 2013 ELA and the 49
point 2014 ELA — an arbitrary net reduction of 11% in the 2014 scoring base.

Since 2012-13, Common Core State Standards have been foundational to the NYS ELA
and to the literacy examinations of other states. CCSS seeks to impose an overarching
set of theoretically-derived criteria for literacy proficiency. The ability of individual states
to “tweak” the aggregate test score outcomes effectively invalidates the concept of
“Common Core”.

A minor shift of -3% was experimentally applied to the 2013-14 P2-P3 scale score cutoff
boundary. This action dramatically elevated the 2014 Mineola Grade 3 P3+P4 literacy
proficiency level from the reported 33.0% (~10% below 2013) to 44.4% (~2% above 2013).
(g.v. Tables 29, 30) The differing, multi-modal nature of the scale score data distribution in
2013 and 2014 contributes significantly to the misinterpretation of ELA outcomes.

Despite NYS enlisting the best efforts of “95 teachers”, the major functional and
educational impact of this minor shift in a single ELA cutoff value, arbitrarily manipulated
in the raw-to-scale-score transformation in 2014 by NY State, highlights the fragile
inadequacy of the entire ELA evaluation process in its current form.

Literacy and the entire academic well-being of students and a reinforced level of
motivation among their effective teachers cannot be subjected to the statistical vagaries
of test designers with constrained perspectives. “Regents examination” scoring
protocols have ceased to be relevant.

Given the outcome of the present detailed analysis of Grade 3 NYS ELA reading materials
and scores contrasted with alternative measures of literacy proficiency for the Mineola
UFSD, serious questions may be raised about the relevance of the NYS ELA as currently
constructed. It would appear that the NYS ELA is not a suitable test instrument for
assessing language arts proficiency or for directing data-driven curriculum development
in Grade 3.

Carol A Sullivan, CCC-SLP; Roy F Sullivan, Ph.D. http://www.P-O-S-E.net April 12, 2015
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INTRODUCTION

The P-O-S-E©: Phonological/Orthographic Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E©) is a
criterion-referenced assessment instrument, designed to probe for substitution
errors in a child’s phonological (spoken) and orthographic (written, scored as
equivalent phonology) representations of target short vowels presented in
monosyllabic non-word and real word spelling and reading tasks. l.e. an incorrect
phoneme is substituted for the target phoneme. Silent /e/ rule test items are
incorporated as a cross-check and validation of the depth of short vowel
proficiency. Outcomes provide prescriptive interventional direction when
indicated. RTI outcomes are assessed at end of the school year. Common Core
State Standards (CCSS) present a goal of short vowel proficiency by Grade 2.
(http://www.p-0-s-e.net/#!cssi/ctlq)

Since the baseline study in the Plainview-Old Bethpage Central School District
(POB) of New York (NY) in 2006-7 (http://www.p-0-s-e.net/#!research-menu/c22u9),
the P-O-S-E© has been applied to thousands of third grade students in two major
Long Island, NY school districts. In year 2012-13, the P-O-S-E© program was
instituted in the Mineola Union Free School District (Mineola UFSD) of NY. End-of-
year, matched pair response-to-intervention (RTI) testing demonstrated significant
reductions in P-O-S-E© error scores. (http://www.p-0-s-e.net/#!2012-13-mineola-rti-

study/c2k3).

Concurrently, although not necessarily causally, Mineola UFSD 2013 New York
State English Language Arts (NYS ELA) scores presented by Grade 3 achieved the
highest L3+L4 proficiency among all Mineola UFSD Grades 3-8. Figure 1 illustrates
the Mineola U.S.F.D. ELA outcomes for years 2011-2013. The overall reduction in
Grade 3-8 NYS ELA literacy proficiency scores from 2012 to 2013 is a reflection of
the newly applied Common Core State Standards (CCSE) template for NYS ELA
literacy assessment and NYS scoring criteria.

Table 2 shows the 2012-13 baseline and RTI scores for Grade 3 Fountas and
Pinnell Benchmark Assessment System (F&P BAS), Northwest Evaluation
Association Measures of Academic Progress, Reading (NWEA MAP-R.) and the
Phonological-Orthographic Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E©.) Grade-appropriate
advances were experienced on all three assessment instruments.
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Figure 2 presents the Mineola UFSD NYS ELA outcomes for the years 2011-2014.
Ranked first in 2013, Grade 3 L3+L4 literacy proficiency inexplicably dropped 9.5%
from 42.5% to 33% in 2014 (red arrow), ranking last among grades 3-8. Equally
puzzling was the 6.5% reduction in L3+L4 proficiency of 2014 Grade 4, tying for
next-to-last ranking among grades 3-8 (yellow arrow). This very same cohort
scored highest in NYS ELA literacy proficiency as Grade 3 in 2013. According to
NYS data, ELA passing proficiency scores for the entire state were comparable
between 2013 and 2014: 31.1% vs. 31.0%, respectively. Long Island ELA scores
showed a greater 2013-14 reduction: 39.6% to 36.8%.

Figure 2
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Table 1 presents the same data as above in tabular format. The dramatic reduction
in NYS ELA-scored literacy proficiency between 2012 and 2013 is an artifact of the
NYS contractor’s revision of the ELA examination to ostensibly conform to
Common Core State Standards in 2013, 2014. g.v. http://www.fairtest.org/pearsons-
history-testing-problems; http://www.whec.com/article/stories/s3709812.shtml. The 9.5%
reduction in Grade 3 ELA proficiency from 2013 to 2014, given the same 319-320 scale cut
score in both years, is not explained be inter-year differences in scale scores.

Table 2 provides descriptive statistics for the distribution of NYS ELA scale scores in
2013 and 2014. Note that the means and medians do not differ significantly but the modes,
inter-year, are notably disparate suggesting a non-normal or multimodal distribution of
the underlying data. The implications placing a pass-fail, literate-illiterate cut score, in
disregard of the fundamental data distribution, can lead to untoward outcomes and
interpretations. A detailed analysis of this issue is presented the last section of this

report.
Table 1 Mineola U.F.S.D
Total % Meeting ELA English Proficiency Standards 2011-2014

Grade 3 | Grade 4| Grade 5| Grade 6 | Grade 7 | Grade 8
2014 33.0% 36.0% | 37.0% | 36.0% | 38.0% | 49.0%
2013 42.5% 40.5% | 33.9% | 42.2% | 40.0% | 39.7%
2012 67.1% 67.2% | 68.8% | 72.7% | 56.2% | 55.6%
2011 65.3% 72.0% | 70.8% | 63.0% | 55.2% | 57.9%

Table 2 Grade 3 ELA Scale Scores
Mineola U.F.5.D. 2013, 2014
2013 all 2014 alt

Maan 3008 3044

Stanclard Error 2.28 2.33

Median 211 2055

Moda 237 ann

Standard Dewiation 3149 A1

Sample Variance SY91.00 J/s.df

Kurtosia C.14 017

Skawnass C.4% 0.26

Range 17 180

Minimuam 212 196

MMaxhrum 382 a76

Sum SRACN 54784

Count 141 140
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Figure 3 presents a flow chart of sequential processes, as constructs in
literacy assessment, using the NYS ELA. One or more items in the sequence could
potentially account for literacy proficiency differences between academic years
2013 and 2014.

ltems 1 and 2, test passage and question construction, are nominally
controlled by the New York State Item Review Criteria for Grade 3-8 English
Language Arts and the contracted publisher of the NYS ELA.

Iltem 3 represents NY State-defined criteria for test item scoring. Item 4
represents the physical process of applying those state-defined criteria to actual
scoring of the individual test item responses. Raw data scoring may be performed
using district personnel or an external, independent scoring service.

ltems 5 and 6 reside, post hoc, with the State of New York, providing
statistical transformations for scaling the raw scores with subsequent partitioning
the scaled scores into four nominal categories of literacy proficiency.

Iltems 7 and 8 reside with the school district to derive information from the
outcome analysis ostensibly driving intervention. At present (7), other than a
single proficiency level per student, no individualized diagnostic information can
be derived from the NYS ELA outcomes as reported to specify intervention. Tests
and individual outcomes are sequestered by NYS. If the NYS ELA is a valid and
reliability measuring instrument, scores for the following year should reflect data-
driven changes in RTI derived from NYS ELA outcomes for the prior year.
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THE CONUNDRUM

The apparent reduction in Mineola Grade 3 Grade 3 NYS ELA literacy proficiency
between school years 2012-13 and 2012-14 (Table 1, Figure 2 ) may be ascribed to
a number of possible reasons:

1. The 2012-13 Grade 2 cohort, upon becoming Grade 3 in 2013-14, may have

been less NYS ELA-literacy proficient at the outset, given the same applied level of
Grade 3 educational intervention as in the prior academic year. It is to be noted
that the 2012-13 Grade 3 cohort experienced reduced NYS ELA literacy proficiency
in 2013-14 on becoming Grade 4, as did grades 3, 6, and 7 in 2013-14.

2 . The NYS ELA test item review criteria may have differed between school years
2012-13 and 2013-14.

3. The NYS ELA raw data scoring practices may have differed between school
years 2012-13 and 2013-14.

4. The Grade 3 NYS ELA test instrument for 2013-14 may have differed in reading

level of test passages or questions from that of 2012-13. As the NYS ELA is
administered near the end of school year, the nominal Grade 3 reading level
should be 3.9 or 3.10 (3rd grade, 9th or 10th month). A post-hoc analysis of the
reading level of publicly released NYS ELA test content for school years 2012-13
and 2013-14 has been systematically applied to address this critical variable.

