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+ INTRODUCTION

3 -

. . . N
During the 1980-81 school year, Iowa Testing Programs conductéd a

.

< . -
A [

i
‘ L]
i questlonsa Cf e o “e -

. z . . ’ '. - . ¢ ’ ’ °
> * - d * - " - - - ‘ -
. ol What pretestlng agfivitles db the blgh schbols,ln.lowa nse -
. ) . ' e . F
F 3 Lo . - o -
. With thelr ITED testlng program°. <E, / e )
. \ . S L e '
2, HOw do, gﬁe schools actually admlnlster the ITED? T .

3, How dp QOwa/high schools ysé the ITED, reSults°

s 4

47 How useful ate the ITED results to lowa high- schools? .

We believed that the answers to these qdestions.wohld be of interest

both to Iowa high schools and .to Iowa Testing Programs. The inforpa-
v . e ot . . " '

"tion gained would help'us make'the'tests: test‘hanuals, and other
s . ‘ . '

supplementary materials mpre useful to test users .and provide better i
- . A N

. . PR . L
services*to Iowa schools. .In addition, the survey was seen as a
1y <
. . .

méans of enabling Iowa high schools to share with each other informa-

. . Al . M a

v N . . ) .
tion and ideas about theit testing practices that might be of use to

. them id theif‘efforts to improve the effectiveness ¢f their'iTED

) N . "}'). J 3 . ’,,1 . s ' T\
prograns. E Lo Ty : - . B '
- This report-first describes briefly the procedures used to gather -
v . o
. . . . ' . . \
the survey data and then presents some of the most pertinent results.
« . Lo L ' : . ’ Lo
/ ) . ¢ L . y
PROCEDURES 4—: ) . o

To obtain 1nformatibn abOuUJITED testing programs in Iowa high

¢ N

N 2N ML

schools, a two—part quest%Pnnaire was developed Part I of the ques— ' :

e .

tionnaire’ dealt wiph questions 1 an ~2 above) while Part? I1I addressed
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issues 3 and 4. The complete questionnaires are not reproduced in this
report; however, major portions of these instruments are presented in

-

]

the next section. ’ - : : .

Part I of the survey was sent in November, 1980, to the testing

directors of ‘the 429 public and private high schools that had partici-

pated in the 1980 Fall Testing Prdgram for Iowa High Schools. The

-

- .

. > . \ . . v .

person degignated on a school's registration form as the one to receive
S . p

-
]

the ITED results was assymed to be the school's "testing director."- A

.

cover letter with Part I of the questionnajre request;L’fhat it be

. ‘

.given to the person with major responsibility for the school's ITED .

. -~ . . -
program if the person who had received it was not in fact in chatge of

1
.

the testing program. (If: the questiommaire was given to another person,

it was this person who received, Part II of ‘the questionnaire.) Of the

429 Part I questionnaires, 392 (91%) were returned. Part II of the
o /P: ~ o . ' - -
'questionnaire:was sent to the same 429 schools in January, -1981; of

these, 383 (89%) were returned. ) - )
4 - ! ] .
Approximately 77% of the respondents were counselors,, and approxi-
mpately 167 were prinéipals. The remaining respondents bere'tgachers;

>

superintendents, or,other administrative personnel. The vast majority
- . . @ o

7 y *

(aboué 87%) of the respondents had %een responsible %or the 1TED

.

- LN - A
“testing program in their high school for~two or more. years. - .
. . N -

= P -, ) .
- Most of 9he~questiog§ﬂ;n the survey required the testing director
N !f‘, "~ . = N B ' + . . N
to report specific’facts about the fTED testing .program, such as how
. - if’it;; - . ‘ - . ‘ Yo, - . °
students were informed of the upcoming tests. ske of the survey - L
A . ~ - 4
.y 2 'Q" . - . . . P »
sfa¥ . . ] .t . A
' questions;’ however, required subjective judgments. 'One.question, for
Yis T < : ‘ ' » C .
N;? 3§ v .
Lf'z;" . . ' - [ , "‘ )
e S ds . . . e s . s
'R ‘!;?:" - - 3 B )
- ' Al . . -
. ) _'\5"'7‘, - ML oo . .
_'__ ;"’\ ‘. \ 4 , . D‘ -
"f\. L rl l . . L

S
=

.
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EX L N -‘ \
N : . , T
a o ,
, ‘ o . ‘ - ,\ 14
- ‘ Lo
S - _ a c
. ¥ » - ‘e )
.example, requested an assessment of the level of student motivation -
for taking the ITED this year as compared to motivation in xgcent ae
» . , :
> 4 . . . .
years. Obviously, the subjective nature of the respomses to this type .
. ) 3 . . - . ) L
. > of question must be'considered when interpreting the results. !
N S . ‘ . - » ‘l
! ) ‘ RESULTS .
. . , . . - <
. ) ) .
The testing directors' responses to the'survey are summarized in .
<+ * .
the following pages. The responses to-questions concerning pretesting o
act}vities°are presented firsht, followed by responsés concerning test
.‘ * - ) °
. administration and the use of the test results. . . .
. " , .
" I L - N r} . ' : ‘ r} L 0 L '
The information for most quegtions is summarized.in the following ¥
s . > S . - .. . ) \ .
format: , - -~
. &, w, v v .
1. A question as it appeared on the questionnaire is presented
PR I . . ) K ; ) , ‘
—_ " within ‘a.box. . . .
. . . 5 P -~ -
: 2. The number of testing directors checking each option is shown
. L}
, by a hand-w ten numeral in the space next ‘to each option. . !
\ . ' 3. For some questions, comments related to the responses are ~
1 . R SP? h .
: . ‘ given below the box. The last option for some questions was
. @ — » N .
. ' * ! L) " '.,;..—M‘"‘g, o 1,3" . ‘
! ’ . "other,'" and respondents were invited to amplify their choice
: ¢ . ) ‘ N o l: “ .
. " . .+ _ of "other" wifhggfwritten responge.  Frequently, the ¢omments . )
* * * L '
. that accompany a given question summarize these written responses.
- . S . . e
. . . ' . . . i A
e . . \ . ]
¢ ’ - . ¢ N Py * P
i oo . & h ‘
- - - L]
' ’, - rd . e . = v, . “ ~ o
° . M g » .
. , v -
B - - - .o . . )
. . o -.% - . uz;:\ B ., - . . - o .
X . Y ® s . .
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- i - d ‘ / v - .
- i B ) - 1
¢ . - . » o N .
» . . » - k4 . . K de . - _ .
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Pretesting Activities % -

) - - . 2 .

