
1. The Department is considering requiring “a through-course summative assessment system” – that is, a system that includes components of assessments delivered periodically throughout the school year whose results are aggregated to produce summative results.  If we do this, how should we ask applicants to describe their approaches and/or plans for such a system, including any special considerations related to “though-course summative assessments” on the issues outlined below?  What evidence should we request if such summative results are part of an accountability system? 
a. Validity – including construct, content, consequential, and predictive validity

b. External validity for postsecondary preparedness

c. Reliability – including inter-rater reliability if human scored 
d. Fairness

e. Precision across the full performance continuum (e.g. from low to high performers)
f. Comparability across years

If States administer components of the “through-course assessments” at different times or in a different sequence, but the aggregated summative results are part of an accountability system, what are the issues around validity, equating, or comparability that we should be aware of?
2. The Department is considering inviting applicants to create a “system” for developing and certifying the quality and rigor of a set of common end-of-course summative exams in multiple high school subjects.  What evidence should we ask applicants to provide to ensure that, across a consortium, their proposed “system” will ensure consistent and high levels of rigor?  

3. If the Department requires computer-based test administration, are there specific implementation challenges that we should ask applicants to consider and address in their proposal?  In particular, what evidence or strategies should we require of applicants to ensure that the computer-based and any needed paper-and-pencil versions assess comparable levels of student knowledge and skill while preserving the full power of the computer-based item types? Are there special challenges related to computer-based testing for students with disabilities and what additional evidence or strategies should we require of applicants to ensure that computer-based tests yield valid results for this population of students?
4. The Department wants to encourage ongoing innovation and improvement of assessment design, development, administration, and use.  However, given that we are proposing four-year grants, what should we ask of applicants to ensure that they have structured a process and/or approach that will lead to innovation and improvement over time?
5. With the help of experts, we identified two issues that seem to require additional, focused research.  Have we described the issues correctly? Are there other issues that need additional focused research?

a. Use of value-added methodology for teacher and school accountability
b. Comparability, generalizability, and growth modeling for assessments that include performance tasks
