Attachment D
HB15-1324: Reps. Jessie Danielson and Dave Young
Student Learning Objectives (SLOs): A Tool for Measuring Student Learning Growth: -:+*

Setting goaléfor-students, using dats to“assess student progress, and‘adjusting iristriction basedon'that <& * -
progress are good teaching practices employeid by educatorsieveryiday: Stiident Leéafning Objectives(SLOs)
solidify good teaching by formalizing these steps. Established by educators or éducstor téams, SLOs are:ia" % 2
measurable learning goalsithat ‘align with s‘pec;fie:smhdards taught'an‘d allow for the medsuré of progress ~4

L} 13

toward:ithose goals. . ' /10or 12 bty et LB BRI T S0k L
4 1 . HEFTe Y 87,
] For Students rSLOs prowde actlonable data that heIp determlne student progress and mterventlons, Ieadlng
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. For Teachers: SLOs encourage reflectwe and clollaboratlve teachlng practlces and prqv_|de an addltuonal ‘way,
“for educators to demonstrate their effectlveness through student progress '
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* For Prmmpals/APs SLOs promote conversatlons between admlmstrators and those they evaluate around
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. Clearr |dent|f' catlon of the student populatlon At least one SLO ought to |nc|ude every student ina .
teacher's class but addltlonal SLOs mav beowrltten for subgroups of students
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* Specific time period Educators establlsh a clear timeline within whlch students WI|| reach an academic goal
(semester,schoolvear,etc) T L AN A
. Assessment(s) 'of student] progress ‘At the' core of'the SLO'is a hlgh quality assess'rnent {hot necessarllv a "”
st et P e - T
standardized) used'to measure stident progress ‘toward that objectwe FLTRT AT L LT AT
. ngorous vet reallstlc expected student’ growth or achlevement target to be met by the students and SRRl
ratlonale for targ'ét “This' fequires-: 1dent|fymg baselrne stUdent’ performance and settmg challengmg Iearnllng
expectationsfor allstidents!™ orarr sEher s e e neaar s et e s lrl. 3
o Strategies for achieving SLOs: For an SLO to be an instrument of good instructional practice, not sim'p'ly'an“‘ n ]
evaluative tool, teachers must:be able toiidentify the specific-approaches they will use in the classroom to."*
- smeet the expectations for student-growth.s; -, + .« 't o R ET N TR AT R
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Secondan&l\:‘la‘t:lh}1lnd|v|dual '!'eacher G\oal T - Thlrd Grade Musrc. Indwzldual Teacher éoal
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Populatron' 75 eighth grade algebra students 'ref Population ‘320 thlrd grade students™ "+ 3V~
Timeframe: SY20142015. . . .. . . t;-_-;_' A rmef’rame" Lweeks. o -5',-‘
Assessment: DIStI"IC’t-WldE |nter|m assessment R A AsSéSsnieht Drstrlct-developEd'V\;rltt'en ‘exam
e =1 ¥ | 'requiifin readm and wrltm ‘hotes: on atreble staff.
Assessment Basehne' 3% of students scored aa v, q g & 1 g A
“one” on a pre-assessment that focused on pre- Assessment basellne No students met t or nearly met
algebra.and basicalgebra skills. . | . o1y -|-expectations on the pre-test. 80%.of students earned

Expected Student Growth 80% ‘of the students who

a2 out.of 5; 20% earnedal outof 5. !
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attend 85% ‘of classes or more ‘wiill score a ”three or . : Expected student growth“ 80% of students WI|| earna

better” on the district-wide algebra assessment.” 40Ut of 5 (Meets Expectatlons) or better and 20% will
. score 3 out of 5 (Nearly Meets Expectatlons)

Strategies: Experiential exercises and meaningful

math tasks; multiple solution pathways and Strategies: Whole and small group instruction, peer-

representations; analysis of student work samples to-peer teaching using 4™-graders, one-on-ones,

progress-monitoring, application of skill by teaching
students to play the xylophone and recorder
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What are the beine_ﬁtsqtutilizingASLOs? T T R P L TARC R
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-« Good instructional practice: Research has shown that formative assessment assoclated with rigorous and -
high-quality growth objectives leads to hlgher student achievement,. P T SRR AP
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* Additional measure of growth: SLOs.can help provide a more-comprehensive picture, of. student. -~ -
achleve_ment in-a specific subject {on their.own.or-in-addition:to.local'and state assessment data). oo

e Adaptability: SLOs are flexible and can be adjusted or revisited based on changes in standards, curriculum, .
or shlf'ts in student populatlon and student needs O s .

o Shareablllty Groups of teachers in the same subject area, grade or even drstrlct can use the same SLO so

educators are sharlng best practlces mstead of workmg in tsolatlon """

(‘:redlblllty SLOs have been documented to have hlgh Ievels of credlbrllty W|th educators because they are
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. situated directly within the classroom context and are usuallv developed by educators themselves
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How do SLOs align wnth Colorado s assessment system and evaluatlon framework? ool oo
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Colorado’s educator evaluation framework requires that student achievement-account for 50. percentofia- .. -
teacher’s annual evaluatron Measures of student Iearnlng growth used for edpcator evaluation must lnclude the
following: at’ least otie .-ndlwduaﬂy attr:butable measure, at Ieast one collect:vely attrlbutable measure, anid
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when avallable state summative assessment and/or Colorado Growth model results LT
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Currently, state- -provided assessments do not mclude all content areas and grade levels (only about 30-40- .
percent of teachers arein tested grades and subjects). Districts may, purchase or develop local assessment
mstruments ‘to measure student Iearnmg growth, but many districts lack the resources, capamty, and in- house
psychometrlc expertise to.develop or evaluate the technical rigor, of locally developed assessments. Student, .
Learmng Objectlves (SLOs) are g vgaple and potentlally hlgh-quallty alternatlve measure that maybe.. . .,
|mplemented to address thts challenge, but they can also be used to complement emstmg measures of student
learmng .
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Successful :mplementatlon of SLOs depends upon educators”'capacity to'select accurate'measiiresand ' "

appropriately interpret assessment resuits, and this requires building educator capacity. Otherwise, SLOs riiay be
seen as an add-on to the demanding work that educators are already doing. D e
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Where can I f' nd more mformation and examples of S1LOs? - : . e
. Measures of Student Learnlng Approaches for Selecting and Usmg Multlple Measures |n Educator e
Evaluations (Colorado Department. of Education) ergt. RS R TN
- http://www.cde.state.co.us/educatoreffectiveness measuresofstudentlearnm mdanceteacher
e A Quallty Control Toolkit for Student Learnmg Objectives (Reform Support Network) o <o
' https: .
. fargetmg Growth Usmg Student Learnlng Objectives as a Measure of Educator Effectweness (Reform
" Support Network) https:
"4, assistftargeting-growthipdf = "t o 0 =S TR e v
" o <Student'Learning Objectlves as Measures of Educator Effectiveness (American’ Instltutes for Research)
http://educatortalerit.org/inc/docs/SLOs ‘Measures of Educator Effectlveness pdf = . . g

. o; Student Learning Objectlves Benef“ ts, Challenges, and Solutlons (Amencan lnst|tutes for Research)