& -

- - . -

' - (8.
.. 170 .
' -7

/%0,

) ; v

How far in advance of testihg were the students inform- ) ‘
ed of the forthcoming adm1n15tra:10n of the ITED? '
l

Abdut two weeks before the tests were
given,

About “one week: befoxe the tests were
given ’

One or,two days before the tests were - .
given , . .

Other (Please spec1fy) - ‘

¢ O~

i
- - .

L

-

. " number of testing
. * &

]
.

) As noted previously, hand=%ritten numerals indicate the -

, M é? .
directors' checking a specific .response.

L} . N 2
.

! - “~

N O
°

.. ) » ~.D q/ A-

, S . %,
: [-?/ c.
» . . - 13"{‘ D.
- o [/ E.

N .

b 2= &
o

- How were students 1nformed that they were to thke the -
ITED this year? - .

> . . —

A<special announcement was read to the
students by the homeroom teacher..

A special announcement was made over
the P.A. system. - .
A circular was distributed to all
students. .

‘The - -regular daily bulletin contained
the announcement. - - ‘

Otheg (Please spec1fy) . -

-

N

A}

2. In a few Q@hools, the previous year's test results were dis-

cussed when the ITED testing program was announced-.

L4 _—
"

3. In response to

N N

) ) and purposes of the tests. . M o w . .
. v -t - o .
[ . L N ) , ;‘ ' -
. 5 - . - * % J .
. ‘5 . A , ‘
. v, N . .
’ & ' ( s . - . .
h ./ / ' . ; ’ ' - >

-": A : Y . . 7 ~ . o '

, Pl 2 A

Other methods used to inform students included: ;

a counselor visiting each homeroom and diseﬁssing the tests.

, -

a. a note 51aced in the school newspapeg.

i~ *

»

. .
c. subject matter teachers announcing the tests-'in classs

»
.

. . ' . .
-

a different question, (45 ‘testing directors ’

il -

‘; R indicated that -the leaflet Youq’Scores on the ITED and What They\\

v

Mean was used before testing to acqukintjztudenﬁﬁ with the nature

Py
¥

[4Y

o g,

e




» -
[ "
. ‘v
C, s ‘ ,
[ ] . ° . - ‘-
. . N § l s
M ) ~ ) L d
v -t S Were the parents ‘notified by the school prior to .
. t¥sting when the tests.were to bhe administered?
2/Y A.. Yes T .
. v /%#{ B. No
. . -
. If yes, how were they notified?
' T - * p?z a. Special announcement or letter
° ‘ mailed to the home
. . /‘/‘/-b. Announcement in regular news-
’ . . letter or bulletin mailed to
- v . the hqgme
/22 c. Listing on school calerddar
- : . % d. Students were.given an
, g ’ announcement to take hom#.
. . /2 €. Students were notified and,
. asked to tell their parents. .
. J9 f£. Other (Please specify)”
——— . £
P Some:- schools used more than one method to notify parents.
. ‘ i .
. J 2. Several °schoo]_.s used -the school newspaper and/or the loca
-:‘: . ) . - * ! ! . ‘
newspaper to inform parents.
;.: ’ = N * ‘ . v -
» “ Lid " R o »
€ »
' . ‘ '
. . .
' . ) T
| -
0 . P
. . 3 *
. . ¥ ¢
» s (o)
. .o X R
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T v -
AY

* ¢ Was-a teachers' meeting held to discuss th'e-ITEDr

. ’ testing program prior. to -testing this year? o .
. ' [ )
/ 4 .
i 234 A, Yes
- —_— .

/SR B. No

If yes, which of the following best
describes the type of meeting jt was?

67 a.
. 67 v,

A special meeting called spe
cifically for the purpose of

A regularly scheduled teach-
‘ers' meeting in which the ma
topic was the forthcoming te
~ administration :
7/ c. A regularly -scheduled teach-
ers' meeting ih which the IT
administration was one of

several topics considered.
2 d.

Other (Please describe) -

If yes,~what topics were discusspdﬂ
(Please check each topic that was covered:)

discussing the-testing program

- 19/ a.-

—prie

e
in _'a d.

st
/35 e.
ED °. 7% £.
/e 8.

How to administer the tests
Student motivation for the tests
Uses of test results by
administrative personnel .
Uses of test results by
counselors ..

Uses of test results by
teachers

Procedure§ for explaining
results to students and parents
Other (Please specify)

If yes, who was expected to attend the

If yes, how often are such meetings held?

Every year for new personnel
Every year for all faculty
Every other year for ali
faculty M .

meeting? . .

) S a. New a:aﬁers of the staff bnly
.- £33 b. All members of the teaching

staff ¢

" _ )7 .d. oOther (Please specify) -7/ c. All teachers, administrators,
and counselors
i 27 d. Only those who would be ‘adminis-
: N . - tering the tests
, , . 7 e. Other (Please ‘specify) ‘
- s A .
_. - . “ - . L]
» -, : If no.meetiﬂh was held at which the ITED . ! ",
v were discussed, how have administrators, °
- . counselors, and teachers learned about :
the nature and purposes of the ITED?
g.? a. By reading the test manuals .
] S b. By reading a memo prepared by ¥ =
> . * . you or an administrator .
- S c. From meetings in previous yegrs . L,
- d. . Other (Please specify) 4
’ - - E: . . " T - . »
Some of the testing directors noted that, while no, formal* . .
. o : a .
meeting was held, they did discuss the ITEP program with each
. e . ) . .
new teacher. ) - =
Jeagher . — .

o




v o impértant by,9ur'rEViewer&.

