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Agenda

Talking Points For Today:

* Review South Carolina Score Reports and Labels
* Reminder — Make-Up Testing Information

* Recap of Events

* Next Steps — Online Survey

*Q&A
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Presenter: Joe Adduci

South Carolina Score
Reports




I
Four Types of SC Score Reports Plus Labels

* Profile Narrative Score Report (Student)

* List Score Report (Class)

J

* School Summary Score Report
* District Summary Score Report

* |JA™ and CogAT® Student Score Labels
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PROFILE NARRATIVE FOR MASON FREEMAN (== g Sudent: Freeman, Mason
lowa lowa Assessments™ / CogAT® . Formievel: 27
Assessments South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program “Norms: 0023 2011
Grade: 2
lowa Assessments Test Scores NPR Graph Mason was recently administered two assessments, the lowa Assessments and the
_ PNPR NS NPR [1 0 3® W 75 0 0w Cognitive Abilities Test (CogAT). The lowa Assessments measure your student's
Reading 5% 6 73 achievement in core subject areas taught in school. CogAT measures the development
Language 57 of reasoning abilities that are essential for success in school.
Vocabulary 48
ELA TOTAL 57 Mason's Achievement Scores from the lowa Assessments
Word Analysis 4] The graph to the left provides the National Percentile Rank (NPR) for each test Mason
Listening 48 completed. The NPR indicates the percent of students in the same grade who obtained
EXTENDED ELA TOTAL 55 a lower score than Mason. NPR scores from 75-99 are in the above average range.
Mathematics 49 7 77 ] NPR scores from 25-74 are in the low average to high average range. NPR scores from
Computation® 43 | | | 1-24 are in the below average range.
ESEE IZ%TI‘:‘IQFI’_DSITE gg 7 ?? Mason's Cognitive Abilities Scores from CogAT
Social Studies 52 Mason's scores on the three batteries do not differ significantly. All three of his scores
Science E2 are in the range typically observed in students of this age. For students who have
COMPLETE COMPOSITE 56 reasoning scores in the average range, the following steps may be helpful:
- Build on Mason's strengths by encouraging academic accomplishments in areas
f"“ﬁ;—r v T8 that interest him.
Test Date: -IIJ‘éIZHB Test Scores APR Graph ) ) ) ) ) _
- Point out how new skills and information build on knowledge and skills Mason
RS SAS APR AS GPR GS 1 0 25 5 5 00 already has.

Verbal 36 105 62 &6 52 5
Quantitative 26 107 67 & 55 5 - Show Mason how to break complex tasks into simpler steps. Model the steps as you
Nonverbal 29 99 43 5 35 4 explain them. Write the steps on a sheet of paper and let Mason work with a partner to
Composite (VGN) 103 57 &5 42 5 follow them.

Ability Profile GA: . ; i . .
\isit www.cogat.com for more detailed information on profile 4. - Teach Mason study skills such as planning use of time, formulating questions to

Click on the “Interactive Profile Interpretation System™ button. guide study, and taking notes.
Enter 84 in the “Input Your Score Profile” section. Click "Search.”

Legend

=g P NS = o S = The Profile Narrative is generated

AS = Age Stanine PNPR = Predicted NPR

e 45 e S for every student.
— = Both IOWA™ and CogAT ®data are
Comparing Predicted and Ubserved Achievement dlSp|ayed On thlS report

Mason's ability scores from CogAT were used to predict achievement scores on the lowa
Assessments. Mason's actual achievement was significantly higher than predicted achievement in
Mathematics (Math Total).

* = Math computation is not included in Math Total or composite scores that incheds Math Total. Order Mo, 1053085
Please contact your chid's teacher if you need assistance with score interpretation.



