	[bookmark: _Toc375311336][bookmark: _Toc375569277]Step 1: Arizona Determining Students’ Level of Preparedness
(Completed by Teacher, Approved by Evaluator)



 Teacher(s): _____________________________________________________________ 
[bookmark: _GoBack] Grade Level/Subject: _____________________________________________________
 Evaluator Name: ________________________________ Date: ___________________                           
	Possible Sources of Evidence:  Prerequisite course standards; tests from other subjects to use for prerequisite knowledge and skills; previous year’s portfolios, products, projects, and performance rubrics, and students’ grades (taking into consideration the previous teacher’s grading system); research-based “Indicators for Success” (e.g., previous scores on Algebra I or Reading courses, where the student has a history of failing courses, and a record of absenteeism or transiency)

	Level of Preparedness
	Names of Students
	Evidence Collected and
 Cut Scores Used

	High Level of Preparedness
(Students’ prerequisite skills or knowledge are ahead of where they need to be starting this course/subject)
	
	

	Adequate Level of Preparedness
(Students’ prerequisite skills or knowledge are where they need to be starting this course/subject)
	
	

	Low Level of Preparedness
(Students’ prerequisite skills or knowledge are below where they should be starting this course/subject)

	 
	


	

Teacher has appropriately assessed students’ level of preparedness.

Signature of evaluator: ________________________________________ Date: ______________

Signature of teacher(s): _______________________________________ Date: ______________
(Adapted from the Indiana Dept. of Education, 2013)
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Step 2: Arizona Assessment Rigor Analysis - Depth of Knowledge (DOK)
(Completed by Grade Level/Dept., Approved by Evaluator)
Teacher(s): ________________________________________________Date: ________________
Grade Level/Subject: _____________________________________________________________
Directions: Use the chart below to categorize assessment questions.  Rigor increases as you go down the chart.  While not all questions need be categorized, there must be sufficient examples of the highest levels of rigor.  Align the standards to the questions. The majority of the standards for an end-of-course exam need to be covered at the appropriate level of rigor addressed within the standard. Teachers with common assessments need only complete one copy. 

	Level
	Learner Action
	Key Actions
	Sample Question Stems
	Question Numbers/ Concepts
	Standard Number/ Description


	Level 1: Recall
	Requires simple recall of fact, definition, term, or simple procedure
	List, Tell, Define, Label, Identify, Name, State, Write, Locate, Find, Match, Measure, Repeat
	How many...?
Label parts of the….
Find the meaning of...?
Which is true or false...?
	
	


	Level 2: 
Skill
Concept
	Involves some mental skills, concepts, or processing where students must make some decisions about how to approach a problem or activity
	Estimate, Compare, Organize, Interpret, Modify, Predict, Cause/Effect, Summarize, Graph, Classify
	Identify patterns in...
Use context clues to...
Predict what will happen when...
What differences exist between...?
If x occurs, y will….
	
	

	Level 3: Strategic Thinking
	Requires reasoning, planning, using evidence, and thinking at a higher level
	Critique, Formulate, Hypothesize, Construct, Revise, Investigate, Differentiate, Compare
	Can you illustrate the concept of…?
Apply the method used to determine...
What might happen if….?
Use evidence to support….
	
	

	Level 4: Extended Thinking
	Requires complex reasoning, planning, developing, and thinking, most likely over an extended time. Cognitive demands are high, and students are required to make connections both within and among subject domains
	Design, Connect, Synthesize, Apply, Critique, Analyze, Create, Prove



	Design x in order to…..
Develop a proposal to….
Create a model that….
Critique the notion that….
	
	



[image: ]Adapted from: Source: Webb, Norman L. and others. “Web Alignment Tool” 24 July 2005. Wisconsin Center for Educational Research. University of Wisconsin-Madison. 2 Feb. 2006. 
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	[bookmark: _Toc375311338][bookmark: _Toc375569279]Step 2: Arizona Assessment Approval Checklist
(Completed by Grade Level/Dept., Approved by Evaluator) 



Teacher(s): _________________________________ Grade Level/Subject:__________________
Evaluator Name: ____________________________  Date: _______________________________
	Criterion
	Considerations 
(Check all that apply. It is not necessary for every box to be checked before approval is possible. The number of items checked is up to the LEA.)
	

	Alignment and Stretch
	· Items/tasks cover key subject/grade level content standards
· Where applicable, items/tasks cover knowledge and skills that will be of value beyond the year – either in the next level of the subject, in other academic disciplines, or in career/life
· Where applicable, there are low and high end stretch items that cover prerequisite objectives from prior years and objectives from the next year/course
	

	
	Evidence/Feedback



	

	Rigor and Complexity
	· Overall, the items, tasks, rubrics are appropriately challenging for the grade level/course (e.g., at right level of DOK and correct reading level)
· Many items/tasks require critical thinking and application
· Multiple-choice questions are appropriately rigorous or complex 
(e.g., multi-step)
· Key content standards are assessed at greater depths of understanding and/or complexity
	edee


	
	Evidence/ Feedback



	

	Format 
	· Items/tasks are written clearly
· The assessment/tasks are free from bias; contains no wording or knowledge that is accessible to only specific ethnicities, subcultures, or genders
· Some standards are assessed across multiple items/tasks
· Item types and length of the assessment are appropriate for the subject/grade level
· Tasks and open-ended questions have rubrics that articulate what students are expected to know and do 
	

	
	Evidence/ Feedback



	