N Al ‘. . ~ '
. ' -
. a 2
) - Have the ITED tests been systématically Teviewed by ‘

’ the faculty, either this year or last year? - L
“ - . ' ) N

/95 A, Yes ‘ - B 4 "

L. /9 B. No . .
If yes, what .greup(s) evaluated the If the tests were not reviewed within
tests?’ (Check as many as appropriate.) - the last two 'years, when did the
. . ’ L faculty last review the ITED tests?
\ /&/ -a. Individual tea@ers in the ' .
’ relevant areas reviewed the 7. a. Never ~ .
tést$s in their areas. < 9% by 2 years ago ¢ -~
Jb b. Committees of teachers in the —JLZ-' c 3-{ ygars ago
relevant areas reviewed the . z_T d. More than 4 years ago
o tests in their areas. - . ,
' 44 . All teachers reviewed the ° . 5y oo.
: entire test-battery. . ' * !
/3 d. -Other (Please spécify) : . -
. . . “\ R ~ ;: . >~ "
1. - The authors xc‘f the "ITED enmcoqurage schools to undertake a - -
| . .

systematic ekamination of the tests. - Pages 37 and 38.0f the

!

<

Manual for Administrators and Testirg Directors briéfly discuss
nu for Adm PlS ratdrs an n re fly scuss

[
- - M L]

issues that should be considered when- reviewing the tests .

3
3

4 . -

2. Those who answered yes to this question were asked to describe
. . i . . -
* . 4

the reviewer4' general impressidén of each test; using the following
’ ‘ R .
! L]

scale: Co / . . . Lo ) ) .
v < R B ; ‘
‘ a. Most ®f the items measure program objectives considered
i - . - . .
¢ . - ; -
) ‘ important' by our reviewers, .
- . \.

t

"b. Apprdximately‘ha of the items.meésure proénam objectives
. .

. considered importagt by our reviewers.

‘ - / hd . . . N
‘ c. Very few items megsure program obJeqf;ves considered

-

“ -

2

“The percentage of testing directors checking either (a) or (b)

rangéd from 947 (Test SS) tho 98%.kTest E and Test L).

P . ) .

3. Tn response té other related questions, 238 testing difectors

indicated that the test booklets were readily aQailable for

' "

4 8 ‘ \




.
1
-
N
Fy

’ » [N ~ v

examinatign by teacherésbefore'iesting, while 142 reported that. .

.
- v

. the booklets were not readily gvailable. " Also, 260 testing -
. .. hd ﬁ&i v ‘\ R N . . :.
directors noted that the test booklets were available for teachers
. - . ’ - . . v T e
. to study after the test results were received, -while 122 indicated
that the' baoklets were not available at this tine.
. e -~y 4 . ) . < '
- g : .
- > w -
A Y D
) ! - N ., IS .
\\. ‘ . ' ke - v
RN . . ot v
. 7 Administering the Tests _
- ,‘ - . 13 N N ‘-’ . -
» ¢ ., . . * X ot " .
) . ? . : o L2 v T (/
‘ -7 What testing schedule did you use this year? 50
' . ' . ~
- - P Q_._{_Z_ A. Two sessions on a-single day .
233 B.' Two sessions, one on each of two °
. consecutive days . b T
- 'f{- C. Three sessions, two on the first day and
. ot . one on the second day -
. 2- D. Three sessions, one the first day and v
. \ two on the second day \ .
¢ i 37 E. Three sessions, one on each of three "
s < consecutive days ©a
S i 29 F. Other (Pleasé specify)
D 3 v . , & 2 R ) . P
1,‘:§% The most common, "other" testing schedule was to administef the
. (AR U . .
_— . -
tests in five sessions. * ' .
- X , T A} . . '
.2, In response to-andther question, eight testing<directors noted *
.t * e ;"‘,_ , & . - R - - ’ ' T ’
ﬂ#;“fgi ~ .that they had administered the tests in two sessions on a Single
L bR . ’ N : ~ ' . o .
- ' .day and would definitely change their testing schedule next“year.
s R ) :
These directors identified student fdtigue and frustration duyring
! : - -
.the second session as the major reasons for admiﬁ{stering the
. 'tests on, two or more days next year., )
\ v . . * , P . S e ,‘ - .
3. .We strongly encourage schools to use a minimum of two days to - -

- S “« -, . ’.
administer the tests. <

s




1.

adm;nlstratlcn of the tests in small groups formed in varlous
ways (e. g., d1v1d1ng students within each grade'xnto groups of 25

or less on the basis 8f the initigl lettqn of their last names)‘ . .
AN

'2‘.

-~

.

How were the

/RS A.
f‘".lB.
b2 C.
Y9 D
9 .

ITED administered this year?

Homeroom teachers administered “the tests
to their homeroom classes’
Directions-were given over the P.A.
6ystem and the homeroom teachers proc-
tored the, tests.

Large .groups were convened accord1ng to’

grade in the auditorium, gym, etc.

Large mixed-grade groups were convened

in the auditorium, gym, etc.. ' ¢ A

Other (Please specify)
\

2 .

T

.The vast majority of the "other" responses involved the

’

=

¢

.

.
‘e

. »

. -
-
.
.

. -
\ -

In respon to anpther question * ten testing directors-indigated
= & 5

that they wou1d adm1n1ster fhe tests 1ﬁ dmall grgups nextsyear, . .

J;afher than in the large groups they$bad used this year.

i

N

~

LI , l‘,.

'S .
0] .
A - ]

/ - N A
When stude;ts\mlss one or more of the tests on the
regularly scheduled days, 4o you try to hayg them

.make up the teSts at a later time?

. Fe¥ A
- Z¥ 'B.

e

T /o

If yes, what procedures were used°

1 - ¢

Yes; e . .
No .7 . .