LIST OF STUDENT SCORES S
lowa lowa Assessments™ / CogAT® Form-Level: F-7
Assessmeﬂts X X X District: Test Date: 1172016
South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program Morms: 0223 2011
Grade: 2 Page: 2
STUDENT NAME Birth Date Level  (Gender) English Language Arts Mathematics o
1.0.Number 1 Age Form gE Socal csience PLETE
I.0.Number 2 Code Program - Word N EXTENDED Mathe- Compu- MATH = Studi COM-
ABCDEFGH| JKLMNGOER 7 Reading Language | Vocabulary |ELA TOTAL Ansiysic Listening ELATOTAL |  matios tation® TOTAL POSITE tudies
Davis, Anthony [iellvce] 7 M) 55 178 166 166
tros - F NPR| @2 77 77
PNPR 60 63 55 63 61 53 60 55 46 b5 b8 G0 66 61
[CogAT AGE | crADE| NPRDIff 32
Form-Level: 7-2 Mo, Mo, Raw | SCORES |SCORES) NS 8 7 7
lest Date: 11/2018 [items At Score|saspPR S|PR S
Verbal| 54 54 35 | @6 45 5| 47 & NCE| 79 66 =
Quantitative | 50 50 235 |15 83 7| 84 7
Monverbal| 52 52 38 |15 62 6| 64 &
Compaosite (VGN) 106 65 6| 85 &
b Sl Erofie ] 02 100
Davis, Zakiyen oo 7 M) 33| 160 168 168
‘ brpe F NPR| &3 1 a1
PNPR T a3 76 83 7 74 79 79 62 79 79 76 80 82
FogAT AGE | crape | NPRDIff
Form-Level: 7-2 Mo. Mo. Raw | SCORES |SCORES NS g 7 7
fest Date: 112016 [ftems At ScorelsasprR 5| PR S NCE| &7 69 69
Verbal| 54 54 37 |10255 5|56 &
Quantitative | 50 50 45 |[133 08 o) o8 @
Monverbal| 52 52 3o |11 75 e TE 8
Composite (VGN) 119 83 7|88 &8
L__Abllity Profie] SC Q)

* The List Report shows the individual student scores and demographic information.

* Students coded in the Z Column will be displayed on the List Report, but their scores
are not included in the group averages. A degree sign (°) next to a student’s name
and their scores indicates that they are excluded from averages.
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. LIST OF STUDENT SCORES Gl
6’0 AT Cognitive Abilities Test™ (CogAT®) . Formisvet: 78
South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program e E!:ur:nsﬁ Fall 2011

Grade: 2 Page: 1

STUDENT NAME Birth Date Level  (Gender) AGE GRADE | LOCAL Student
1.0 Mumber 1 Age Fom No. of Mo. Raw SCORES SCORES SCORES APR Graph Profile
1.0 Mumber 2 Code Frogram ltems Aft Score
ABCDEFGHI JKLMNOPZ USS [ SAS PR S| PR S PR, w2 50 s o o
Brown, Nasir oz 8 W Verbal | 54 54 30 184 | 8 17 3| 28 4 17
pep2 7 Quantitative | 50 50 20 67 | &7 21 3| 3@ 4 21
Nomerbal | 52 s2 19 12| ™2 o4 1] 8 2 a i o) 34
Composite (VQN) w6 | 79 s 2|16 3 g (e
Burnett, Madieya ORT2 ] (F) Verbal 54 54 17 140 69 | 1 1 3l o ]
0705 7 Quantitative | 50 47 .12 154 | s 16 3| &8 2 16
Morwerbal | 52 51 271 67| % 40 4| a4 40 — 3E (V-N+)
Composite (VON) 54| 82 13 3| 6 2 13

* The List Report shows the individual student scores and demographic information.

e Students coded in the Z Column will be displayed on the List Report, but their scores
are not included in the group averages. A degree sign (°) next to a student’s name
and their scores indicates that they are excluded from averages.
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SCHOOL SUMMARY

School:
lowa lowa Assessments™ o Form-Level: F-7
Assessments S . . . District: Test D.abef 1172016
outh Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program Morms: 0223 2011
Grade: 2 Page: 1
School name and code English Language Arts Mathematics —
reported here CORE | Sec | . | PLETE
¢ Reading | Language | Vocabulary | ELATOTAL mis Listening | EXIEMOERY  Matne- Compy- | EERATH poSITE | Ctudies P[élg:'_E
iLevel: 7
lowa Assessments/CogAT
MNumber of Students Included 95 a5 1 g5
Average Standard Score (SS) 1579 1551 118.0 1551
Average Predicted Standard Score (PSS) 1556 1529 1520 1529
Difference (SS-PSS) 2.3 22 -34.0 22
Mational Percentile Rank of Average S5 LT 49 1 49
Mational Percentile Rank of Average PSS LY 44 46 44
Difference (NPR-PNPR) [i] 5 -45 5
lowa Assessments
Mumber of Students Tested = 95
Mumber of Students Included a5 a5 1 g5
Average Standard Score (S5) 157.9 1561 118.0 1561
Mational Percentile Rank of Average 55 57 49 1 49
Percent of Students in NFR Range 75-99 25 23 23
50-74 36 K] 1
25-49 21 27 27
1-24 18 19 100 19
Mational Stanine of Average S5 5 5 1 5

The school summary report provides mean scores for each subtest on

the IOWA ™ and CogAT ® at the school level.