The content mastery score represents a rigorous target for student achievement based on the assessment.
· I approve of this assessment/task and any accompanying rubrics without further change.
· Please make changes suggested in feedback above and resubmit the assessment/tasks and rubrics.
Signature of evaluator: ___________________________________________ Date: _______________
[image: ]Signature of teacher(s): __________________________________________ Date: _______________ Adapted from: Source: Webb, Norman L. and others. “Web Alignment Tool” 24 July 2005. Wisconsin Center for Educational Research
	[bookmark: _Toc375311339][bookmark: _Toc375569280]Step 2: Arizona Standards Alignment Form
(Completed by Grade Level/Dept., Approved by Evaluator)

Course:______________________________ Teacher(s):____________________________
Grade Level/Dept.: ________________

	The first step in developing valid assessment items is determining and analyzing the standards to be assessed, the level of cognitive complexity of the standards and the appropriate format for assessing the standards. The Standards Alignment Form is a process to be completed before the assessment is developed as a tool for teams to review, think deeply about and break down the content of the course. Working through this form prepares teams for the task of developing a high quality assessment and increases the reliability of the measure.

	Standards to be addressed
	Content 
(What will students know conceptually and be able to understand)
	Behavior
(What will students be able to do – key skills)
	Level of Cognitive Demand (Depth of Knowledge)
	Appropriate Item Tasks or Assessment
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	Step 3: Arizona Student Learning Objective (SLO) Template
(Completed by Teacher, Grade Level/Dept., Approved by Evaluator)




Teacher(s) Name: _____________________________________ Date:____________________	
Content/Subject: ______________________   Evaluator: ______________________________       
	SLO COMPONENT
	DESCRIPTION OF PROCESS

	SLO Summary Statement


	Summarize the Student Learning Objective academic goal and statements for students focusing on the course standards.

Overall SLO Goal:	

Achievement Statement:
	
Growth Statement:


	Baseline Data 
	Attach Step 1: Determining Students’ Level of Preparedness Form and Baseline Assessment Data


	Alignment of Standards and Assessments for the SLO Achievement Statement

	Attach Step 2: Standards Alignment Form or DOK Form; and Step 2: Assessment Approval Quality Checklist.

List the name of the Baseline Assessment:

List the name of the End-of-Course Assessment:


	Alignment of Standards and Assessments for the SLO Growth Statement
	Describe the specific content focus for the SLO Growth Statement along with the rationale for choosing those standards.

List the name of the Growth Assessment (if different from the Achievement Assessment).


	SLO Instructional Strategies
	Describe the specific instructional strategies selected to support students in reaching the Growth Statement along with the rationale for choosing those instructional strategies.




	Evidence of Summative Data
	Summative student data.  Attach data using Excel spreadsheet or other documentation.


	Summative Results
	Summative Teacher Points earned for SLOs based on SLO Summative Rubric.
SLO Achievement Statement: 
        Percentage of total students who met   _______
                            Summative Rubric Score   _______

SLO Growth Statement:
        Percentage of total students who met   _______
                            Summative Rubric Score   _______


[image: ]

	

	Step 4: Arizona Student Learning Objectives Mid-Point Check-In
(Completed by Teacher, Approved by Evaluator)



Teacher(s): _____________________________________________________________ 
Grade Level/Subject:_____________________________________________________
Evaluator Name: ______________________________________ Date: _____________ 
	SLO Achievement Statement:

SLO Growth Statement:


	Status Questions
	Status of Students
	Evidence Collected and Cut Scores Used

	1)  How are your 
Students’ progressing toward their Student Learning Objectives? How do you know?

	
	

	2) Which students are struggling and which are exceeding expectations? What instructional strategies are you using to support them?

	
	

	3) What additional resources do you need to support you as you work to achieve the Student Learning Objectives?

	
	


Are you on track to meet the SLO Achievement Statement?      ___Yes           ____No 
Are you on track to meet the SLO Growth Statement?               ___Yes           ____No 
If not, what steps are needed?  _______________________________________________  

         Teacher has appropriately assessed students’ progress.


Signature of evaluator: ________________________________ Date: _______________
Signature of teacher(s): _______________________________  Date: _______________
[image: ](Adapted from the Indiana Dept. of Education, 2013) 
[bookmark: _Toc375311343][bookmark: _Toc375569283]

Step 5: Summative Evaluation Sample Grades 3-12
(Completed by Evaluator)   
Teacher Name: _______________________________________ Date:_______________________	
Content/Subject: _________________________   Evaluator: ______________________________    
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	



	Teaching Domains

	
General Comments On
Teaching Performance
	
Possible Points

	Teaching Performance Score
	Weighting of points
	
Points

	1. Planning and Preparation
	
	18
	
	x 1
	

	2. The Classroom Environment
	
	15
	
	x 1
	

	3. Instruction
	
	15
	
	x 1
	

	4. Professional Responsibilities
	
	18
	
	x .67*
	

	
*Domain 4 is weighted to compensate for the points accumulated in the Peer Review.
	
Sub Total
	/60


                             
	Classroom Level Data 

	Possible Points
	Results
	Points

	SLO Achievement Statement
	
	
	

	SLO Growth Statement
	
	
	

	
	
	                                              Sub Total                        
	      /40


 
	Survey Data
	Possible Points
	Results
	Points

	Student Survey
	     15
	
	

	Parent Survey
	      2 
	
	

	Self-Review
	      1
	
	

	Peer Review
	      2
	
	

	
	
	                           Sub Total
	       /20

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Total Number of Points
	       /120


	Final Classification
	Highly Effective
	Effective
	Developing
	Ineffective

	Number of points earned/needed
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