ﬁ’& [N hl

. . . . e, .

a. Students who ere absent were
ield out of class to attend
Special .make-up 'sessions, -

* following the samé schedule
that was-used in the \main
test admipistration.. *
Students %ho were absent toog
the’ tesx s'during study halls
and free periods until all,
tests were made u "
Other (Please Spegifya

< -~

i o e - . —_— -

»

F ey o e
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Were test proctors asked to identify students who o
were not trying to do their best? ' :
336 A. VYes 23
¥ B. No :
CIf proctors were asked to identify !
- . students who did not take the tests . s Y
. » conscientiously, were they provided s
with any guidelines for 1dent1fy1ng4
such students? ;
D /8 e ves I
N /93 b. No - "
! If yes, please describe these Ty )
guidelines briefly. ’
1Y - = 0 s
. The two major guidelines provided‘to the proctors were: .
- a. extremely early completion of a test. .
, tatan T \ . N - _
r?\\‘ .b. pattern marking of the answer sheet. ,
T, . . ¢ . -
= I J ~5
‘ Among students génerally, how did the 1level of ’ .
motivation for taking the ITED),thlS year compare to - ’
o . 'recent years?. - - e ] e - . S 1\ 5
P , ZZ? A. General motivatiop “Was better than in . \, - ey, s
e ©  recent yea¥s. . I RS LT
. A0 B.-- General motivation was worse than m ol Eha
ST . . TeCent years. e .t ‘
T S k09 c. General motivation was about the same as I Y.
' "' .in recent years. B v
¢ N ) ‘ t ’ . ’ "’ - » 3
1. .vaegardless of how good a test is, if the examiﬁees are. not R
motivated to do, their best the test cannot yield truly accuraﬁe .
B i - .
: &results. Thus, .it is extremely important that teachers,.eoun- )
L ‘.\, ‘5 ; " . -‘ . ‘b\‘ e “‘ 4 A ; .
selors, and administrators® attemptyto motivate students to work - .
" ".conmscientiously. " Ot . i‘,' . ;
= In response to another question, 273 testing directors. indicated .
”. that their schools had undertaken a systematic effort to motivate -
students to do their best on “the: ITED this year. Almost all of -
A . . LR T 3 " . > . '
i 5 v . . ot S
:;’ R . ‘, ~ « . ) - . o ,E
Cta. . e 15 3 . - S « B -
‘3‘:"\;"" i ‘l‘- e T g - ""; - ‘ ' g " ‘ ' ‘ .




s

. . ’ &Y - . . .
the most important factor affecting student motivation. If
- <

. v 5 - . \‘\\ " ? <

- o . . : s
these special efforts involved attempts to communicate to ghq

. -

students why the school personngl thought the® tests were valid .

&

and important and how the tests were useful t6"the students and
. .' [N ) I N \\A

the school. % . > - ' ) ,”
£ ¢ 2 . :
|3

o LF . .
; uoqe . e
The attitude of teachers toward the testing program is probably

it . )

»

teachers are openly critical of the program or make no attempt

v

o % ~

to use the results, students will have ample reason ‘to question.

Ihdeea, if such attitudes ‘are

PR

why the tests are begng giyven:
/ .

common among the teachers, the purpogeé of the program should be
o~ Yo 4
& - . -

reexamined.

-
Sy

It has heen our experience, that when teachers are critical of
o L * I3 . <
or uninterested. in the testing program, it is usually because
. - .8 : , ¢
they do not:understand the naturé and purposes of.the tests.
Sometimes teachers who have made a careful evaluation of‘Ehe tests
. o ’ -
have been disappointed that the tests don't measure more of the. .-

immediate objectives of their individual courses. The primary

purpose of the tests, ho&ever, is not to assess knowledge of the
* : . *

specific content o§ individual courses but rather tg measure the
extent to which students are achieving important l%PgLranée

— . . . .
objeetives that are the major goals of all courses within,a given

9

progran area. For example;~in- the social,studies test very few

1

_questions are;yaSed on the specific content of any particular \

N iy

; . R
social studigs ceurse. However, many of the questions attempt .,

.

to m@aSqre.Ehé achievement of generalized skills such as the

O : ) ey ) .
. 12 C .

s *
oy

¢¢¢¢¢¢




¢ - ) % . . a B .
N . . . .

.
. : -

ability tofné¢ognize an author's motives ox argumentative -technique ) -

. - 4 . A

. N - ]
and the ability to differentiate fact from opinion. Most social .

’ -

s T ’ T, b
studies teachers will agree.that these generalized skills are \<v

% . *

.3 '

- 3;Vimpogtant and shat’students should show érowth with respect to
them as thef proceed through high school. . *

To~the extent that teachers are aware'&f and agree with the S
- - .
. \ .o ’ L

objectivqs.meéédred by the ITED, teacher-led classroom discussions
&

s .

of the test content and test objectives before the tests are given

. ¢
- « ~
.

° can be a great aid to student motivation. Such discussions can : to
' includspexamples of test’content and objectives drawn from the .

P

Manual for Teachers, Counselors, and Examiners;“the importance of

L 4

. 'che geﬁeral skills and objectives measured by the ITED might,aiso

| . be considered, amd ways in which the teacher plans to use the test

~ [ . - @ 7

°

results can be shared'as well. (Pages 43-51 of the Manual for

EN 9

Teachers, Counselots, and Examiners provide a detailed discussion
. T s - 2
. 8 N -
" of how classroom teachers can use the ITED results.) Respondents

~ T T ‘ et
who reported an improvement in motivation this year often mentioned

<

that these procedures were used either by the classroom teaéher or

the counselor. . . - .
. SeL0 ‘ )
' . - ¥
When the test results ‘have been returned to the school,

. . »

teachers can discuss their observations®about the results with their =

~ >

classes. Thus, for example, if 4 social studies teacher notes that
the stp&ents‘in an Americin-history Elass all seem to be relatively . .
i} ' . weak on Test .SS, the teacher might inform the class about the types T i%

“10f learning activities thdt are being planned‘to‘incneasq achieve-
] ‘ .

