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The Initial Step of Writing Proficiency Scales
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Learning Goals

A statement of what students will know and be able to do.
Dr. Marzano suggests two formats, one for declarative
knowledge or information (represented as: “Students will
understand…” and one for procedural knowledge or
strategies, skills, and processes (represented as: “Students
will be able to…”).
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THEME/CENTRAL IDEA
Score 4.0

The student will (for example):
• Analyze multiple texts with different
themes.
• Explain how he/she has experienced
the theme of a text.

Score 3.0

The student will:
• Describe a theme or central idea of a
text.
• Summarize a grade-appropriate text.

Score 2.0

The student will:
• Recognize or recall specific
terminology, such as: central idea,
detail, summarize, support, text,
theme.
• Determine a theme or central idea of a
text from teacher-provided options
• Identify details that support the theme
or central idea of a text.
• Summarize a text using a teacherprovided graphic organizer.
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STANDARD/LEARNING GOAL
The student will solve word problems involving dollar bills, quarters, dimes, nickels, and
pennies, using $ and ¢ symbols appropriately.
Learning Targets
1) The student will use $ and ¢ symbols appropriately.
2) The student will recognize or recall specific terminology, such as: value, coin, all
together, remaining, decimal.
3) The student will solve word problems involving dollar bills, quarters, dimes, nickels, and
pennies.
4) The student will add or subtract different coins to determine a total amount of money or
money remaining.
5) The student will identify coin values (quarter, dime, nickel, penny).

Score 4.0 – More complex

Demonstrations of learning that go above and beyond what was explicitly taught

Score 3.0 – The learning goal/expectation for all

Score 2.0 – The simple content

Foundational knowledge, simpler procedures, isolated details, vocabulary

Score 1.0 – with help, the student can perform Score 2.0 and 3.0 expectations
Score 0.0 – Even with help, the student cannot perform expectations
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4.NF.2
Compare two fractions with different numerators and
different denominators using <, >, and =, and justify the
comparison

NUMBER AND QUANTITY
Compare Fractions
Grade 4

Score 4.0

In addition to score 3.0 performance, the student demonstrates in-depth inferences and
applications that go beyond what was taught.
• For example, given 3 or more fractions with different denominators, the student orders
them least to greatest or greatest to least
• For example, the student compares improper and/or mixed fractions with unlike
denominators

Score 3.0

The student:
• compares two fractions with different numerators and different denominators using <, >,
and =
• justifies the comparison

Score 2.0

The student recognizes or recalls specific vocabulary, such as:
• compare, comparison, denominator, equivalent, fraction, generate, justify, numerator
The student performs basic processes, such as:
• recognizes symbols, such as <, >, and =
• recognizes and generates equivalent fractions
• compares two fractions with like denominators

Score 1.0

With help, the student demonstrates partial success at score 2.0 and score 3.0

A great resource for proficiency scales is
available!
oWebsite
http://www.marzanoresearch.com
oFREE resources
§Proficiency scale bank
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Notes:
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Aligning Essential Content With Instruction and Assessment

Notes:
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Quality Criteria for
Classroom
Assessments
1. Assessments are valid.
The assessment measures what is intended to be
measured. It produces accurate and truthful results.

2. Scoring is consistent or reliable.
The assessment produces believable results that mirror
the learning that has occurred. Consistent results are
gleaned across multiple users of the tool.

3. Assessments and surrounding processes are fair.
-The level of the assessment is appropriate.
-Students have received adequate opportunity to learn.
-The assessment is free from bias and the format does not
interfere with students engaging in the assessment.
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Monett, Middle School Learner Behaviors Aligned to School Mission
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Determining an Appropriate Summative Score for a
Priority Standard
Student #1 Body of Evidence
Standard(s)

Formative
Score #1

Formative
Score #2

Formative
Score #3

Formative
Score #4

Formative
Score #5

Multiplication
(4.OA.1, 4.OA.2,
4.NBT.5)

1.5

2.0

2.0

3.0

3.0

Summative
Score

Student #2 Body of Evidence
Standard(s)

Formative
Score #1

Formative
Score #2

Formative
Score #3

Formative
Score #4

Multiplication
(4.OA.1, 4.OA.2,
4.NBT.5)

2.0

3.0

3.5

3.0

Formative
Score #5

Summative
Score

Summative
Score

Student #3 Body of Evidence
Standard(s)

Formative
Score #1

Formative
Score #2

Formative
Score #3

Formative
Score #4

Formative
Score #5

Multiplication
(4.OA.1, 4.OA.2,
4.NBT.5)

2.0

3.0

2.0

1.5

3.0

Student #4 Body of Evidence
Standard(s)

Formative
Score #1

Formative
Score #2

Formative
Score #3

Multiplication
(4.OA.1, 4.OA.2,
4.NBT.5)

4.0

3.5

3.5

Formative
Score #4

Formative
Score #5
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Reliability Considerations
• Does the assessment provide enough opportunities for
students to demonstrate what they know about the
intended learning?
• Number of items
• Test Blueprint
• Two Types of Reliability
1. Inter-rater reliability

2.

• What is it?
• Consistency between or among various raters.
• How do you enhance it?
• Use exemplars
• Review student work and conduct inter-rater conversations
• Randomly sample
• Stratify a randomized sample

Intra-rater reliability

• What is it?
• Consistency within the rater
• How do you enhance it?
• Students put names on the back
• Grade one constructed response item all the way through
the stack
• Shuffle papers between each evaluation
• Re-norm your expectations with the criteria when you go to
a new constructed response item

Key Question about any assessment: Can we
make a confident inference about the learning
that has occurred as a result of the instructional
unit?
Marzano Research
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Tammy Heflebower, Ed.D., is a highly sought-after school leader and consultant with vast experiences
in urban, rural, and suburban districts throughout The United States, Canada, The Netherlands,
Denmark, England, and Australia. Dr. Heflebower has served as an award-winning classroom teacher,
building leader, district leader, regional professional development director, and national and
international trainer. She has also been an adjunct professor of curriculum, instruction, and
assessment at several universities, and a prominent member and leader of numerous statewide and
national educational organizations.
She is lead author of an award-winning book titled, A School Leader’s Guide to Standards-Based
Grading, co-author of Collaborative Teams That Transform Schools: The Next Step in PLCs, and
Teaching & Assessing 21st Century Skills, as well as contributing author to over a dozen other books
and publications.
Dr. Heflebower holds a bachelor of arts from Hastings College where she was honored as
Outstanding Young Alumna and inducted into the athletic hall of fame. She has a master of arts from
UNO, and her educational administrative endorsement and doctorate from UNL.
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