5. The Grade 3 NYS ELA raw-to-scale score polynomial transformation and

scale-score-to-literacy-proficiency-level boundaries or conditions underlying
those boundaries may have differed significantly between school years 2012-13
and 2013-14.

Comparative Assessment NYS ELA 2012-13  Carol A. Sullivan CCC-SLP; Roy F. Sullivan, Ph.D. www.P-O-S-E.net 4-12-15
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1. The 2012-13 Grade 2 cohort, upon becoming Grade 3 in 2013-14, may have

been less NYS ELA-literacy proficient at the outset, given the same applied level of
Grade 3 educational intervention as in the prior academic year. It is to be noted
that the 2012-13 Grade 3 cohort experienced reduced NYS ELA literacy proficiency
in 2013-14 on becoming Grade 4, as did grades 3, 6, and 7 in 2013-14.

ANALYSIS la: Fountas and Pinnell Benchmark Assessment System (F&P BAS)

In order to compare beginning Mineola U.F.S.D. Grade 3 reading levels
between 2012-13 and 2013-14, F&P BAS baseline data were analyzed for each
group of ten classes in both academic years. Table 3 demonstrates a statistically
significant difference between Grade 3 reading levels at the start of the two
successive academic years. However, the data indicate that mean and median F&P
BAS baseline Grade 3 2013-14 reading levels were HIGHER than Grade 3 2012-13
by one full letter category. Figure 4 presents a graphic distribution of the full range
of the same F&P BAS baseline data for both academic years, demonstrated
equivalent baseline scores. Figures 5 and 6 demonstrate the improvements in RTI
F&P BAS scores over baselines for 2012-13 and 2013-14.

Table 3 Grade 3 F&P Benchmark Baseline Scores
Mineola U.F.S.D. 2012-13 & 2013-14
2012-13 Baseline | 2013-14 Baseline t-Test: Two-Sample Assuming Equal Variances
Mean 13.32| M 14.34| N 13-14 Baseline | 12-13 Baseline
Standard Error 0.19 0.21 Mean 14.34 13.32
Median 14| N 15| O ||Variance 8.38 7.24
Mode 16( P 16| P ||Observations 186 191
Standard Deviation 2.69 2.89 Pooled Variance 7.80
Sample Variance 7.24 8.38 Hypothesized Mean 0
Kurtosis 2.94 2.28 df 375
Skewness -1.43 -0.83 t Stat 3.52
Range 16 19 P(T<=t) one-tail 0.0002
Minimum 1| A 1| A ||t Critical one-tail 1.6489
Maximum 17| Q 20| T ||P(T<=t) two-tail 0.0005
Sum 2545 2667 t Critical two-tail 1.9663
Count 191 186
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Figure 4
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40

— 35

)]

>

3

~ 30

)]

o

2 25

()]

S

= 20

(T

5]

o 15

Q2

£

> 10
5
0

Distribution

of F & P Baseline v. RTI Benchmarks

Grade 3 2012-13 (n=191) Mineola U.F.S.D.

N\

Grade 3

Eq Lexile range = 500-675

e=ms2012-13 Base

e=——2012-13 RTI

Mean Base =13.3

(M+)
Mean RTI =16.7
(@)
Change =+3.4

Net % Change =
13.1%

ABCDEFGHI JKLMNOPQRSTUVWXY2Z

F & P Benchmark Level

Comparative Assessment NYS ELA 2012-13

Carol A. Sullivan CCC-SLP; Roy F. Sullivan, Ph.D. www.P-O-S-E.net

4-12-15




15

(R-)

10 - Change = +34—
Net % Change =

5 - 13.1%

Figure 6 Distribution of F & P Baseline v. RTlI Benchmarks
Grade 3 2013-14 (n=186) Mineola U.F.S.D.
40
— 35 N\,
: Grade 3
()] rade
= 30 ¢ Eq Lexile range = 500-675 ==2013-14
8_ Base
] 25 LLy;
]
'g 20 + Mean Base =14.3
& (N+)
kS 15 Mean RTI=17.7 —
3
0
€
=
2

ABCDEFGHI JKLMNOPQRSTUVWXY 2Z
F & P Benchmark Level

CONCLUSION 1b

Based on statistical equivalence of Grade 3 literacy baselines on the Fountas and
Pinnell Benchmarks Assessment System (F& P BAS), the sharp decrease in
Mineola Grade 3 NYS ELA proficiency score between 2012-13 and 2013-14 cannot
be attributed to literacy differences at the academic year outset. In addition, the
RTI gains for each of the two years are comparable for the F&P BAS.

Comparative Assessment NYS ELA 2012-13  Carol A. Sullivan CCC-SLP; Roy F. Sullivan, Ph.D. www.P-O-S-E.net 4-12-15



16

ANALYSIS 1b: Northwest Evaluation Association Measures of Academic Progress,

Reading (NWEA MAP-R.)

As a cross-check of relative literacy levels for Mineola U.S.F.D. Grade 3 2012-13
and 2013-14, a similar descriptive statistical tabulation was applied to both student
populations using the Northwest Evaluation Association Measures of Academic
Progress-Reading (NWEA MAP-R) as an alternative measure of literacy. Results
are summarized in Table 4. Grade 3 Baseline NWEA MAP-R results do not differ
significantly between 2012-13 and 2013-14. Grade 3 RTI results are 8 points higher

(p <.05) in 2012-13.

Table 4

Mineola U.F.S.D.

NWEA MAP Reading Baseline vs. RTI

Grade 3 2013-14 N=186 2012-13 N=191
Parameters Base (Fall) RTI (Spring) Base (Fall) RTI (Spring)

IMean 190.8 201.3 191.8 209.3

2011 NWEA Norm 189.9 199.2 189.9 199.3
Standard Error 1.9 0.8 0.8 0.9
IMedian 191 202.5 192 208|
[Mode 187 204 188 203
Standard Deviation 26.31 11.63 11.02 12.00
Sample Variance 692.40 135.25 121.39 143.93
Kurtosis 82.62 0.34 0.64 -0.17
Skewness 7.37 -0.17 -0.30 0.10
Range 335 67 65 66
IMinimum 148 169 151 179
[Maximum 483 236 216 245
Sum 35305 37842 36630 39970
Count 185 188 191 191
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CONCLUSION 1b

Based on statistical equivalence of Grade 3 literacy baselines on the F & P
Benchmark and NWEA MAP-R, the sharp decrease in Mineola Grade 3 NYS ELA
proficiency score between 2012-13 and 2013-14 cannot be attributed to literacy
differences at the academic year outset. In addition, the RTI gains for each of the
two years are comparable for the NWEA MAP-R.

ANALYSIS 1c: Phonological-Orthographic Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E©)

The P-O-S-E©: Phonological-Orthographic Substitution Evaluation®© is a criterion-
referenced assessment instrument, designed to probe for substitution errors in a
child’s phonological (spoken) and orthographic (written, scored as equivalent
phonology) representations of target short vowels presented in monosyllabic non-
word and real word spelling and reading tasks. l.e. an incorrect phoneme is
substituted for the target phoneme. Silent /e/ rule test items are incorporated as a
cross-check and validation of the depth of short vowel proficiency. Outcomes
provide prescriptive interventional direction when indicated. Year-end response-to
intervention (RTI) is assessed with the same instrument.

In Fall, 2012, the P-O-S-E© was administered to the entire Grade 3 of Mineola
USFD (n=191). Based on an analysis of test outcomes, vowel training protocols
were established incorporating Speech-Language Pathology (SLP), English
Second Language (ESL), Reading, Special Education (SE) and General Education
(GE) staff. In the spring of 2013, Grade 3 was retested. Figure 7 illustrates a
histogram of baseline and RTI findings for the paired data of 191 students.
Average P-O-S-E© error score was reduced from 16.3 % to 9.3%. Table 4 shows
descriptive statistics for these data.
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Figure 7
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Table 5

Grade 3 P-O-S-E© Baseline vs RTI Error Scores
Mineola U.F.S.D. 2012-13 year

Descriptive P-O-S-E© error scores
Sl Baseline RTI
Mean P-O-S-E© 16.3% 9.3%
Error Score
Standard Error 1.0% 0.7%
Median 11.7% 5.9%
Mode 6.7% 0.8%
Standard Deviation 14.4% 9.6%
Sample Variance 2.1% 0.9%
Kurtosis 183.2% 267.2%
Skewness 143.1% 160.9%
Range 70.8% 52.5%
Minimum 0.0% 0.0%
Maximum 70.8% 52.5%
Sum 3120.3% 1783.4%
Count 191 191
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In the Fall of 2013, the P-O-S-E© baseline was again administered to the new
Grade 3, n=180. The histogram in Figure 8 compares the distribution of all Grade 3
P-O-S-E© baseline scores for 2012-13 and 2013-14. Table 6 summarizes
descriptive statistics for the same data. A t-test revealed no significant difference
in the distribution of P-O-S-E© error scores between the two academic years.