A s

. . . S
‘ »mént in theése social studies .skills. Lt ‘ o . ‘ )
. - : ' )
N . . .
. .o L N 135 e s R
- . .
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Standardized; tests are sometimes criticized because they are ,
» _ B A . : o
mistakenly seen by students as a means of evaluating their personal RN
: ‘ - ) . ) B
worth. Obviously, school personnel shoulq do as much as possible
. ~ H "y
L . i
. A -t - .
tp convey to students that their test scores do not have any
: . . 4 ) ¢ , '
“implications for their worthiness as human beings. Rather, . 3
. 1] . ~ i
teachersishould emphasize that the primary purpose of the tests’ . e
: R - - . . . 2
is to provide ‘information about educational achievement that can .
‘ <
be useful to the students and to the schodl. . €
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N

- Last year or this year did your school use Field 1°
of the nymeric’grid to identify subgroups whose
avenagen¥TED scores were of 1nterest7

4{& A. Yes . N
.3;;2 B. No .

—
If yes, what kinds of subgroups were
Jdentified? (Check as many as appro-
priate.)

.Z a. . Students in trad1t1§?al vs'.
experimental curricula
/0 b. Ability groups
é: c. .General curriculum groups
gé d. Groups having centain post-
high~school plans
Grghps from different junior
high schools’”
Other (Please specify)

—_———

" Last year or this year did your school use-Field 2 of
the numeric grid to gather information about students'
post- h1gh school plans? o

éd?r A. “Yes N,
B. No
L. N ’ 'Y ’
2, Cy L. . .
Last year or this’ year d1d your school use F1e1ds 3
.and 4 of the numeric grid to code additional
tion about students? -

3/ A. Yes. v - )

.2613 B. No b

If yes, indicate the general type(s)
information coded. (Check as many as
appropriate.) . ”

Scores from ability tests
Grade-point averages

-ITED scores from a previous
year’

Scores on other achievement
tests

Other (Please specify)

~

v {\
The numeric grid on the ITED answer sheet is an extremely

- ’ ’ -

flexible device for bringing togethef,on'the list report valyable

« - .
~

"information about individual students, such as post-high~school -

~N
N
. ' ' [ ‘ . . [
. N Sl L e, :

plans, grade averages, or other, test scoresy It can also be used

- 3

to obtain a separate item analysis and mean.-scotgs for locally;




* k - ' \' P N ' ' N . ’
. N . ‘e ¥ "y
- ' * . ~ ' o ~
. A ¢ . . < -
‘, _ T N
- ' . e b <
, identified groups within each grade. The responses td these .
’ - . ) . 2 \?\. .
questions indicate that the numeric grid is not''extensively used: o
N B & ) . - ) \';z .
. A'detailed discussion of the possiblé uses of the grid is given .
' . ) ‘ . e THS
- 2, " on pages 14-19 of the Manual for Administrators and Testing 4. 1
L. . A . Vet
| Y. Q- .
» . , Directors. We strongly encourage testing dlrectqrs to con31der .
| —_— . L)
B . . e -y .
1 . . “o [
; the .possibildty of usingvthe numer%c grid as part of their ITED Gy
| : - o : P
[y . . .
° . program. . ) . . . . .
~ i ‘ i\\;
«
N L
’ L]
- ‘ - - ~
- ’ 4 4 >
’ Using the Test Results '
~ ‘ 3 ’ 1\ . "\ ) - -
- [\- s . . ) 4 .
— - = 7 . ) -
« . "5;‘ . f
' S S " .
After .the ITED Fesults were received this year, . were’ any teachers™ A b °
+ . meetings held to discuss the interp‘retatlon and use of the test
. results? . R '
» v . - ° » .
| . 240 A. Xes . : o . R
. 1- 7Y2Z B. No ’ L ‘ . P
. . J 5 N T ‘ L
. If yes, which of the following topics were discussed? -
NI ".(Check as many as are appropriate.) ’ ‘
o« « '
- teer, a. Uses of test r/esults by teachers -' . - o
o . b. Uses of test results hy administrators . , ’ .
) c. Uses of test results for counseling o ; f
. . d. ' Interpreting test results to students, ,
. A *___e. Interpreting test results to parents - N
i C s Lt g % P
\ T . ’ ‘ . ° I N _”
\ ‘ .
N . . < €, . , \/‘\/
. , ' 1 * -
" ' ¢ ! . . s,
. e ’ . w . . - e N ) «
- N ¢~ Y N
] R N P : \
- - L4 !
’ ! - N ~ b
T % ‘ . 3 ]
. . o
~ ‘ - v e .
, . . . — ~ - T Y N B
- ) . -
-ae ~e ¥ °
- - . ¢’ -
3 - e -
” . . -
N - .
. . - R , - : ® . " .
. ) , & - - » ~3‘§5§
. . ’/v [ 4 . . ’ . N .
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- ITED result:s this year?

.

.

Did someone prepare a 'testing report" for your school,

summarizing the

@

JO0Q A. Yes ‘ i -
f;g B. Mo \ i )
T - (A) * Ifva report summarizing the ITED results was prepared, to whom
' - was it given or ‘presented? (Check as many as are appropriate.)
a?/.l a. Administrators and counselors
22¢& b. The entire teaching faculty .
) /& t. Of the t:eachmg faculty, only the department heads of
. the basic subject areas ) o
/73 d. The school board . °,
.« e. The parent-teacher assoc1at:10n .
. 36 f. The student body V4
#4 g. The local news media :
———— ”4 . v
“A” *

. . M N
»  In response to another question, 253 testing directors indi-
>

caﬂed‘that this "testlng report" also included test results from .

i
.v K
i)
- v“

prev1ous years.

i ..