* The CogAT ® summaries are reported separately.

AY
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-
School Summary Score Report

. SCHOOL SUMMARY .
6’0 A ’ Cognitive Abilities Test™ (CogAT®) Form-Level: 7-8
i . X District: Test Date: 11/2016
South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program Norms: Fall 2011
Grade: 2 Page: 1
Humber of
School name reported here tumber o Average | Average "CF SCORES GRADE SCORES APR of Building Averags Graph
¢ Included Uss SAS PR 5 PR 5
1 25 50 75 ]
Verbal 40 180.3 85.8 19 3 20 3 19 o)
LB Quantitative 41 1659 919 31 4 36 4 M )
~ Nonverbal 29 170.1 93.4 34 4 35 4 34 O
Number of Students Tested = 42 Composite (VQN) 37 165.4 89.3 25 4 25 4 25

* This report shows the age-based CogAT® results for verbal,
guantitative, nonverbal and composite scores. This gives the school a
“snapshot” of the total number of students tested, the averages, and an

age-percentile ranking.
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DISTRICT SUMMARY

@ lowa lowa Assessments™ _— Formieve: 7
Assessments South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program e * Norms: 0023 2011
Grade: 2 Page: 1
District name reported here English Language Arts Mathematics o o
& Reading | Language | Vocabulary |ELATOTAL( ,Yord Listening | EXTENDED | Mathe- Compu- MATH e 55‘:;:1 Science PUOLEI“-E
Analysis ELA TOTAL matics tation” TOTAL POSITE
Level: 7
lowa Assessments/CogAT
Number of Students Included 30 340 1 300
Average Standard Score (S5) 1569 1539 118.0 1530
Average Predicted Standard Score (PSS) 1569 1531 152.0 1531
Difference (S5-F35) 0.0 08 -34.0 08
Mational Percentile Rank of Average S35 h2 47 1 A7
Mational Percentile Rank of Average PSS h2 44 46 44
Difference (NPR-PNFR) 0 3 -45 3
lowa Assessments
Number of Students Tested = 393
Number of Students Included 393 301 1 3099
Average Standard Score (S5) 1569 1539 118.0 1530
Mational Percentile Rank of Average 55 h2 47 1 AT
Percent of Students in NPR Range 75-89 24 25 25
h0-7T4 26 25 25
25-49 23 27 27
1-24 28 23 100 23
Mational Stanine of Average S5 5 5 1 5
* The district summary report provides the mean scores for each subtest on the lowa™ and
CogAT ® (on a separate report) at the district level.
e Students coded in the Z Column are included in the averages.
* Statistics for the District, School and Class Summary Reports are based on the number of
students and the actual number of students included in each subtest.
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Presenter: Joe Adduci

South Carolina Student

Score Labels
Two Different Types — lowa™ and CogAT®




e
IOWA Student Score Labels

STUDENT SCORE LABELS Class:

School:
. ;ow lowa Assessments™ . FamLawi:F7
3 . . District: (T3 3
Assessments South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Notm: 08/23 2011
Grade: 2 Page: t==
lnmm'r'i'ﬁb'h ai-‘l._ml_F_m o6l Dale TD.Numbar 2 Cod ABCDEFGHTI JEKELMNOFPZM T
Aguilar Aguilar, Diana \ F 1116 0923 2011 * o ""”;:;"""
- Er_tgllsh L-guagg Arts Mathomatics CORE COM-
Reported | Feadng | Langusge | Vocabuary |ELATOTAL [ 38 | ustening | EETERED | sathematics | compunaton [mamiToras | oM. [SechSudes|  Science | PLETE
PR B4 T e 66 53 =
PNPR 77 83 76 83 T? 74 79 79 62 79 79 76 B0 a2
NS 7 & &
* w Math computation is not included in Math Total of compasite scores that inclyde Math Totgl
TORGRES T DOB —Grads Loval  Form Taet Dais e 7O Namber 2 Cad ABCOEFGHTJKLWMRNDP
Buckley, Joel ove 2 P 1;:15 ’ wz":}'m * ’ ! " = Progem l 4“;.;:"“"
Seared English Lammn nns Mathematlcs CORE COM-
Roported | Reading | Languoge | Vocabuary [EwaTOTAL | Werd | janng | EXTERD Igrmg! Mathomatics | Computation® [MATH TOTAL | o0t | Social Studies | Science s
NPR 92 95 &5 Iis
FN:: E-; B7 E1 BB B2 a0 35 Bg &0 ag 85 a2 B4 87