Figure 8
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Table 6
P-O-S-E© Baseline Error Scores >= 0%
Mineola U.F.S.D. 2012-13 v. 2013-14
Descriptive P-O-S-E© Baseline
Statistics 2012-13 2013-14
Mean P-O-S-E©
Error Score 16.3% 17.4%
Standard Error 1.0% 0.9%
Median 11.7% 15.4%
Mode 6.7% 40.0%
Standard
Deviation 14.4% 12.5%
Sample Variance 2.1% 1.6%
Kurtosis 183.2% 17.4%
Skewness 143.1% 93.5%
Range 70.8% 51.7%
Minimum 0.0% 0.8%
Maximum 70.8% 52.5%
Sum 3120.3% 3133.3%
Count 191 180
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An administrative decision in 2013 limited RTI testing for that academic year to
those students presenting with P-O-S-E© baseline error scores > 10%. In order to
compare Grade 3 P-O-S-E© outcomes for 2012-13 with 2013-14, all literacy
assessment data were re-analyzed restricting data to students with baseline P-O-
S-E© error scores > 10%. This was also replicated, restricting data to students
with P-O-S-E© error scores to => 25% for both years. Table 7 presents these (P-O-
S-E(c) baseline > 10% error) literacy assessment instrument scores for
comparison. Figures 9a-d shows the same outcomes in graphic format. Grade 3
aggregate ELA scale scores do not differ between 2013 and 2014.

e et e — e e T
Mineola U.F.5.D, Grade 3 Literacy Baseline v. RTI Scores 2012-13 v. 2013-14
Table 7 P-0-5-E®; F & P Benchmarks; NWEA MAF; NYS ELA
Matched student sets (Baseline P-0-5-E@error score >10%
% = POSE Boze POSERTI Benchmark | Benchmark | wwea NWEA ELA
b SITor score eryof SCOTE Base RTI MAP-R Bose | MAP-RET | sroile srore
2012-13 a6 26.6% 14.8% 119 L 152 0| 18648 204.3 294.5
2013-14 26 24.8% 15.1% 133 M | 167 Q| 1848 197.5 292.0
Figure 9 a-d
9a 9b
m02-13 | m2012-13
Q
M ~d
— :nu 13-14 28 L= 0201314
|
0% ﬁ 10 I
i S013-14 201314
0% 201213 o = 013-13
:r:': ::n: POEE BT ml:un BegrrsFeriare
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Tables 8 and 9 present descriptive statistics for 2012-13 and 2013-14 baseline and
RTI data on the P-O-S-E©, F&P Benchmarks and the NWEA MAP-R. Grade level

goals were met or exceeded on all parameters.

‘| Table 8

Minezola U.F.5.0. Gracde 3 Literacy Basellne v. RTl Scores 2012-13
P-0-53-E@; F & P Benulimarks; NWEA MAP; Y5 ELA

Matched student sets{Bascline P-0-5-E@ = 1on suure #10% ni=96]
3013-13 Parareters POSE Dase POSC R Bais Ben i WWEA VAP-R .-.'wu.m.np-ﬁ ELA

SITar ceore aIror score Base AT erale crire
bvean 36 60% 13.33%| 11951 15.23 O 186.8 204.3 294.5
Stcncand Envor 1 42% 1.07% 0.530 337 1.07 1.10 319
'\"Ini'inn 22 00% 12.10% 121 16 P 187.5 204 297
Ivicde 13 30% 23,208 12 1L 16 P 188 205 320
Standard Deviation 1369% 12.4%% 2.80 3.20 10.46 10.74 3123
Sarmple Varianoe 1687% 1.10% 823 1z2.34 109.33 11538 27314
urtosis 087 000 185 105 0.81 022 017
Cheamess 1149 1ns -113 40r -0 51 =00 49
ange bl % 5. 20% 16 L b 44 137
ﬁ'ﬂ;m 10.80% 2.30% 1A 20 151 17a s
Ivaxisum JO B0 £2.50% 17 0 23N 213 2318 240
Sum 2553 40% 1£24 0% 1147 1452 17928 19611 28276
'Cl:runt =111 a0 90 Ein 1F] 50 =17

Mingola U.F.5.D. Gracle 2 Literacy Baseline v. RTl Scores 2013-14
| Table 9 P-0-5-E@; F & P Bencinnarss; NWEA MAP; NYS ELA
Matchead student sets {Baseline P-0-5-C@error score =103 n-90)
201314 Parameters POSE Bosa DOKE rit Biv R Ren i NWEA MAP R AWAEA BAAP Iy ELA

EImor Score EIror score base ATl scole soore
fean 24.80% 15.10% 1330 1M 16.70 O 184.8| 197.5 292.00
ISlulld:nd Etnur 1.10% 2.30% 0.530 2,530 1.30 1.10 3.00
hl'lr:dinrl 20.805% 13,305 12 M 17 O 1587 198 203
IVode L0 00% 3.30% 1710 6 P 187 204 2604
standard Deviatlon 11 20% 3.30% .80 Z2.00 1450 16.60 £9.30
Sample Variance 1.30% 230 r.Ta G.7Q 210.40 111.30 82590
Hurtosis -012 o5z 024 2,340 -0.45 .20 a0
Shewness 0.86 1.07 -0.29 =33z -0.53 -0.41 .32
[Range L7 50% 33.30% 16 13 b2 51 167
hﬂir:irlurl 5.005% 2.30% 4D 2 148 159 156
h"lﬂx'llnurn 52 00% 40.30% 207 22V 210 Z20 |
Sum 2370.20% 1451.70% 1280 1626 17737| 18057 28032
JCount 96 96 g6 el 96 g6 S6
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Tables 10 and 11 present multiple correlations among the selected Baseline and
RTI literacy assessment instruments for academic years 2012-13 and 2013-14 with
students >10% baseline P-O-S-E© error scores as overarching parameter.
Because the P-O-S-E© results in a percent error score, correlations bear a
negative sign. For this mildly lower-scoring population, external correlations
between the NYS Grade 3 ELA and the F&P BAS and NWEA MAP-R were
comparable between 2014 and 2013. Correlations with ELA and the P-O-S-E© were
significantly reduced in 2013.

Table 10
Multiple Correlations Grade 3 Mineola U.F.5.D. 2012-13 [F-0-5-E© Basa > 10% N=96)
2013-13 in=CE) P-0-5-£fc) D.0-5-Ef¢) | Boacamork | Beachmerk | NWEA MAPR | NWEAMAPE | ELA
F-0-3-E& Baxe ~10% criuvr Duse criw RTT Buse RTI Buse RTi | senle sow e
|r O s Elz] 2rrer Basc 1.0C [
fr o5 Efz] errer kT 0.66 1:00
loerchmak Dase -0.5C -0.47 1.0C
IEcncI‘.ma'k RTI 0.eC 0.52 0.92 1.0D
INWE.?.. MAP-R Base -t -1 bl ol LT
frowca mar-nmm -0.3€ -0.36 0.51 0.53 0.77 100
IEIJ". ok -l,50U b i.ob D.Es (LR l.UUl
Table 11
Multiple Correlations Grade 3 Mineola U.F.5.D. 2013-14 |P-0-5-E@ Base » 10% n=96)
201 3-14 {n=5F) Aaarhmnrk | Beachmark | NWFS MAPR | NWFA AAP-R FIA
1 82 POSE Baose | % POSE RTI
P-0-5-08 Das= -=10% Dose RTI Das= RTi | scale score
[F-O-5-Elc] e Base 1.0C
{p-0-5-Ctc] =rrcr RTI 0.62 1.00
foerchmak Dase -0.62 -0.36 1.0C
IEcncI‘.ma'k RTI 0.52 0.27 0.2g 1.0D
INWE!. MAP-R Base -0.44 -0.28 062 0.52 1,00
IN‘u'uEF. MAM R RTI .44 0,25 .66 G.50 0EY 1.00
oA -0.43 -0.27 0.55 0.52 0.64 .67 1.00]
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Table 12 presents the literacy assessment instrument scores for students scoring
>= 25% error on the P-O-S-E© baseline test. Figures 10a-d present the same data

in graphic format.

Note the academic progress on RTI measures relative to

baselines. Mineola UFSD Grade 3 aggregate ELA scale scores to not differ

between 2013 and 2014.

Mineola U.F.5.D. Grade 3 Literzcy Baseline v. RTl Scores 2012-13 v. 2013-13
Table 12 P-0-5-EE! F & P Benchmarks, NWWEA MAFP; NYS ELA
Matched student sets (Baseline P-0-5-EC@error score »>=25,0%)
s . POSE Ease | POSERT] | Benchmark | Benchimark | nwEea MaP-A NWEA MAP-R ELA
errcr score | error scare Baose RTI Hase Rl scale score
012-13 18 A A% 21 7% 10.4 ] 3.2 1) 1818 icay 1756
2013 14 30 36.1% 21.2%8 ii.6 L ‘5.3 a i78.3 in3.2 2704
Figure 10 a-d
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Tables 13 and 14 provide assessment instrument outcome comparisons for both
academic years in greater detail. Grade-appropriate progress is to be noted on all test
instruments for both 2013 and 2013 with data matched for P-O-S-E© baseline error scores
>=25.0%