2

Which of the following statements best descyibes the reporting of test -
results to, st:udent:s 13 your school t:his year? R
. * ‘
232 A. ITED scores were reported to most: st:udent:s along with indiv1dua1
~ . interpretation. »
R éél B.  ITED scores were reported to most students; the leaflet: Your
o Scores on the ITED: was givep without addltlonal personal inter-
. . . .pretation. . S
9 c. ITED scorés were reportéd to most students;. no systematig at:t:empt:
N o ‘was made to provide interpret:ation of the scores.
= &6 D. ITED scores were reported in special cases only.
é E. > ITED sdé%s ‘were not reported to students. ‘ -
’ :How were;the ,r,esuitfs reportedﬁo the stddents"’ ’
. " o A t
' /00 A. The cqunseélor met with each st:udent: individually . ’
229 B. The ccpnselor met with small ‘groups of students. e ’
44 C. Teachers met with students individually- :
7/ D, Teachers discussed, the results with homeroom or elass groups.
576 E. _Qt;her (Please specify ) tor ‘.
" . IS ‘%\”'« » < .
M’ 1 . , ’
[ N . . ‘
- K
rh- “aks 17 ) B
o, 4 / . . . - A 1( »
o~ T I-”
. -
- . 1 ‘ .
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Some testipg directors imdicated that the results were not -

.

—°}reported directly to the student Rut,were mailed to the parents

. -

or given to the parents at parent teacher conferences.

What ‘materials did the students receive when their test results were
reported? (Check as many, as are appropriate.) T . o
28/ A. Pupil Profile Card. R , o :“‘I;‘
235 B. Your Scores on the ITED leaflet’ T R
70 C, Adhesive labels . . ' ' ) ’
¢p D. Other (Please specify.) . s
- . M . ) . ‘ . . -
, The other materials identified by respondents were osually -
n »

previous ITED scores. These were used so that studénts could see’

« . “ .
their growth on the tests. .
. . \ EPE . . ] . - A
when the ITED results were repor'ted to the students, which of the following
‘topics were discussed? (Check as many as are appropriate )
. . ! * ' . . .
3¥% A. What the scpres represent. (e.g., PRs) ) :
K73 B. What the profiles can show ..
7/ C. How the test scores can be uséd to look fat growth -in the ,
K4
. areas tested . :
‘4’3 D.  How teachers ean use the results - ‘ .
7¥5%E. How the counselor can use, the ‘results-. N a0 -
. &¥ F. How the principal can use the results -~ i« B
' % T, . “ -
a - # £ - , .
. . { . N * -
~
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Was - there a formal-.prgcedure to. report the. test results to parents?
- . ’ s '
/68 A Yes . Lo o ‘
207 B. No < , T T
! . . - . ' v *
. ., [} - ’ \l - ) E:' ! ;.i
(A) If yes, how were the results reported? T i
. . ’ ) ! - * ' N : ) " *
. 4{ a. At parent—teacher cox!‘tences L. o ’
b. At # parent-counselor conference . \ :
3 c. The results were sent by mail-along w1th some 1nterpret1ve -
material = .
Co o
: < d. The results were distributed at a meeting of interested
- parent§; a general discussion about interpretatlon of ITED
. scores ,was presented. : 0
23 e. Y

[N

—

Other (Please specify' ) R
' : e L

"If there was no formal reporting of the test results to parents,
pledse ‘indicate which of the following statements describes how

.parents vere. informed that the,test results were av,ailable"
- ) : o

)

*

. /.Z?-a. Students were asked to tell their parents that the test’
VA S
. ‘results were- avallab,,le. . o -~
/3 b. Parents were sent a ¥etter 1nforming them‘that the
! o results were available. ' .
74 c.. An announcement was printed in thelschbol newsletter
) . or bulletin. .
... 29 d. No general announcement about the availability of test
: ‘" results was made: s . I
. . - - ) ” ’ ) ’
1. Many sqhools (141) used “the Your Scores on t‘ffe ITED leaflet when
L £ . ‘. .
repbrting .test ,resu'its'to:p‘afe‘nts. i . ", . ’
e ».: LT ) - . ' ! .
2. Some schools indicated that students{‘Were asked to take thé
B . L. R .
reSults home a\nd show \them to their parents. R
- .. ~‘ ) i - - ;
e . v} - * . &
- ' ‘ - .«ir4>"
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What ass1stanCe was provide& ‘t%hg?se who helped students and/or parents
interpret the test result-s" %k as many -as, axe appropriate )
LT - ﬁ-.‘z ARa L o e A . g
V4n A. A general meeting Of - Eeac.}\e’rswas ‘held at which Pntérpretation .
°  was explained by the pr‘ingi}{é&,*gu:.dance counseldr, or testing

coordinator.

o’ ""\ &:g‘ ;, . D
'

K

s

46 B.

Individualized or

principal, guidance,‘céoun

ﬁl’ rou meetings were held’ w1th thé
o)
llorr o1 'testing coordnbator.

.

J.5 'C. There were no organized c.'mgs, bt teachers were engouraged
. to consult with othej .personrigl before attempting 1nterpretation.
éé’ D. Teachers were given '( }‘ a,l.read}p ‘had) the ITED teacher s manual
° . and were encouraged é Q.ake use of;, the séctions on interpretation.
' 73 E. No ‘specific or‘gene 'J.'nstructlons were given? T
* < "\ * T

v ’ e .

- \ o <.

L - - - g

* In many schools; coungélors 5ﬁovided allwf the interpretation
, v S , : . -
Therefore, no-general or spegific instructions

3 ’ -

T ¥ N ° -

of test results.

“ ”

were heéded for other mempets of the fdculty.

ygEmT———— At o - A - -

[y ? . - . - . »

How did teachers of. sub_']ects re1ated to ‘the ITED subtest areis obtairr :
1nformation about their .students® ITED scorés? N . Y
’ SR " s h 7o ‘» .
_’Zé A. The Pup11 Profile Cards wete sent to each of these teachers. i
/0/ . B. A copy of the List Report was sént to each of these tea‘(,:hers.
229 C. The results were sent tQ.each homeroom teacher, and bther
’ . teachers could go to that.teacher for information.
o2// D. -The results were placed gn the cumu}ative recormhere
. teachers could ldok the P- s § \ -
9 E. The results were mQt vailable to teachers except in unusua -
. situations. " _ - T . :
//?/ F. Other (Please speci y 5 R L s N -
P Y ’ — , - < oL
L. The vast majority of the 114 "other" responses indicated that
. % ° *
the test, results were avallable 1n the offlce of the c0unselor
B " s ;Q . . ‘. '
and/or the department chair . )
2. . The responses to thianugstion~in&£cat€ that in many schoola i |
X - . s N e : : \ . ;
- ” . . ° . .
the ITED, test results fqr-iAdiyidual students-were hot sent - - :

.- > “
’ s - Lo

. - . T
clagsﬁfom teachers., As part of the : .
& , . o b . .

a - N \ , . ‘va

<L

-

directly to the students'
+ L4

regular scoring service, a schogl receives two copﬂes,of each . - - "
. - Lo * - .

