Group Level Multi-Term

Description
Guiding Question(s)

Potential Use(s)
Assessment Name

Is the group showing a positive trend in performance?

Statewide Longitudinal 2SS
Data System o2 -

Percentage of students achieving proficiency; Percentage of students by performance level; Mean score and scores by %ile
Is the group performing at, above, or below the expected level of performance?

Establish beginning of year baseline, set a goal, evaluate the extent to which a middle or end of year goal was met
Interim / Benchmark Assessment (e.g. aimsweb, NWEA, Star)
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