Minecla U.F.5.D. Grade 3 Literacy Baselinev. RT| Scores 2012-13
Table 13 PO 5 E@; [ & I Benchmarks; NWEA MAP; MYS ELA
Matched student sets[Baseline P-U-5-LEerror score »=25.00% n=5%)
2012-15 Purarieien POSEBose | POSERTY | Beochmark | 3enchmark | wwes Mass NWEA MARR Ela
EFTOF SCOFE | Srror Scors Rasr RTI Base RTl scole score
{Mean 40.35% ¥ 69% 10.39 1 1321 M 1B1.B 193.7 275.61
Standard Crror 1.89% 187% C.44 0.53 178 15% 5.0
Median 38.75% 2165% L1E 14N 1B:S 200 276
Mode 26.70% 020 2 L 15 O 128 201 278
standard Leviation 11 bbb 11 2.0% 2.0 .25 .39 - b
Sample Varianrs 1 36% 176% 727 m7? LELLNE 3% RC 107 2 (R
JHurtosis .33 0:1% -0.13 0.2 1.34 o4z 22
Skewness .82 0.47 -C.70 -0.78 019 04 017
Fange A5 RO 31.70% 11 15 52 4t 26
Minlmum 25.00% 0.ECH = D 10 131 180 112
Maximum 70805 32 5% 50 15 R 213 228 338
Sur 1533 /0% B14.30% 105 502 3807 7ERC 20473
Count 38 38| 38 38 I8 3E 38
Minecla U.F.5.0. Grade 3 Literacy Baseline v. RT| Scores 2013-14
Table 14 P-0-5-E@; F & P Benchmarks; NWE/ MAP; NYS ELA
Matched student sets(Basellne P-0-5-ESerrar score »=25.0% n=339)
POSF Base | POSEPTE | Benchmuork | 3enchmark | wwrs asaes NUWFA MAPD Fia
2012-13 Parameters
CFFoF 5C0FC | Orror Scars Base RTT Bosn RTI scale score
IMean Fb.13% 11.15% 11549 L 1528 U 1/8.5 L143.4 2913
Srandard Frrar 133% 1 BF% n4aa 3R 232 173 4.4n
Median J4.17% 200C0% 12 L 16 177 12 286
Mode 40.00% FH/A 121 16 137 19z 182
Standard Deviation B.32% 073% 247 2.37 1449 10.7¢ 2751
Samplc Varianc: 060 005, .09 L&3 2034 11547 F56.59
Kurtosis -(.93 069 117 % L.51 -0.04 1149
Skennrness 0.B2 843 -C.B% -0.94 0:23 -04E -08d
Fange 26.67% 35.83% i 11 35 4z 138
Minimum 25.83% 5 0C% 4D 3 148 165 18g
Maxinium 52 50% 20835 16 P 23T 23 214 334
Sura 1409.17% 225 00% 452 5085 3853 7534 10280
Count 33 39 39 39 19 35 39
Comparative Assessment NYS ELA 2012-13  Carol A. Sullivan CCC-SLP; Roy F. Sullivan, Ph.D.  www.P-O-S-E.net 4-12-15




25

Tables 15 and 16 present multiple correlations among the selected Baseline and
RTI literacy assessment instruments for academic years 2012 and 2013 with a
=>25% baseline P-O-S-E© error score as overarching parameter. Because the P-O-
S-E© is scored as percent error, its correlations with other test instruments bear a
negative sign. For this lower-scoring population subset, ALL external correlations
between the NYS Grade 3 ELA and the alternative literacy assessment instruments
—including the P-O-S-E© - were significantly lower for the in 2014 than in 2013.

Table 15
Nultiple Correlations Grade 3 Mineola U.F.5.D, 2012-13 (P-D-5-E€ Base => 25% n=33)
2012-13 §n-38) P-0-5-C{c] P-0-5Ljc) Denchmark Cenchrmark | AWIA MAF-R | NWCA MAP-R LA
P -s-EiD Base =2a% arrar Hogs errar i Hase HIi Bare R EoONE SEOFS
P-0-5-E[c} ernun Bose 1.00
P-0-3-E(c) error FTI 2.34 1.02 [
Fsenchmark tase -0G7 -0.47 .o

Benchmark KT -3.57) -0,35 0,33 1.00
WA MAP-F Base =230 -0.20 0.30| 52 1.00
MWW =0 RILP-H HII -1.24 -0.32 D.ED; .56 oGl 1.0C
ELA -J.52 -0.50) CI.'.-‘G! k76 G2 .03 1.004

Table 16

Multiple Correlations Grade 3 Mineola U.F.5.0, 2013-14 [P-0-5-E@ Bzse => 25% N=33)
2013-14 {n-39) P-0-5-Lic] P-0-5Licl Denclmark Cenchrmark | NWCA MAP-R | NWTA MAP-R A

P-0-5-Z 0 Baga -»15% errer Boss error BT Base RTI Baze RTI scaie score
MO £ Ec) error Basc 100
MO £ E[c) error ETI 2.32 1.00
Benchmark Easc 2.53 0.15 1.20
Benchmark RT =031 .13 0.80 1.00
NWEA MAF-F Base -3 -0.0% 0is L 1.
MUWEA MAR-H K -2.A42) £:25 0.66 62 D51 1.0C
ELA .33 0.15 0.55 B0 0.44 .52 1004

Tables 17 and 18 present t-tests supporting the statistical significance of grade-
appropriate Mineola UFSD Grade 3 RTI advances matched on the P-O-S-E©; F&P
BAS and NWEA MAP-R for both academic years 2012-13 and 2013-14. The student
n is 191 for 2012-13 and 96 for 2013-14, the latter reduced because P-O-S-E© RTI
testing was limited to Grade 3 students with baseline P-O-S-E© error scores
greater than 10%.
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Grade 3 Mineola U.F.5.D. Literacy Baseline vs. RTl Scores 2012-13
Table 17 191 matched sets of students

Grade 3 2012-13 POSE Base | POSErti | Ban Basad | Ben rti# | NWEA Basa | NWEA RTI

Mean 16.3% 9.3% 13.32 16.74 186.75 204.28

Variance 1% 0.5% 7.24 10.87 109.33 115.38
Met Change (Improvement) 7.0% 3.42 17.53

Oheervations 1uy 141 191 191 BT T3
Pearson Comrelation 0.73 0.51 0.73
Hypothesized Mean Differsnce J.0% 0.0D C.00
of 190 190.00 £5.00
t Stat 1053 33.39 71.86
P{T=<=t) anea-tail C.000C n.oenn 0.0nan
t Critical one-tail 1.A% 1.65 1.66
Pi{T==t) two-tail C.200C J0.CC00 0.0020
t Critical two-tail 1.97 1.4/ 1.449

Table 18 Grade J Mineola U.F.5.D. Literacy Baseline v. RTl Scores 2013-14
Matched student Sets (Baseline P-0-5-E© >10%  {-Test of differences (n=06)
Grade 5 2013-14 % POSE Base | % POSERT] |Benchmart Base| Benchmark RTI [NWEA Base NWEA RTI

Mean 24.8% 16.1% 13.5 M+ 18.7 G- 1858 1875

Variance 1.3% 0.%% T3 .7 2104 1119
Net Chanae (Improvement) 9.7% 340 127

CQhservations ) Ch 95 9 36 g5
Pearson Comelation 0E2 055 G.al
Hypethesized Mean Difference ) i 0
df 5 b5 95
1 Siat 1 402 -24.9497 -11.4751
PiT<=t] one<ail 11402617 0 GE45E-24 o L1T2E-20
t Critical one-tail 15617 15617 16611
P T<=t] tvio-tail 2 2004E-17 1 T129E-23 1 F034E-18
t Critical two-tail 19853 149853 1.92853

CONCLUSION 1c

Results of the Mineola UFSD Grade 3 P-O-S-E© baseline and RTlI measure for
2012-13 and 2013-14, the student population error scores restricted to >10% and
+>25% show consistent, grade-appropriate progress in short vowel proficiency. In
addition, consistent correlations are seen across both years and defined short
vowel proficiency ranges among the alternative measures of literacy used by the

Mineola UFSD.
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2 . The NYS ELA test item review criteria may have differed between school years
2012-13 and 2013-14.

ANALYSIS 2

According to the NYS website: ( https://www.engageny.org/resource/new-
york-state-item-review-criteria-for-grade-3-8-english-language-arts-tests.)

“NYSED uses the Item Review Criteria to help ensure that each item:

1. is clear;

2. isfair;

3. measures a specific Common Core standard (or standards) with fidelity;
and

4. conforms to the specifications for the item type...”

CONCLUSION 2

There was no reported change in NYS ELA Item Review Criteria between 2012-13
and 2013-14.

3. The NYS ELA raw data scoring practices may have differed between school
years 2012-13 and 2013-14.

For 2013 and 2014, in pursuit of objectivity, Mineola UFSD used the same
contracted, state-approved scoring service for ELA testing in both years.

However, in 2014, NYS summarily discarded, post hoc, three Grade 3 ELA test items.
This accounted for the 6 point differential between the 55 point maximum score for the
2013 ELA and the 49 point maximum score for the 2014 ELA — an arbitrary net reduction
of 10.9% in the 2014 scoring base.

The original Grade 3 2014 ELA examination was comprised of 31 multiple choice items (1
point each), 8 short answer items (2 points each) and 2 open format items (4 point each). It
has been reported (http://citylimits.org/2015/03/16/ny-state-must-clear-up-mystery-of-
missing-test-items/) that questions #29, #30 (1 point each)
(https://www.engageny.org/file/105016/download/2014gr3elaannotatedquestionsmaptothe
standards.pdf) and #47 (4 points) were deleted from the final NYS scoring protocol. This
reduced the maximum 2013 Grade 3 ELA scoring base by six points from the 2013
protocol.

CONCLUSION 3

There was a major, arbitrary change in NYS ELA Item scoring procedure, the state
deleting three test items, after-the-fact, totaling 6 points out of 55 from the Grade 3
2104 ELA examination.
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4. The Grade 3 NYS ELA test instrument for 2013-14 may have differed in reading

level of test passages or questions from that of 2012-13. As the NYS ELA is
administered near the end of school year, the nominal Grade 3 reading level
should be 3.9 or 3.10 (3rd grade, 9th or 10th month). A post-hoc analysis of the
reading level of publicly released NYS ELA test content for school years 2012-13
and 2013-14 has been systematically applied to address this critical variable.