. . , . g
. B . }f'k?"
, A0 - .
B B 4 ’ o
f
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Cards into-pqpks for eath teacher or students!themselves distri—

3

theX‘cannot be blamed for feeling that the tests are of no use

‘ 4in’ the content adeas-related to the ITEDwsubtests.

m‘(Pages 43-51L of the Manual for Teachers,—Qounselo{;, and Examiners

ot

. H v . .
studeut's scones on adhesive labels 'which can be easily attached

to the cumuldtive record folder and to the Your Scores‘leaflét'
H \ M v ,
In addition, a: school receives

. ,

usuaily giyen to-each student.

. 5]
four copies of ‘each student's scores in the form of Pupil Profile .,

'
o
K

Cards,.-whiéh are intended primarily for distribution to teachers

Evey

N

These. teachers
. \.

‘ .

can use the.ITED scores of .their studerts to improve instructiom

. - . é »
and, to better understand their students'

( strengths and weaknesses.

<
» H

‘ '
discuss in some detail the use of the {ED results by classroom

L3

teachers.) Whether clerical personnel sbrt the Pdpll Profile

i
-

bute their cards to their teachers does nOt'matter; what is
test results

.

R i ‘.
important is for teachers to receive their students'

&

v s
.

as soon as possible. Whe% teachers do not receive test results,
(] # . L4

«

»

to them and for uncon

s¢giously ‘conveying this feeling to their
} y ying g

Since a positive teacher attitude'is fundamental to

a4

stu nts.

»

N .ty s

éood student motivation, providing teachers “with® their students'

Qv e

scorea and with some help in using and interpreting them will

definiﬁ??& increase the effectiveness of a school's ITED program._'

o

¥
.

IR




= " ]
-

Seyeral :possible uses of the ITED results by teachers are listed below
Please indicate the approximate percentage of teachers in your school
(in the math, science, social studies, and language arts areas) who use
thre test resultsc,ﬁ,gr these purposes, to the best of your -knowledge.

. ©®o R
. ’\A%\ ,::ﬁ T More thamn  About  About, ) { *
’ - 50% " 25% . 107 Noge
A. As an aid in understanding the S
strengths and weaknesses of T v
individual student‘s . /R / /‘/2’ 9/ - /X ..

B. As an aid in a®sessing individual . ‘
student growth in the dlfferent gy P '
areas tested AP WE o F3 A3S . -/0f - 40
C. As an aid in understanding the > Coe ’
strengths and weaknesses of
groups of students
D., As an objective assessment of the
general level of a student's ed- -

P

b

.

ucational development in the areas s s
‘ tested ' [3A /o ?3’ 3+
E. As an aid .in the evaluation of . .
curricula . e /02> Jo07 6/

CAY _//0‘ 77 . @'f

st

- Ca
L) —

L A 1 - N
Which statement, if any, describes the way-in which the ITED resilts are
typically used by teachers of subjects dther than those diregtly related
to the -areas tested?

X3

-~
a

40 A. They utilize the test information in course p1ann1ng, grouping,
setting standards, eté. .
a'lﬁll B. They occasionally consult the results for students about whom
__.___J:hqr_wish more infermation. . ) - :
/42{ C. They rarely, if ever, seek out ITED results.
Z D. Other (Please_ specify.) .-

s

o~
. .

Another questlon in the surVey asked the testing directors to
assess the general usefulness of the ITED results for teachers,

using the following scale: Useful Of Some Use, Of Doubtful

Use, Of Essentially No Use. Approximately 27% of the respondents

indicated tggé the results were wvery useful to teachers; and

]
B

approxiﬁately 62% noted that the results vere of some use.
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Some of” the possible administrative «xges of the ITED results are listed' i

below°. Please put a clreck on- ‘the blanks in front of the applications . ,

for which the ITED results Yere.used either this year or last yeav.
(Check as many as are appropriate.)’

0277 A Identifying strengths and weaknesses of groups of students
‘B.

. As an aid’ "in agse931ng the ‘development (growth) of groups of

: ‘students ‘as they progress through ‘high school s

€. To gain a better. understanding of the general level of .development | .
of. the local students :

D. As an aid in-thercontinuing evaluation of the curricula

E. As an aid in ‘the selectionrpf students for special programs J

F. As an aid in evaluating the effecfs of specific curricular !
changes (instituted within the@ast 3%years) . :

G. As an aid in evaluating the effects of specific’ organizational

changes (instituted within the last 3 years) ,
. , . ) .

. - e /

/26 A. They were presented and discussed at special. teachers' meeting(s) TG

6 c. Th& were presented to the schpol board.
XA D. They Were released to local news media,along with the resuLés

/30 B. They were discussed only with teachers of subjects for which the,

— 0 o -

What was done with..the results of these administrative evaluations? . e
. (Mark as many as are¢ appropriate.) , ,’J" 3
M Fa

to consider implications.

resylcs seemed to have~specific implications.

themselves. - .

: {
38 E. They were kept on file in the administrator's or test.director’ s” .

t% office to aWait the results from subsequent testing before Y

public disclosure. . . . .

£

'

- s

In response 'to another question, 257 testing:directors indi—
@ o
cated that they th0ught the maJority of teachers in their schools

knew how the ITED reSults were u5ually used by the administration,\

while 118 indicated that the maJority of teachers in their schools

'
LR~
- - ‘5‘ LS

did nbt. The,effectiveness of the’ ITED testing program'will

I L M - - L = h =
7

certainly pe,increased when goodacommunicatiqn exists among the - os,.