* w Math computation ls not included in Math Total or composite scores that include Math Total

* A Student Score Label is generated for every student.
* The lowa™ and CogAT ® Labels are generated separately.

e Each label displays the student’s name, demographic information, ID
number and the Secondary Student ID or PowerSchool ID numbers.
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CogAT Student Score Labels
C'OQ'AT' Cognitve Abiiies Test™ (GogATE) s S

South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing

Horms: Fall 2011
Grode: 2 Papge: 1e=
TDNumber 1 DOB  Grada Laval  Form Teel Dale N TD.Number 2 Code ABCDEFGHI JKLWMNOP Z Program CoodAld |
Aguilar Martinez, Kimberly l oZos 2 8 7. WG Fal 2011 oo | CogAT®
No.ol No. Raw Age Scores | Grade Scores | Local Scores | Profie 3A: KGmberly's scares on the Twas batterias da nol dilfer sgribcanty. Al Twea of er 4oores are somevhat
below average, Students who show this profile can lsarn effsctively but afen need guidance. The following &
Tests ltems At Score USS [ SAS PR S PR S PR S | help Kimbetly lezsn more readily In school: Whenever possible, buld on Kimbarly's interasts and mmﬂn&mw
Verbal 54 54 28 160 86 19 1 19 q Reduce the numbaer of things Kimbarly munt attend to, remambar, or do when solving problems. Wheh attempting
Guanth 50 50 5 5 new tasks, provida Kimberly with structura in the form of specific directions and guidance, Whan working in groupe,
nitative 15 158 | 84 156 3 7 3 pair Kimbatly with sthes studanis wha oan model the desirad skilly,
Nonverbal 52 52 21 156 B2 13 3 12 a
Composhe (VAQN) 168 | 82 13 3 11 2
| D.Mumbaer 1 DOB Grade Level  Form Test Date Norm: I.D.Number 2 Cade ABCDEFGHIJKLMNOP ZPr
Ervin, Kaylae | bAOs 2 B 7 1ie Fall 211 e | CogAT®
Prolile 6B (N-): 68’8 avar, ance is In the T » and har o 1] an
No.of No. Raw e DEGE L LR L | e e ) the scores L’I tha other humm?gm has a relative m :n?mﬂbﬂ {spatial} nunni'q.wwtmnr a studani
Tests homs At Score USS | SAS PR 5 PR S PR & shows a relative cognitive weaknass, E' goals ot classroom Inwu::n *;: ; :a:‘ the studanl's relativaly stronger
areas o encourags the developmsnt of the weaker atea and to modi i bruction g0 that the studont is not
;:'::t:mﬂ“ g; g g? :;: :;: g : gg g forced to rely on a very weak ability in order to leatn. Some who show a telative weak in nonverbal ing
have difficulty reasaning with imagas. Encowrago drawing vicual images when diccussing abstract concepts or
Nonverbal 52 52 24 181 93 33 4 20 3 sohving mathematical problems. When salving now problams encourags her to compare them to mors familiar
| Composiie (VGN} 169 | 101 62 § M 4 problams.

* A Student Score Label is generated for every student.
* The lowa™ and CogAT ® Labels are generated separately.

* Each label displays the student’s name, demographic information,
and ID number.

AV O
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Presenter: Sue Rawls

CogAT ® Ability Profile System




- 1
Cognitive Abilities Test ™

CogAT® Form 7

These three batteries focus on reasoning abilities most
related to academic success:

1. Verbal
a) Picture Analogies
b) Sentence Completion
c) Picture Classification

2. Quantitative

a) Picture Analogies

b) Sentence Completion

c) Picture Classification
3. Nonverbal

a) Figure Matrices

b) Paper Folding

c) Figure Classification

AV O
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Easy as 1-2-3!