ANALYSIS 4

In response to public pressure, NY State released, post hoc, a total of nine
“selected” reading passages from the 2013 and 2014 ELA examinations.
(https://Iwww.engageny.org/resource/new-york-state-common-core-sample-
questions) Three passages from 2013:

"Copycat " o " "
Elephants" Go Fish Jump
and six passages from 2014:
David & "Seq "Sugaring | "Otterin "Snow Fun "Science
the " . " n " Y n
- Turtles Time the Cove on the Run Friction
Phoenix

In order for an ELA assessment of literacy proficiency to be valid, the reading level
of test passages must be within the appropriate range for the given grade. To that
end, the passages were evaluated in two ways. First, each passage was subjected
to a Metametrics Lexile analysis (https://Lexile.com/analyzer/.) Table 19 presents
the Metametrics Lexile analysis of the 2013 ELA passages compared to the 2012
CCSS and Fountas and Pinnell Lexiles recommended for Grade 3. Table 20 shows
the average word count per passage for the same year ELA passages.

Table 19 2012-13
ctametrics Lexile Analysis NYS ELA Grade 2
analysis nf 3 NYS-released rrading passages
Pazazage 1 Paaaagec 2 | Poszage 3
AYErage
Lexiles fmﬂ' G Fivis ™ g r
Grade 3 CCEE Leaile
Teat Moazmcr 52“—32“ E.?u-
Hecommend Hange
Fountas & Minne=ll
Laxile Ranga EDE_E?S EES
Metametics
Lende Analpsis 780 560 410 263
CLC33-Analysis
Metamenivy Lewile B?
Midpoint Diffcrenoc
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Table 20

Length Analysis NYS ELA Grade 3

2012-13

Analysis of 3 NYS-released reading passages

Passage 1 Passage 2 | Passage 3
Average
EFW,_ o N Gemshm | mer
Total Word Count 367 676 512 518
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Table 21 presents the Metametrics Lexile analysis of the 2014 ELA passages
compared to the 2012 CCSS and the Fountas and Pinnell Lexiles recommended for
Grade 3. Table 22 shows the average word count per passage for the same year

ELA passages.

Comparative Assessment NYS ELA 2012-13

2013-14
Table 21 Metametrics Lexile Analysis MYS ELA Gradc 3
Analysis of 8 NYS rcleased reading passages
Paszage 1 Pazzane ? FPazzage 3 Paszane 4 Pazzage i Pazzage R
~ - . - y Averane
- FREL | TR LHeer £ G Sl =
Lexiles whe Phoani” | 0T Twles™| g et s Lovo? |iom haiBiant| Ewapan®
Grade 3 CCES Lerile
Text Meacares 520-820 ETI]'
Rerommesd Range
Fountas & Pinnell
Lexile Nange 500-675 588
Meamehics
Lesits faredysis a270 930 200 &30 azo 660 785
CCS55-Analysis
Merametrics Lexile
Midpoint Uitk2iencea
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Table 22

2013-14

Length Analysis NYSELA Grade 2
Analysis of € NYS-released reading passages

Faz=sage 1 Pas=zage ? Fazsage 3 Paszage 4 Paszzage F Pazzage h
Boeidd |opoo oo o|  Boapaving Aikar ir g Fase "Crioncn mtoue
iofte Fraenm” Tane” Y Laye™ | o e ifun” | Fretign”
Tatal Word Count 571 653 439 651 556 787 510

When compared with the recommended 2012 CCSS Lexile values for Grade 3, the
average Metametrics Lexile of three released 2013 Grade 3 ELA reading passage
was 87 points BELOW the recommended 2012 CCSS Grade 3 Lexile (Table 19).
The same criteria applied to the six released 2014 passages resulted in an average
Metametrics Lexile 115 points ABOVE the recommended 2012 CCSS Grade 3
Lexile (Table 21). l.e., the 2014 released passages were 205 Lexile points more
difficult than the 2013 released passages.

In addition, the three released questions from 2013 range in Metametrics Lexile
level from well below grade level (410) to well above grade level (780). A similar
disparate range of Metametrics Lexile level applies to the six released questions
from 2014 (660-930)

A perusal of Tables 20 and 22 demonstrates an average released passage word
length difference from 516 words in 2013 to 610 words in 2014, an increase of
18.2%.

In a second form of Grade 3 NYS ELA reading level analysis, twenty five different
algorithms for assessing reading level (see Appendix for details) were sequentially
applied and averaged for all three NYS released passages from 2013 (Table 23)
and six released passages from 2014 (Table 24).
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Table 23

Multiple Instrument Analyses of NY5-Released ELA Test Passages: Grade 3, 2013

"
Standardized Tests Elf:ll:::::' "Go Fish” e d Maaa
of Reading Level & Grade fravie v
ade Lewel| Header Age | Grade Level| Reader Age i Reader Age Per Test

mrﬁi 54 1011 45 s 0.9 55 16
1 Hovmaith Gratie: Plarement 83 1514 1.9 113 6.9 1112 1.1
1 Coleman.Liny 75 12143 64 1nn 27 12 5.5
El angeiucn Bryan 1 5.0 111 49 510 51 518 a7
1 D"’“::: '“"i“f"':""“ a7 440 33 B 17 67 13
s Eaty Listening Furmuts 50 1011 18 14 15 61 11
£ Fiesch-Tincaid 548 111 13 2] 1.4 &7 15
7 Hesch-Kimcaid {simplified) 5.4 11 13 &3 13 BT 15
[ ] Fy 1.0 1213 40 910 1.0 6T A0
) Gunrisg Fog 831 1544 45 10 11 T 5.4
0 m:nﬁ““:"x:m 4.8 250 4.5 18 3.4 B5 4.2
u Modified SMOG 6.0 142 10 28 20 4 17
1 :;‘:um:": as 540 40 510 0.0 W 18
1 s a1 330 36 5 0.0 55 26
1 Mew Dale-Chall 20 810 20 £ 20 4 X
i "”‘“m Allecied 58 w11 2.0 14 () 55 23
15 "':"‘;:_ml.':"""‘ 51 111 18 T4 19 B 33
¥ m‘;;.m Ll 52 011 a8 10 42 510 4.1
" 1::':‘";‘}"""',‘::;" 50 w1 44 210 3.9 83 a4
15 M(m Roan 532 m11 45 510 34 L] 46
m P”:fﬁ'_:;";;““ 50 011 a1 21 18 85 43
n Haygor Estimate 7a 113 4.0 310 Failed*® Fadad® 5.5
u SMOG a5 1815 7.4 1213 5.1 1011 7.3
B SMOG [simplified] 8.0 115 7.0 1343 a0 31 (¥
M Spache Revised 3.0 B3 .8 14 5 78 iR
] WheelerSmith a 440 10 T 20 4 15
Awerage [Mean) 59 111 yre. 42 L4y 28 Taym 4.2
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Table 24
Multiple Instrument Analyses of NYS-Released ELA Test Passages: Grade 3, 2013-2014
: Oaidadhe T wiometon® | "Scmekicon® | bl | “oowmontielw® | SugingTme | Mo
Standardized Tests Phoeniy® Grade Lavel
nlﬂﬁliglﬂd Grade Level| ReaderAge | GradeLevel| Reader Age "—:: Readerdige | Grede Llewel | Reader Age | Grade lewsl | BazderAge | Grade lewel | Reader Age Par Tost

——— 51 i 39 " | w» 65 i 54 o 37 " w
1 Borruth Grade Platement | 100 ED e 7B o0 BE 11 £S5 gty o (L3 B2
1 Codgran-lian £S5 o &0 154 51 21 B3 AT 14 D13 5% way b
1 Dassas-Bryan 1 50 mu A7 XY 46 0 53 1B 53 »u 4% 0 49
i ""’:‘__“‘ e | B o 18 5 T 8 55 u 5l B 18 H u
3 ml-m:g Faimcle 41 £ 18 1 b " a3 e £ en 34 " 15
£ Fisgch naid 52 B 14 » 13 " 53 ELATY 52 By L] HD 7]
1 Flesth il |immgliisd| 5l 21 14 2] 11 (2] 5l 1 51 | i 41 D 44
_l" Fiy 1 [ %] - 40 L] 8 i (2] 11 I e &0 2 i 58 i L4
1 Gunning fag (13 i &3 e i Bt 11 14 56 e 54 1wt 58
w m“““j“'mé 1 wy Iy »a 5d e 54 e 58 W ot Hn 55
u Mot SWGG 3 B 10 H il ¥l 50 il 0 - iR L LE|
:;E;: i1 B0 i1 59 Lk T LY el 55 B 15 b1 13
a :Lmﬁﬁ 18 s 11 M 11 14 &1 141 51 e 11 4 15
u Bra Cuin-Ckail 40 0 Lo 5 48 kIO an E £E B 48 §I6 L]
| m "‘":xim“ a0 t 10 # W H i st I 0 a0 Ho i3
" "":::I"" 53 B 10 5 13 i 54 i 19 i i b u
i M“l;:;lw LR o 52 ot £ W 5 1841 5.4 = 5d 04 5
™ ;ﬂ"‘ﬂ:ﬂ:l 18 v 15 sy a4 s T s 48 sy a8 w0 h]
w ""’“i::f-“"“ i Hi 45 0 15 HO 1) #it i ¥ 1 Ho u
n mﬁ;ﬂm 45 o 40 #1 a8 51 a7 s 13 PPy a3 bin w
n Sangar Eatinam 1] 13 50 B s (2] ] ne &0 (I H LI o 50
n 50 h [131] &0 12 13 B Bt 1308 T8 1y 1] -1 11
-] MGG (Frplfiel| rf] (3] 50 i ] 7] 1 (L] b ] 8 L1] Ha A5
™ 1 Spathe Reytied 1 13 J sl L) L L] LB i ] | 1] I Le] 13 ] 1 19 H i
B W Sy & O 10 ] 148 “ i e " . - Hb g
Aeiaze [Mean) 51 1 41 a i1 (1} 56 10 55 168 44 (1] 48

i, m 124 L 1 1% pE 14
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The average reading level for the three released Grade 3 2013 ELA passages as
calculated using 25 reading levels assessment algorithms was grade 4.2 ranging
from 2.8 to 5.9. The average of 25 reading levels assessment algorithms for the six
released Grade 3, 2014 ELA passages was at level 4.8 ranging from 4.1 to 5.6. By
definition, a normative reading level value for the 9" month of grade 3 would be
3.9.