. P .
. . .

various groups of test usgrs..‘Ieaéhefs should know why adminis-. ;ﬁf‘
. e .

. 2 g «
¥ '\f.. . o . ¢

trators believe the ITED re8u1ts'are viluable and how they

2

N
'
H

-

*

-
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g ~Whern asked to e\;aluate the general usefulness of the’ ITED

A e s R Useful Use No Use o
/+.A." Immediate eéducational guidance: < . q - \f
s el g. , making course choices; . . . .
. ' planning.study-time, etc., /33 /77 ", R7 .
.B... Long-range © ucatibnal guidance; ~ i
e.g®, tollege attendance - ’ .- ) ‘
nR decisions T . /33 (m ZZ I S !
C. 'Vocational -guidance : S5 a7 25 q- '
D: Identifying and adyising» under- = o o T
* _ and over-achiéving students . 13k /7‘2 azl LT
If you/ are the counselor, please - indica;t:e aft:er each activity you ) - H
marked the degree to which you find the 'ITED resdlts uséful for !
t:hat: application. - ] -
N ~ A . ’ & . * ~

“~
A

- ‘ < ) - Y
. A Y a -

b - .
actually use them. {(An extensive-discussion of the uses adminis-

. trators’ can make-of ITED resultsis given on pages 24-33 gfj the .

. .
— .- M .

Manual for Administrators ‘and Testing Directors.)

u‘ b t

. - .
~- T

.~}("re;sults for ad_minis?atoﬁrs, approximately 93% Of the testing - "N
N M - ’ i ‘X o s . ! ’ . Tow

~df§‘%ctqr'$- indicated that. t':h.e results were ‘ei‘tl\1er very- u'sehful

. . v v . . * . . X . . N hd N

or of some use. "

N
.
1

. & ' L L ' [ ‘ N i ‘

oS .' e - ) ’ N “o
. ’ v o . . # )
<Severa1 possible uses of* test results\by counselors are Jlisted below. . Cv

Plea-se pus- a, check.on the blanks in frontéf the activities for which the . .
1~ ITED resulr.s haVe been used tliis 'year by ®he counselor(s). in your school..

Ty ‘w . T . . v ’ ‘ .
A < ; . . ot . % Very Of, ‘Some Practigally

o

g . . 1
R N T T : s

1. \ On the basis of theSe J:esponses, it appears that the vast

,majority of counselors in Iowa high schaols feel that the ITED - S ;

’ o LI B . %

: results.,'are' ustul for a variety of purposes. - ' PR
‘/ ' e .t . . , /‘ . . . , ."' ° . .
2. In response.to another question, '266. testing directors r@ted,. o
. % B » : s o L

. . L4 * 4 . « v & .

that they believed the majority of teachers in their schools 3
: N . " ) ‘ T . R c L . - g
i " . > J - - ' N -
..knew how the ITED result$ were usually used by counselors, while .t :
S ; ; . . A
o R o s X / 4 ;
R sA L :
. 1 ’. y . . m . R S 7 . ’ . ;;
. ! H s
. . N . i
. “”; - ‘f' . : k '\ oo, .: "t Z:. ~‘é
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whether their teachers &re convinced of the value of the.testing program._'

»
3
-

' »

s

-

- 110 indicated that the majority of teachers did now know how

»

counselors used the ITED results. .

»

)

A FINAL COMMENT

-

a

that'Iowa high schools areAgenerally very satisfied with their ITED

l

tha

e/najority o)

the ITED .results useful for

however, there were indications that student motivation for takfng the
testS‘could be better, particularly in grades 11 and 12.

. 270 testing,directors repOrted that their schools had undertaken special

.

s

counselors,-and'administrators consider

\v\riety of purposes.

gsb .

In some schools,

s/

v

efforts in the last°year fo improée student mot1vation. ’

.

R

A )

. It is our firm belief"that a major factor influencingfstﬁdent

v

.

motivation is the attitude of teachers. toward the tests.

.

_;are convinced of the usefuln3ss and importance of the tests, students

«

»indifferent or negative about the testing program.

«

.

.

Therefore, schools

’

2

Approximately

When teachers

Capl oo : .
_ generally will sense this and -be better motivated than when teachers are

that are concerned about student motivation should first ask%themselves

.

AY N - B
- b

s

™

i s -

“re Testing directors who would like their teachers to have a more

LN

positive attitude toward testing should consider the following two

t‘P:
" »

“questions: [ .,

Based on the “keSults 6f this survey, it seems reasonable to conclujf,

» e

2
Sy,
“

[

[
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1. Do teachers know how the ITED results are used both by the

administration and by the counselors?

2. Do classroom teachers receive the ITED results of their students
- Y
as soon as they are\returned to the school?
.The responses°to this, survey indicated that about 30% of the testing

direcdtors thought that the'majority of teachers in their skhools did

‘ o 5

not know how the ITED results were used either by administrators or by

+ . N . N .

counselors. ;Also, in approximately'240 schools the test scores of

-

individual students (available'on the Pupil Profile Cards, list reports,
4 . . - . » .
”-and adhesive labels) were not sent directly to dlassroom‘teachers.

Typically; teachers in these sghools had to go to the cumulative record

- i

-to examine a student's test scores. . - .
) -2 v

“v

If the answers to the two questions above .are no, then some rela-

. '

tivelywsimpre procedures tan be 1mplemented that will almost certainly

-

’improve teacher*attitude. First, som% method nist be adopted to dis-

tribute’ the ITED scores to classroom teachers gs soop- as they become

~
~

available. Second, teachers should-be_given some help in the interpre-

‘ -
e

tation'and use of these, scores. ?rov1ding teachers w1th the teachers

. »

"manual would be one gseful actionthat,could be easily undertaken. '
. 3 - - i
Finally, teachers should be infornfed about how—the administration and

- » »*5)

* the counselors use the test scores. We definitely_ believe that increas- .

s

S - ; >, - .
ing-teachers‘ involvement with the information obtained by the_testing

» - '

. program will not only improve teachers attitudes toward the tests bdt

F . .

~oewill also ultimately lead to .improved student motivation.

»
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