Testimony on behalf of the Oregon Association for
Talented and Gifted for SB 933

Senate Bill 933

* Adds reports on Talented and Gifted students at
a state and district level

* Requires reports on student gains by ability, not
just student achievement test scores

* Scores are a single point in time with no context

* (Gains show student growth over the time
students spend in the classroom
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Understanding student
achievement and
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Why does reporting
Achievement Gains
Matter?

Before the new statewide
assessments (OSAS) were
introduced, we used to see
reports on student learning gains
by ability level. For example,
Portland produced summary
reports every year that looked like
this

District 3-5

2013 Assessment Overview (AYP Rules)

Are students at all performance levels showing growth?
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These reports compared like with like: they compared students in the
same grade who had performed at the same benchmark level in the
same subject on the same assessment at the same time in the previous
year.

These reports were easy to understand, did not involve complex and
unknown equations, and did not assume that high-achieving students
should be expected to make lower gains than other students.... Although
that is often what they demonstrated.

They also showed that there were achievement gaps by ethnicity and
income between students who had started at the same level in the same
subject. These gaps were usually greatest among the highest-achieving

students.



Portland Public Schools 2012-13 Achievement Gains

My comment: “The tables below break out the “"exceeds” portion of the "Overview" graph by grade
level, income and ethnicity. The students who exceeded make much smaller gains than students

in other groups; in addition, there is a much greater difference between the gains among the groups
of "exceeded” students than there is among the students in other ability groups. For example, if you
look at the bar chart for students who were “low-performing” you will see that the bars for all
students, Hispanic, Black, and Free-Reduced Meals are nearly the same length whereas among
Exceeded students the bars for the final three groups are much shorter than the bars for all
students.”

Exceeds broken out by income and ethnicity

READIMNG
FFS F/R Meal Afr. Amer Hispanic
Grade exceeds exceeds exceeds exceeds

4 3.1 0.8 -0.6 1.7
5 0.5 -1.3 -1.6 -1.2
B 0.8 0.7 1.7 0.3
[ 3.4 1.9 -2.4 3.3
8 -2.9 -3.1 -3.4 -3.6
1 3.5 31 31 4.7


https://tagpdx.org/12_13_low_performing.htm

Here is a
graph of the
same data

Reading gains by "Exceeds”
students by income/ethnicity
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Looking just at scores can create
misunderstandings......

In 2001-3 most students at Jefferson HS were learning. The
lowest achieving students were making extraordinary gains.

But Jefferson was criticized for poor performance and
subjected to wave after wave of “reform.”

No one noticed its real achievements with the students
most at risk because they looked at scores, not gains.



Jefferson High School Portland
Student Gains 2001-3

Reading Jefferson Gain PPS Gain Mathematics  Jefferson Gain
Status Status

Very Low 27.0 19.8 Very Low 13.5
Low 9.2 7.8 Low 6.8
Nearly Meets 7.3 54 Nearly Meets 4.7
Meets 5.6 4.4 Meets 1.7
Exceeds 2.0 2.2 Exceeds -3.3
Average for all 7.4 4.1 Average for all 4.9

levels combined levels combined

PPS Gain

8.4
4.7
3.3
1.7
-2.2
0.8



The new state dashboard is confusing

* The dashboard only shows student achievement
test scores

* |tis not clear about what level really represents “proficiency” or
now that relates to our state standards

* |t does not show student growth
* [t can’t compare students at the same learning level

* [t includes Students with Disabilities and ELL students but not
TAG students




New state “dashboard” for
student achievement:

https://www.ode.state.or.us/

apps/OregonReportCard/Da
shboard/Institution/2180

Is “level one” now
“grade level
performance with
Increasing accuracy and
complexity”?

Percam ol Shudents

Feicent of Bhidenis

100

Achievement by Performance Level by Grade -
All Students

3rd Grade AchieEvement by Performance Lewvel

Engles L argiiaps A

T S s ST
NNERS NG BT A g ey

| ' " E
Lewwl 1 [ ] [ ] Lawml &

Parcam ol Shadenis

40

=]
=3
=

= -

]
i

T B S

Ath Grade Achi=vemeant by Performance Lewel

Eripg sl Larrpuags Arls

T - | ST T T A
FEI SNy seanaTy aed ooms kmdy

Lemwed 1 Ll 2 Lmwesl 3 Loasnm| 2

Farcant of Shudants

_':g-

=]
[--]

T

=
-

20

=

Pt i ool



https://www.ode.state.or.us/apps/OregonReportCard/Dashboard/Institution/2180
https://www.ode.state.or.us/apps/OregonReportCard/Dashboard/Institution/2180
https://www.ode.state.or.us/apps/OregonReportCard/Dashboard/Institution/2180

Has proficiency moved down a level?