A similarly detailed analysis was executed for Mineola USFD Grade 4 NYS ELA
2013 and 2014. Table 25 presents a summary of Metametrics Lexile analysis of the
NYS ELA released passages for both Grade 3 and Grade 4, 2013 and 2104. Note
that the average Metametrics Lexile for the Grade 3 2014 passages is virtually
identical (785) to the Grade 4 2014 passages (783). In addition, the 2014
Metametrics Lexiles for both Grade 3 and Grade 4 were significantly higher in year
2014 than year 2013. Table 26 adds the average of 25 reading level algorithms for
Grade 3 and Grade 4 NYS ELA passages both 2013 and 2014. Note that the
average calculated reading level for the Grade 3 2014 NYS ELA passages is
identical to that for Grade 4 in the same yeatr.

Table 25

Mineola USFD Grade 3/4 Lexile Analysis and NY5 ELA % Literacy Proficlency Levels 2012-13 vs, 2013-14

NYS ELA [TER_Digg | VTUSTruieasad | Grade 3l | MBanfLA | py P2 p3 pa | P3:+Pa |:T|t: ::::-:-:- Fh-tr-l:-l::::nﬂed F::.:::l:::
i PSR | [ Schls Sriark ] Roloasad Passages. | Lanlio for Gradu | Leslle for Grade

Grade 3 ELA 2013-13 3 214 07 1 27% | 31% | 40% . 3% | 43% 583 ]

Grade 3 ELA 2013-12 ] 191 302 I0% | 3T | 30% 0 3% | 33% m 720 588
Differerca 3 -3 5 | 3% B% | -10% 0% |-10% 202

MYS ELA ITEM_DESC ""T'::E;" ::: Pl P2 P P4 | P3+P4 H‘:m&ﬁ ::’I;':::;;: E;:::::

Grads 4 ELA 201213 3 205 310 15% | 45% | 29% | 11% | 41% 783

Grade 4 ELA 2013-14 & 216 305 | 23% | 41% | 26% | 10% | 36% | 840 808 763
Differenca 3 11 -5 8% 4% | -3% | -1% | 5% 57
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Table 26
Summary Metametrics Lexile and Average Reading Level Analyses
for NYS ELA released sample passages Grade 3 and 4, 2013 and 2014,
Grade,/Year Passage Metstmetrix Lenile | Mean (25) Grade Level | Lexile Means | Grade Level Means
“Copycat Elephants" 780 5.9
Grade 3 -
AL Eea Go Fish 560 4.2 583 4.3
“jump" 410 28
"David & the Phoenix™ 870 5.2
"Sea Turtles” 930 5.6
Grade 3 "Sugaring Time~ 800 4.4
= 785 4.8
1013-14ELA "Otter in the Cove" 630 4.1
“Snow Funon Run" 820 55
“Selence Friction™ 660 4.1
“Greeting the Sun" 650 35
Grade 4 rrsT o
2012-13 Sitti's Secrets 750 4.2 783 4.3
"Stary of To-tok-g-au-lo” 950 5.2
"Cowe of the Oilbird" 600 4
"Pecos Bill ..." 1030 59
Grade 4 “When Animals..." 730 5.4
840 53
2013-14 "Call of the Wild” 1000 6.7
"Lawn Boy” 600 4
"Elephants ...Boots" 1020 59
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Figure 11 presents a graph of all Grade 3 and Grade 4 NYS ELA released passage
average (25 algorithms) reading levels as a function of measured Metametrics
Lexile values. In the legend “3/4”, for example, the numerator represents the
grade, 3rd or 4th. The denominator indicates the year of ELA, 2013 OR 2014.

To the lower left, the “3/3” data point indicates a Grade 3 ELA test passage from
2013 measuring 2.8 years in reading level and 410 in Metametrics Lexile. In the
upper right quadrant, one sees a group of three 2014 ELA test passages for Grade
“4/4” measuring 5.4, 5.9, 5.9 and 6.7 years in reading level. Metametrics Lexiles for
the same passages ranged from 1000 to 1030. There are actually Grade 3 ELA
passages at higher average reading levels than some Grade 4 passages.

Metarmetrics Caleulated Lexile vs, Reading Grade Level [Mean of 25 Measures)

Figure 11 18 Released NY ELA Passages Grades 3.4; 2012-1%, 2013-14
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Smoothing the scatter of individual passage levels, figure 12 averages the NYS
ELA passages reading levels for 2013 and 2014 by grade and year tested. On-
target reading level for Grade 3 at the time of ELA testing would be 3.9 years for
May and 3.10 for June. For Grade 4 on-target reading levels would coincide with
May as 4.9 or June as 4.10. Note that the average reading levels, for the Grade 3
ELA passages analyzed, exceeded grade levels for 2013 and 2014. The average
reading level for Grade 4 ELA passages was below the predicted level for 2013 and
above grade for 2014. The 2014 Grade 3 passages average reading level exceeded
that for Grade 4 in 2013.

When viewed as Metametrics Lexiles, the Grade 4 passages in 2013 are virtually
identical with the Lexile for Grade 3 passages in 2014. There is a high correlation
(.90) between Metametrics Lexile measurements and average (25 measures)
reading level.

Metametrics Calculated Lexile vs. Reading Grade Level [Mean of 25 Measures)
18 NY5- Releasad ELA Passages Grades 3,4; 2012-15, I013-14
Line Fit Plot
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CONCLUSION 4

The reading level of NYS-released Grade 3 NY ELA passages was notably higher
in 2014 on Metametrics Lexile analysis and in the average of 25 reading level
assessment algorithms than in 2013. In both years, a significant number of NYS-
released reading passages exceeded or fell below the target literacy grade level
range. Reading passage word length was 18% longer in 2014 than in 2013. The
disparity between Grade 3 NYS ELA P3+P4 literacy proficiency levels for Mineola
UFSD in 2013 vs. 2014 is inconsistent with applied alternative measures of
literacy.

Overlapping and disparate values were obtained using calculated Metametrics
Lexile Levels and average calculated (25 algorithms) reading levels of the released
NYS ELA 2013 and 2014 test passages. These findings provide justification for an
objective re-examination of the construct validity of the entire NYS ELA test
composition for Grades 3 and 4 in these years.

The significant proportion of predominantly Spanish/Hispanic students in the
Mineola USFD may also be a significant variable in assessing the impact of invalid
test items on literacy proficiency relative to other school districts.
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5. The Grade 3 NYS ELA raw-to-scale score polynomial transformation and

scale-score-to-literacy-proficiency-level boundaries or conditions underlying
those boundaries may have differed significantly between school years 2012-13
and 2013-14. See:

http://www.p12.nysed.gov/irs/ela-math/equatingexplained.htmi .

“On the 2014 tests, year-to-year raw score changes for Level 3 were
small and varied by grade. Raw scores went down slightly on 6 tests
(indicating slightly harder tests in 2014 compared to 2013 for Grades
3,4, and 7 ELA and Grades 3, 5, and 6 Math) and went slightly up on
4 tests (indicating slightly easier tests in 2014 compared to 2013 for
Grades 5 and 6 ELA and Grades 4 and 7 math). Raw scores stayed
the same on two tests (Grade 8 ELA and Grade 8 Math).”

ANALYSIS 5

Using publicly released data, a statistical review of NYS ELA Grade 3 scoring
practices for school years 2012-13 and 2013-14 addressed this issue. Figure 13
illustrates the difference between the scale score transformational values from
raw ELA scores applied by NYS in 2012-13 and 2013-14. Part of the difference, at
the upper end of the graph can be attributed to 55 raw score test items in 2013 and
49 raw score test items in 2014. The straight line represents a first order fit to the
data (i.e multiplier plus constant). The arbitrariness of the NYS-applied 2014 raw-
to-scale-score transformation is characterized by the best fit data as a 6th order
polynomial.

A negative sign on the X axis indicates that NYS assigned HIGHER scale scores to
the same raw score in 2014 than in 2013. The area encircled in red highlights the
higher degree of arbitrary irregularity where NYS applied raw-to-scale-score
“corrections” in the range immediately surrounding the NYS-assigned P2-P3 cut
scale score boundary value of 319-320.

In 2014, an ELA raw score of 30 was transformed to a scale score of 320, the lower
cut score boundary of P3. In 2013, an ELA raw score of 35 was required to achieve
the same cut score of 320. A 2013 raw score of 30 would be transformed to a scale
score of 305, a fifteen point difference.