CogAT® Ability
Profiles make it
easy to link
assessment to

Instruction
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Locate Individual Ability Profile

lowa
Assessments

PROFILE NARRATIVE FOR SAMUEL ASHLEY
lowa Assessments™ / CogAT®
South Carolina Grade 2 Gifted and Talented Testing Program

(Ability Profile 6A:

Visit www_cogat.com for more detailed information on profile 64
Click on the “Interactive Profile Interpretation System” button.
Enter BA in the “Input Your Score Profile” section. Click "Search.”

lowa Assessments Test Scores NFR Graph
FMPR NS NFR |1 0 2% 5 75 0 M
Reading 67 & 47 ]
Language 71
Vecabulary 64
ELA TOTAL T
Word Analysis 68
Listening 62
EXTENDED ELA TOTAL 66
Mathematics 66 7 88 | 1
Computation™ 54 | | |
MATH TOTAL 66 T 88
CORE COMPOSITE 68
Social Studies 66
Science 74
COMPLETE COMPOSITE 59
(CogAT
Form-Level: 7-8 Test Scores APR Graph
Test Date:  11/2018
RS SAS APR AS GPR GS 1 0 2% & 75 0

Verbal 41 105 62 6 T2 6
Quantitative 36 1M1 75 6 84 7
Monverbal 42 115 83 7 88 7
Composite (VQN) M1 75 6 84 7

Legend

[APR = Age Percentde Rank
A5 = Age Stanine

(GPR = Grade Percentie Rank
(G5 = Grade Stanine

NPR = Mational Percentile Rank

NS = Mational Stanine
PNPR = Predicted NPR.
RS = Raw Score

SAS = Standard Age Score

Class: Student: Ashley, Sarmuel
School: Student 1D:
Form-Lewvel: F-7
District: Test Date: 11:2013
MNorms: 0023 2011
Grade: 2

Samuel was recently administered two assessments, the lowa Assessments and the
Cognitive Abilities Test (CogAT). The lowa Assessments measure your student's
achievement in core subject areas taught in school. CogAT measures the development
of reasoning abilities that are essential for success in school.

Samuel's Achievement Scores from the lowa Assessments

The graph to the left provides the National Percentile Rank (NFR) for each test Samuel
completed. The NPR indicates the percent of students in the same grade who obtained
a lower score than Samuel. NFR scores from 75-99 are in the above average range.
MNPR scores from 25-T4 are in the low average to high average range. NPR scores from
1-24 are in the below average range.

Samuel's Cognitive Abilities Scores from CogAT

Samuel’'s scores on the three batteries do not differ significantly. All three of his scores
are in the range typically observed in students of this age. For students who have
reasoning scores in the average range, the following steps may be helpful:

- Build on Samuel's strengths by encouraging academic accomplishments in areas
that interest him.

- Point out how new skills and information build on knowledge and skills Samuel
already has.

- Show Samuel how to break complex tasks into simpler steps. Model the steps as
you explain them. Write the steps on a sheet of paper and let Samuel work with a
partner to follow them.

- Teach Samuel study skills such as planning use of time, formulating questions to
guide study, and taking notes.

AY
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ADIlIty Protile System
Enter Profile Score on Web at:

http://www.hmhco.com/cogat/cogatprofile

V Coght Profile | Houghton ... % \'I'

e

c Q, Search

= | () | www.hmhco.com/cogat/cogatprofile
(8 Most Visited G UPS: Tracking Informa... '_b‘ CAProjects - Box I:| 2016 Contract Ops Cal... \:\ DM Users spreadsheet... I:| Pages- 550 & Gmail m Linked In Sign In @ primerica Sign On ‘Yahoo ,Q] Outlock Web App

Signin | SignUp !

AT
Houghton
Mifflin
Harcourt

CogeT

Cognitive Abilities Test™ (CogAT®) Form 6 and Form 7

Interactive Ability Profile Interpretation System

CogAT

This site was built to enable teachers, counselors, and parents to interpret the Cognitive Abilities. Test™ (CogAT) Ability Soore Profiles for their students.

