Content-Related Evidence: Alignment of Alternate Assessments with Standards
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Figure 1. Example for Creating Extended Standards from Grade Level Content Standards
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Figure 2. Rating Scale for Evaluating Reduction of Breadth, Depth, Complexity of Standards
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Figure 3. Rating Scale for Evaluating the Reduction of Breadth, Depth, Complexity of Items
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Alignment of Alternate Assessments Using the Webb System (excerpted from CCSSO, 2006)
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Figure 4. Levels for Depth of Knowledge (using Webb model) and Adapted Model
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Steps in the Alignment Process
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Figure 5. Example for Balance of Representation (Calculated only on Objectives with Hits)

L) 4 6 "H( =
H9 K )1 "B
! ? 14?2 , M !
l A LA M [[#1A|M A
?! ? 14?2 , M !
Al A I A M| [#1A|M A
I! ? 1?2 , M !
HMI M A
BM , FA M I,
I, M 12
= ) &M !?
O = Total number of objectives hit for the standard
14y = Number of items hit corresponding to objective (k)
H = Total number of items hit for the standard
Balance Index = 1 — (X2 /1/(0) —14/(H))) / 2
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Figure 6. Example Report of All Webb Dimensions
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