A significant non-linearity is noted in the Grade 3 Raw/Scale score transformation
between 2013 and 2014. For example, there is essentially no transform difference
between years with raw scores below 15 out of 55. For raw scores > 40, major
discrepancies exist between 2013 and 2014. Minimal changes in raw scores above
40 produced dramatic reductions in scale scores for 2014. For example a raw
Grade 3 NYS ELA Score of 44 would result in a scale score of 376 in 2014 and 339
in 2013. A portion of this discrepancy may be ascribed to the fact that raw scores
in 2013 ranged from 0-49 and from 0-55 in 2014. These variable changes between
years hardly qualify as “small”.
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Figures 14 and 15 present the nonlinear transform functions for NYS ELA raw-
score-to-scale-score conversions in 2013 and 2014, respectively. The net impact of
this relatively high (6™) order polynomial data transformation is to arbitrarily
enhance the relative impact of lower end performance and reduce the relative
impact of higher end test performance on overall grade level performance. The
Performance Level tiles (PL 1-4) on each chart list the percent of total range of raw
scores (r) and of scale scores (s) in each nominally defined proficiency category.

Figure 14
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Grade 3 ELA 2013-14
Raw Score to Scale Score Conversion

(raw score maximum = 49)
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Table 27 presents the 2013 and 2014 NYS ELA data for the raw-to-scale score and
scale-score-to-performance-level transformations. While the scale score cutoff
values are identical from 2013 to 2014, the raw-score-to-scale-score
transformational criteria differ between years.

Grade 3 cutoff values were “tweaked’ in 2014 by NYS at the upper end of L4 to
accommodate a reduction from a total of 55 raw score points in 2013 to 49 raw
score points in 2014. Of greater significance (Figure 13) is the sizeable difference
in raw-to-scale-score transformations applied post hoc to the raw score data by
NYS between 2013 and 2014. The green columns (Table 27) enumerate these
differences as differences in raw-to-scale-score conversions per item between
2013 and 2104.
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Table 28 shows descriptive statistics for Mineola Grade 3 ELA scale scores for
2013 and 2014 in three contexts.

1. All available ELA scale scores for 2013 (n=191) and 2014 (n=180)

2. ELA scale scores where the P-O-S-E© error score was restricted to
+> 10% for 2013 (n=96) and 2014 (n=96)

3. ELA scale scores where the P-O-S-E© error score was restricted to
> 25% for 2013 (n=38) and 2014 (n=39).

Note that the mean scale scores are comparable from year to year in all three
contexts. The median scale scores are comparable from year to year for contexts
1 and 2, above, differing in context 3 (with smaller n).

Of diagnostic import is the significant difference in modal scale scores
(highlighted in yellow) for all Grade 3 ELA data: 338 for 2013 and 300 for 2014. This
feature suggests the presence of a multi-modal data distribution.

Table 28
Grade 3 ELA Scale S5cores Mineola U.F.S.D. 2013, 2014

2313 all 2id all MHI PO S PSS P S F=rt0E ] 20730 0 § FR2RE | WHEP 0 8 Feish
Mann J06.6 3044 2945 292.0 275.E 2781
Stanclard Error 226 2,33 515 .58 531 4.40
Mucllan 311 305.5 257 283 276 265
Mode Bt 300 370 20 270 AR
Standard Deviation 2120 2140 31.23 )2k EP L) 4751
Sample Variance U1 bbb Ura Lt Hin 1k Hhh 02 1072 BE Aob 50
Rurtosis 1L o1s 01y (It 2 11y
Shewness a4 u.3h gl .34 1/ s
Range 1/ a0 137 1B/ 12k 158
Mlinimum 214 146 212 18k 212 1t
flaximum EL ETL- 344 Jb3 334 334
Sum Subl >4.584 2425 Aduaa 1i4r0d4 10EED
Count 181 141 Ub HE 3 £

Figure 16 verifies the multimodal nature of the ELA scale score distribution for
both 2013 and 2014. While the mean and median ELA scale scores are comparable
from 2013 to 2014, use of the same 319-320 cutoff for the boundary of P2-P3
creates an artifactual penalty for the 2014 data based on a non-normal
configuration of the scale score data distribution. The implicit equal interval
nature of the raw scores is dually compromised by superimposition of an arbitrary
raw-to-scale-score transformation and an arbitrary selection of critical cut scores
defining nominal proficiency categories as well as the ultimate P2-P3 pass-fail
cutoff.
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Figure 16

Multimodal Distributlan of Grade 3 ELA Scale Scores Mineola UL.F.S.D. 2013 w. 2014
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Figure 17 presents a histogram of the 2014 Mineola Grade 3 raw ELA data for 180
students formatted as a linear transformation from raw score to percentage
correct (raw score/49*100). The P2-P3 cut scale score of 219.5 is displayed as an
equivalent percentage. The bimodal nature of the data distribution is evident.

Figure 17

2014 ELA Raw Scoras as ™ Correct
Mineola U.F.2.D. Grade 3 2014 (n=1B80])
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Table 29 presents the NYS ELA cut scores or scale score ranges associated with
each performance level P1-4. The yellow highlighted row indicates the
experimental shift by -3% (9 scale score points) applied to the 2014 ELA P2-P3
boundary between literacy non-proficiency and proficiency.

Table 30 demonstrates (yellow highlight) the effect of applying a -3% P2-P3 scale
score cutoff shift to the NYS ELA 2014 Mineola U.S.F.D. Grade 3 scores. This
minor adjustment to the cutoff scoring criteria created a profound, favorable
impact on the Mineola U.F.S.D. 2014 Grade3 ELA P3+P4 proficiency score (33.0%
> 44.4%). The simulation brings the 2014 ELA results into accord with the RTI
findings of the other applied measures of literacy cited in this report: Fountas and
Pinnell Benchmark Assessment System (F&P BAS), Northwest Evaluation
Association Measures of Academic Progress, Reading (NWEA MAP-R.) and the
Phonological-Orthographic Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E®©.)

Table 29 MNYS ELA Scale Scar= Ranges Associated with Each Performance Level
Mineola UFSC Grade 1 tems P4 L P3 P4

1013 NY 5 55 raw Lag-3C0 Ior3io Ee 358433

2014 MY 5 49 1w 148-720 191519 AFEST A5R-419

2014 P2/P] cut -1% 49 rawvy 148-250 791-310 311 557 J56-419

Table 30 Minacla U.F.5.D. Grade 3 ELA Proficiency Scores for 2402, 2014
avle and 2014 with -3% shift in P3/P4 Scals Score Cutoff
p—
r.l-n_-:?'a ULES L Grade 2 % rok moctmz keorning | % portially mecbing i moeling lzorming % mocting leaming S ——
KYS ELA Ciara s Disrer 7 FLdents sSEandarcs Iearlrg stardzrds rTardzrds stardards with drndarcis PP
Mt | a3 el Fistinetion F4
2004
o5 pepa bes P b _ST-'.IIE- 30.0e: 3.0% 5307
PR TR 180 P T & T 5 =
cbiainca m 180 41 B b =
whilgine: % P I8 3% 3T ‘\__ b2 - F5% 34.4%
013 Y
o neportes I Lb.b# S = el Zb% a4.5%
prediches n ¥ | na ril i m
vilalaiest m 13 a2 o4 0 O il
il 5 P 273, Ay A9AH LA ap_a
Difarance 200A-3012 -11 3.4% .3 0T i -0.3%
2U0a Iy e okt
prodicicd n 180 Bl a9 T4 =] B
prediched 1P 28.3% 27_2%, 41.1%, 3.3% 24 4%
FFIN 5> FilY

Conclusion 5

The fragility of the critical mid-range ELA scale score cutoffs, applied by NYS with
no evidence of empirical data support, combined with an undisclosed differences
in data distribution configuration from year-to-year, effectively nullifies the value
of the ELA as a reliable instrument for assessing literacy proficiency.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The Phonological-Orthographic _Substitution Evaluation (P-O-S-E©) is a criterion-
referenced test instrument for assessing short vowel proficiency in reading and spelling,
initially targeted at third grade students. Short vowel proficiency has been recognized by
Common_Core State Standards (CCSS) as a foundational skill for literacy, to be
established by Grade 2. The P-O-S-E© was standardized at the third grade level in the
Plainview-Old Bethpage Central School District (POB) of New York (NY) between years
2005 and 2010 .

In 2012-13 and 2013-14, a comprehensive program of P-O-S-E© baseline, intervention and
RTI evaluation was instituted in the Mineola Union Free School District (Mineola UFSD) of
NY. Twenty percent of the student population was categorized as Latino or Hispanic, 12%
Asian, etc. and 3% Black or African-American.

At the end of the 2012-13 academic year, Mineola Grade 3 made significant advances in
P-O-S-E© short vowel proficiency and in literacy as assessed using the Fountas and
Pinnell Benchmark Assessment System (F&P BAS) and the Northwest Evaluation
Association Measures of Academic Progress, Reading (NWEA MAP-R.) Grade 3 scored
the highest proportion of literacy proficiency among all Mineola UFSD grades 3-8 on the
2013 New York State English Language Arts examination (NYS ELA), newly configured to
conform to Common Core State Standards (CCSS.)

At the end of 2013-14, comparable RTI gains were noted on the P-O-S-E©, F & P BAS and
NWEA MAP. However, Grade 3 scored the lowest proportion of literacy proficiency among
all Mineola Grades 3-8 on the 2014 NYS ELA. In addition, the Grade 3 cohort from 2012-3
scored next-to-lowest in literacy on the 2014 Grade 4 NYS ELA. According to NYS data,
ELA passing proficiency scores for the entire state were comparable between 2013 and
2014: 31.1% vs. 31.0%, respectively. Long Island ELA scores showed a greater 2013-14
reduction: 39.6% to 36.8%.