Sth Grade Achievemient by Performance Level
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Performance by Math Performance by Level
level—doesn’t

2 Download as Spreadsheet ]

show growth
All Students 31.8% 21.8% 20.9% 25.5%
American Indian/Alaska Native 70.8% 19.1% 6.7% 3.4%
Asian 21.5% 24.5% 20.9% 27.0%
Black/African American 71.7% 19.1% 6.6% 2.6%
Hispanic/Latino 54.2% 21.8% 14.0% 9.9%
Multiracial 30.5% 22.3% 20.3% 26.9%
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 70.7% 19.5% 7.5% 2.3%

White 19.9% 21.8% 25.2% 33.0%



*Students experiencing
poverty

*English Learners

Student with IEPs....
Who Counts in the

New Dashboard?
But not



Achievement by Parormance Level by Grade - Al Students ...
Jrd Grade Acheevement by Pedfiormance Lavel ..o
4th Grade Achievemant by Performance Level. ...
Sth Grade Achievement by Performance Level.. ..o
fith Grade Achievement by Performance Level.. ..o
Tth Grade Achievement by Performance Level.. ..o
Bth Grade Achievement by Performance Level.. ..o
11th Grade Achievement by Perormance Leval...

Hrhievement Rates by Student Griow

el
student Group 2-22 | X2-23 | 23-24
Clhinegy

Students Experiencing
Powerty

English Learmers 55 . | 5.2 -0.2

251

R R

Stwdents with |EPs 163 | 160 | 162 | +0.2

American Indian/Alaska
Mative

Asian &63.6 | 625 | 618 | -0.F7

Eupplemem;i Data Tables. ...
Amencan Indian/Alaska I'-.Ia1n.'E Etul:lenls AII Grades AII {:I]'ﬂEﬂt.q.l'E'-ES-
Asian Students - All Grades, All Content Areas .
BlackiAfrican American Students - All Grades, All Condent Areas ...

Hispanic/Latino/alx Students - All Grades, All Content Areas ...
Multi-Racial Students - All Grades, All Contard Araas ... .
Mative Hawakan/Pacific Islander Stedents - All Grades, All Content Arsas ... ...
White Students - All Grades, All Conbart Aras ..o

&4 | 256 | 252 | -0.4

288 8

cn
|

Black/African American | 24.3 | 240 | 24.1 | +0.1

2 q

=

Hizpanic/Latino 269 | 265 | 258 | -0.7

&

Multiracial 485 | 481 | 477 | -0.4

Native Hawaiian/Pacific
Islander

English Learnars - All Grades, All Conbant Araas ..o White co3 | 497 | 493 0.4

Students with IEPs - All Grades, All Confent Areas ...

Students Experiancing Poverly - All Grades, All Content Areas ... B

251 | 229 | 210 | -1.5
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The existing “at a glance” (!) district profile
does include limited TAG information... but it
doesn’t show whether any student is learning
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OREGON AT-A-GLANCE DISTRICT PROFILE CONTINUED

Portland SD 1J

Outcomes
Grade 3 Grade B
REGULAR ATTENDERS ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS MATHEMATICS
Amesican IndianiAlzska Native [ 25+ | <10 students or data unavailable
asian [ I oo
Black/African American ([ 45 | &
HispaniciLatino [[TRGGN 512 o
muttracial [ = I
Native HawaiianPacific tsiander [N 3= | B
white. | oo I -
Students Experiencing Poverty [T 220 12
Ever English Leamer _ 57% - 12%
studers with Disabities [N sc-: I e
migrant [ :o | 10 students or data unavailatis B <s%
Homeless [ 255 B s e
students in Foster Care [ NEGGE 1o o | <10 studenis or data unavailsbis
Miitary Connected [N 57°% | <10 students or data unavailable | <10 students or data unavalable
Talented and Gined [N - I - D i ¢
Femaic [N o I o I o
maie (I - I - I
Non-Binary (N 57 B I -
ON-TRACK TO GRADUATE ON-TIME GRADUATION FIVE-YEAR COMPLETION
American Inciar/Alaska Netive [N - I - I 7
o[ - B - N -
Biackiafrican American [ - I - I
ispanici.atno [ - I - I 7o
vosacal [ - N - I o
Natve HawaiianPacitc Isiznder [ - I . o
[ - B - N o
Students Experiencing Poverty [ - . I=a I 77
Ever English Leamer [ - I - I 7o
swderts with Disabiies [ N - I I ;o
Migrant [ 7 I - I
Hometess [ =% 0 I 7o
Students in Foster Care ||| N N ==+ I - I v
n Military Connected | =10 students or data unavailable | =10 students or data unavailable <10 students or data unavailable
8 0 A) e Talented and Gited [ [ ---- I --- N -o——
remci [ - _ 91%
va: [ - N - 88%
Non-inary [ -~ N o _ 91%

Data are suppressed to protect confidential student information.

Seismic Safety: hitp/'www oregongeclogy.org/sublprojects/rvs/activity-updates/status. himl




Margaret DelLacy, 2/3/2025
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