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Recommendations: 1) Teachers should use a body of evidence (STAR, instructional tasks, running records, Interims, and other 
progress monitoring tools) to measure the level at which students can perform independently on grade level text and ELGs, not 
relative to other students or to previous achievement. 2) Schools with a high degree of misalignment should encourage teachers to 
collaborate when scoring student work to reach consensus around pro�ciency. 3) Teachers should periodically review the 
performance level descriptions at http://www.cde.state.co.us/assessment/CoAssess-AdditionalResources.asp#AchievementLevels.

   
 

 The �nal report card grades* 
match CSAP pro�ciency levels for over 

half of the students. Where there is a 
mismatch, report cards tend to report one 

level higher than CSAP, especially for Reading  
(�g. 1). The lower the students’ CSAP level, the 
more likely they are to be rated higher on report 
cards (�g. 2). Unsatisfactory students are six times as 
likely as Pro�cient students to be rated higher in 
Math and twice as likely in Reading.

For reading, the higher the grade level, the more likely the 
students are reported higher; the opposite is true for 

math. After controlling for CSAP levels, there is no 
substantial di�erence between demographic 

subgroups.
*Excludes modi�ed report cards

Question: 

March 2012

rae

  Answer: 

How well do end of year 
standard-based report card 
grades align with CSAP 
Reading and Math scores 
at the elementary level?

Fig. 1. Report card scores compared to CSAP. Fig 2. Lower CSAP levels have higher % of over-rating.
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