The gross inconsistency between Grade 3 NYS ELA outcomes for both 2013 and 2014 and
alternative measures of literacy for the same years prompted an inquiry into possible
reasons for this conflict. Mineola Grade 3 test data and NYS-released ELA reading
passages and scoring data were analyzed in detail for both years.

It is to be noted that when the multiple correlational analysis was restricted to Grade 3
students with P-O-S-E© error scores > 25%, ALL external correlations between the NYS
ELA scores and the alternative literacy assessment instruments were significantly lower
in 2014 than in 2013.

Findings reveal significant issues with face validity of the NYS ELA examination as
currently implemented. NYS ELA test passages for Grades 3 and 4 in 2013 and 2014
present an exaggerated range of grade-inappropriate reading levels effectively rendering
invalid any test questions based on these passages. Reading levels for NYS-released
2014 Grade 3 ELA passages were well above grade level, well above the level for 2013
Grade 3 passages and even higher than Grade 4 passages for 2013.

Data also suggest that reliability of the NYS ELA test outcomes may be compromised by
the process of “equating” applied by NY State to the 2014 ELA scores This is a post-hoc
application of raw-score-to-scale-score transformations and scale-score-to-performance
level transformations to achieve a preferred outcome in year 2014 relative to 2013.
According to NYS:

“The cut scores [defined boundaries of literacy proficiency categories L1-L4]
did not change from 2013 to 2014. “
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In fact, the raw-to-scale score transformations were altered between 2013
- 2014 resulting in differing raw score values for each cut (scale) score.
Continuing:

“The purpose of the 2014 equating was to maintain the level of difficulty established by
the standard setting process in 2013, when 95 teachers from across the state
recommended the level of difficulty necessary to achieve proficiency (Level 3) and
partial proficiency (Level 2). Based on student performance on common anchor test
questions (the same items used in both 2013 and 2014), the raw scores needed for
each performance level were adjusted slightly to ensure that scale scores and
performance levels are comparable from year to year. If the test is slightly easier, the
number of raw score points needed to earn a performance level may increase slightly
in order to maintain the performance standard. If the test is slightly harder, the number
of raw score points needed to earn a performance level may decrease slightly in order
to maintain the performance standard.”

“...0n the 2014 tests, year-to-year raw score changes for Level 3 were small and varied
by grade. Raw scores went down slightly on 6 tests (indicating slightly harder tests in
2014 compared to 2013 for Grades 3, 4, and 7 ELA and Grades 3, 5, and 6 Math) and
went slightly up on 4 tests (indicating slightly easier tests in 2014 compared to 2013 for
Grades 5 and 6 ELA and Grades 4 and 7 math).”

Finally, in 2014, three Grade 3 ELA test items were summarily discarded by NYS, post
hoc. This accounted for the 6 point differential between the 55 point 2013 ELA and the 49
point 2014 ELA — an arbitrary net reduction of 11% in the 2014 scoring base.

Since 2012-13, Common Core State Standards have been foundational to the NYS ELA
and to the literacy examinations of other states. CCSS seeks to impose an overarching
set of theoretically-derived criteria for literacy proficiency. The ability of individual states
to “tweak” the aggregate test score outcomes effectively invalidates the concept of
“Common Core”.

A minor shift of -3% was experimentally applied to the 2013-14 P2-P3 scale score cutoff
boundary. This action dramatically elevated the 2014 Mineola Grade 3 P3+P4 literacy
proficiency level from the reported 33.0% (~10% below 2013) to 44.4% (~2% above 2013).
(g.v. Tables 29, 30) The differing, multi-modal nature of the scale score data distribution in
2013 and 2014 contributes significantly to the misinterpretation of ELA outcomes.

Despite NYS enlisting the best efforts of “95 teachers”, the major functional and
educational impact of this minor shift in a single ELA cutoff value, arbitrarily manipulated
in the raw-to-scale-score transformation in 2014 by NY State, highlights the fragile
inadequacy of the entire ELA evaluation process in its current form.

Literacy and the entire academic well-being of students and a reinforced level of
motivation among their effective teachers cannot be subjected to the statistical vagaries
of test designers with constrained perspectives. “Regents examination” scoring
protocols have ceased to be relevant.

Given the outcome of the present detailed analysis of Grade 3 NYS ELA reading materials
and scores contrasted with alternative measures of literacy proficiency for the Mineola
UFSD, serious questions may be raised about the relevance of the NYS ELA as currently
constructed. It would appear that the NYS ELA is not a suitable test instrument for
assessing language arts proficiency or for directing data-driven curriculum development
in Grade 3.

Carol A Sullivan, CCC-SLP; Roy F Sullivan, Ph.D. http://www.P-O-S-E.net April 11, 2015
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Readability Tests Used in the NYS ELA Grade 3 & 4 Passage Analysis (1 of 2)

Readability Test Type Description
Coleman-Liau is meant for secondary age (4th grade to college level) readers. This formula
1 Bormuth Cloze Mean Cloze score is based on text from the .4 to 16.3 grade level range. This test usually yields the lowest
grade when applied to technical documents.
Grade level Coleman-Liau is meant for secondary age (4th grade to college level) readers. This formula
2 Coleman-Liau and Cloze is based on text from the .4 to 16.3 grade level range. This test usually yields the lowest
score grade when applied to technical documents.
3 Danielson-Bryan 1 Grade level Danielson-Bryan 1 is designed for student materials.
i Degrees of Reading Power (GE) is designed for matching documents to a student's reading
Degrees of Reading Power . . . : . eps
4 i Grade level ability (based on his/her DRP score). This test is a conversion of a DRP (difficulty) score
(grade equivalent) )
into a grade level.
5 Easy Listening Formula Grade level ELF is designed for "listenability" and is meant for radio and television broadcasts.
Flesch-Kincaid is designed for technical documents and is mostly applicable to manuals and
6 Flesch-Kincaid Grade level forms, rather than schoolbook text or literary works. This test is part of the Kincaid Navy
Personnel collection of tests.
L. Flesch-Kincaid is designed for technical documents and is mostly applicable to manuals and
Flesch-Kincaid . . . L
7 o Grade level forms, rather than schoolbook text or literary works. This test is part of the Kincaid Navy
(simplified) .
Personnel collection of tests.
8 Fry Grade level The Fry graph is designed for most text, including literature and technical documents.
9 Gunning Fog Grade level Gunning Fog Index is generally recommended for business publications and journals.
Harris-Jacobson Harris-Jacobson is generally used for primary and secondary age (Kindergarten to 11th
10 ) Grade level
Wide Range Formula grade) readers.
11 Modified SMOG Grade level Modified SMOG is a variation of SMOG that is adjusted for primary-age materials.
New Automated New Automated Readability Index is a modified version of ARI created for U.S. Navy
12 Readability Index Grade level materials and was designed for technical documents and manuals. This test is part of the
(Kincaid) Kincaid Navy Personnel collection of tests.
New Automated New Automated Readability Index is a modified version of ARI created for U.S. Navy
13 Readability Index Grade level materials and was designed for technical documents and manuals. This test is part of the
(Kincaid, simplified) Kincaid Navy Personnel collection of tests.
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Readability Tests Used in the NYS ELA Grade 3 & 4 Passage Analysis (2 of 2)
Readability Test Type Description
New Dale-Chall is generally used for primary and secondary age readers to help classif
14 New Dale-Chiall Grade level & . v P i va8 P Y
school text books and literature.
New Farr, Jenkins, A modified version of Farr, Jenkins, Paterson designed for U.S. Navy technical manuals and
15 L Index score
Paterson (Kincaid) forms.
New Fog Count is a modified version of the Gunning Fog Index created for the U.S. Navy
New Fog Count X B . K .
16 (Kincaid) Grade level and was designed for technical documents and manuals. This test is part of the Kincaid
Navy Personnel collection of tests.
Powers, Sumner, Kearl PSK Dale-Chall is generally used for primary and secondary age readers to help classify
17 Grade level "
(Dale-Chall) school text books and literature.
Powers, Sumner, Kearl PSK Farr, Jenkins, Paterson is a variation of the Farr, Jenkins, Paterson test, which returns a
18 ) Grade level X .
(Farr, Jenkins, Paterson) grade score instead of a Flesch difficulty level.
19 Powers, Sumner, Kearl Grade level  |PSK Flesch is used for student readers.
(Flesch)
Powers, Sumner, Kearl ’ . . L .
20 . Grade level PSK Gunning Fog Index is generally recommended for business publications and journals.
(Gunning Fog)
i The Raygor estimate graph is designed for most text, including literature and technical
21 Raygor Estimate Grade level
documents.
SMOG (colloquially referred to as Simple Measure of Gobbledygook) is generally
22 SMOG Grade level appropriate for secondary age (4th grade to college level) readers. SMOG tests for 100%
comprehension, whereas most formulas test for around 50%-75% comprehension.
SMOG (colloquially referred to as Simple Measure of Gobbledygook) is generally
23 SMOG (simplified) Grade level appropriate for secondary age (4th grade to college level) readers. SMOG tests for 100%
comprehension, whereas most formulas test for around 50%-75% comprehension.
Spache is generally used for primary age (Kindergarten to 7th grade) readers to hel
24 Spache Revised Grade level P . 8 v P . v age ( g g ) P
classify school textbooks and literature.
25 Wheeler-Smith Grade level Wheeler-Smith is meant for primary-age (Kindergarten to 4th grade) reading materials.
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