A Note to Parents

Direction
Enter 3 studant’s ability profile in the appropriate drop down boxes (sae sample for clarification). Once complete, click search, and an interpretation of the score will be prowided
Profike
sense = 7C (V4+ Q-) - S,
Refative Strength
Stanine: | Sekect Relative Strength: | Select Relstive Weskness: | Seict
RESET
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Ability Profile System
3 View Instructional Strategies

'. CoghAt Profile | Houghton ... % & .

€

+¥ A =

(D | www.hmheo.com/cogat/cogatprofile @ || Q Search ﬂ' B

Most Visited e UPS: Tracking Informa... E CAProjects - Box 2016 Contract Ops Cal...

T TR TRAET TG W TG

usags, sithough much smaller, parsists.

Instructional Suggestions for Profiles 4B (Q+), 5B (Q+), and 6B (Q+)

s with other students who show 2 particular cognitive strangth, the twin goals for i jon are (1) to the continued of that strength and (2} to try to use
the strength to enhanos the student's development in other domains.

Pages- 550 & Gmail [ LinkedIn SignIn @ Primerica Sign On [ Yahoo |0 Outlook Web App *  TCF Bank - Personal, .. »

e e

DM Users spreadsheet...

All students, but espacially those who do not achieve at high levels, fike to expel at some aspect of school. A Strength in quantitative rezsoning can ba 3 source of graat prids for these
studants. It can also provide a way for the studants to contribute 2t high levels to group projects. Most importantly, it can provide an avenus for buikfing better verbal and spatial reasoning
abilities. The connection between 2 strength in quanttative reaconing and language USage provides one interesting avenue. Students who excel in leaming rule-based mathematical knowledge
often show better than expected knowledge of grammar. This strength can be commented upon and used when asking students to give feedback on ach other's writing. This, in tum. can be an
entréa for helping the student acquire knowledge of higher-level writing siilis (2.g., principles of style or organization). Students who excsl in quantitative raasoning often leam computer skille
more readily than their peers, especially skills such as procedures for using text editors, spreadshests, stc.

General Instructional Suggestions for All Students with a Median Stanine of 4, 5, or 6

Build on Strength. These students often dispiay high levels of interest and achievement in particular domains. At all ages, but espesially in adolesoence, students strive to achieve
individuslity. On route is through recognition of excellence from peers and adults. Although such recognition is commonty attsined thiough nonscademic activities such as sports, music, and
other extracurrioular activities, teschers should find way's to encourage student's particular academic accomplishments. Students with average levels of reasoning abilities can be recognized
for their high levels of knowledge in particular domains. Sometimes they excel in other ways, such ss in lesding discussions, presenting reports, creating science projects, writing essays, or
assisting other students in learning. Finding and nourishing the islands of in all students” spreads

Foeus an Working Memory. Students with lzvels of reasoning abilities that are typical for their age frequently must leam at the limits of their working memeries, especially when tasks are
new or require the simultaneous execution of several prooesses. Changes in instructional methods that reduce these burdens on working memory can, therefore, have a significant impact on
their sucoess in learning. For example, if a task involves comparing two conoepts, it will be much easier if both are simultaneously in view. Have students put all the needed information in one
place—on 3 single shest of paper of 3 single concEpt Map.

Educators can also reducs working-memory burdens for these students by using familiar cORCIEte CONCEPLE rather than unfamiliar sbstract symbols. Familiarity is greatest for overieamed
concepts and skils. Practice on low-level skils can free working memary for higher-evel propassing. Slf-manitoring skills are espacially troublesome for thase students, particularly in the
primary grades. Offloading monitoring 1o another individual by having students work in pairs can be especially effective early in the prooess of acquiring 2 new skil or strategy.

Scaffold Wisely. Students with average levals of reasoning abilities tend to lzam more effectively in school envirenments that are somewhat, but nat highty, structured. These stugents tend
to leam best when instruction is moderately paced and when there is frequent monitoring and feedback on their progress. The goal of this instruction is to provide students with enough support
in the form of stratagies, memory prompts, and task structure to enable them to infer, deduce, connect, and elaborate—in short, understand—for themselves. Highly structured sctivities that
disallow such thinking may sucosed in the short run but leave students less able to reason well on the next occasion

Encourage Strategic Thinking. Memery burdens can b reduced and thinking mads more systamatic if students lsam to be more stratagic in their thinking. Since they may make armors
when carmying out learming strategies. thess students need fraquent monitoring 2s they practics a new Strategy, 5o that emors can be corrected. Modeling how to perform & stategy is fikely to
be more effective than describing it to students. Individuals who have average levels of reasening abilities will genarally need help in developing more effective and sophisticated strategies as —
leaming materials and tasks become more difficult and compiex. This help is likely to be most effective if it is given in the context of a realistic leaming task, such as a specific reading or

mathematical task that is 2 part of ongoing instruction. Supervised practios in identifying other situations where the use of the strategy is appropriste will also be beneficial.

Students with averags levels of reasoning sbilties tend 1o benefit from ditect instruction in oartsin types of study skills such 32 note taking, outiining, disgramming, planning use of time, and
formulating questions to guide the study of new material. Thess students nesd heip to lam how to break up complex problems into simpler units so that they can work on the complex
materizle more effectively. They siso need assistance in leaming how to keep track of their progress in solving complex problems. These planning and self-monitoring processes are often
ignored when instruction is structured by the teacher or by a text, 2s it often must be for such students. Ultimately, however, the goal is to help studants bacome sware of their own strangths
and weaknesses and of the effectiveness of differant strategies for leaming in different contexts. Such knowledge and skills are not acquired unless they are routinely exercised in situations
where faedback is provided.

hen Grouping, Aim for Diversity. Students typically lesm how to think in new ways by first enacting new skills extemally. Only sfter much overt practice can = skill be executed intemally,
that is, cognitively. Many cognitive skils seem o be acquired by first observing other students or adults model an intersction and, then, gradually leaming to participate in the same sort of
exchanges. Frequently, these procesd as jons batween & more participant and a less skilled participant. A critical aspect of leaming new ways of thinking. -

@8 B

10:44 AM

—
A= ey

AV O

19 Houghton Mifflin Harcourt




]
Important links for CogAT™

http://www.hmhco.com/hmh-assessments/ability/cogat-7

This is the Cognitive Abilities Test™ Form 7 Overview
Page on the Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Web site.
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January 2017 Make-Up Administration

e Districts match scores and

reconcile any discrepancies with

HMH: 12/14/16 — 1/9/17 P ’ |

e Districts order make-up test e i

materials from HMH: 1/9/17 il

* SC Make-Up Testing Window: 1/17/17 — 1/24/17

AV O
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January 2017 Make-Up Administration

* Districts ship materials to HMH: 1/25/17
* Materials returned to HMH: 1/27/17 (date of arrival)

e Districts receive test results: 2/14/17

AV O
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January 2017 Make-Up Administration

* |f students were absent during the
testing window, every effort should be
made to include these students in the

make-up test administration.
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Presenter: Joe Adduci
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Recap of Events

UPS RS 2-day air shipping labels, blue
nonscorable & orange scorable labels:

e Contract Operations handled extra shipments of blue,
orange and UPS shipping labels expediently.

* This was the fourth year HMH used pre-printed UPS RS labels.

* Only a couple districts had some issues with UPS picking up their test
materials, and Joe provided our “revised” shipping account #1ZRV7-896.

* There were very few calls this year since HMH had updated all district
shipping addresses in our UPS database system for UPS pick-ups.

* This year there were only 3 districts that HMH had to pre-pay in advance

for UPS pick-ups despite HMH adding in all the shipping addresses in

system. AT®
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Recap of Events

* There was already a formal process in place for

year #3 with South Carolina since we implemented last yeatr.

— However this year we increased the number of truck pick-ups from 17
to 28 total districts.

— There were 20 districts that needed special handling since they did not
have the ability to palletize & shrink-wrap the boxes.

— Overall, it went smoothly and our freight truck vendors (FedEx and CH
Robinson) did pick up on the promised date, but later in the afternoon

due to truck deliveries being made in the morning hours.

AV G
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Next Steps — Online Survey

* An online survey will be e-mailed to all DTC’s
between Friday (12/16) — Wednesday (12/21)
to solicit feedback on the Fall 2016 test

administration experience.

* Feedback responses will be due back no later
than Friday, January 13, 2017.

5 Rt
D Faﬂ'

o0oYf
e Results will be shared with the South D P

Carolina Department of Education.
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Questions?
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