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STUDENT WORK ANALYSIS

TOOL 12 ) . :
Analyzing & Acting on Evidence

Subject Area: ELA Grade Level: 7 & 8 Resource Room

Unit/Topic:  Introduction to Argument Writing Performance Task:
How used? IE' Pre/formative |:|Mid/ Interim I:lPost/ Summative

Date administered:

Content Standards Assessed:

Intended Depth-of-Knowledge (DOK) Level(s): @DOK 1 IE' DOK 2

[D poxs [ ook

1. Using district/classroom assessment or rubric, describe expectations for performance.

(See wording of prompt, standards-specific rubric, Hess CRM, and/or standards to determine desired expectations.)

Create a multi-paragraph essay (DOK 3) with claim, supporting facts (DOK 1- accuracy; DOK 2 - organizing ideas), and conclusion on a given topic
we've been studying and reading about. 9DOK 4 - if drawing from multiple sources)

2. Quickly “sort” students’ work by degree of objectives met. List student names/or % in each category so you can track progress over time
with each major assessment. (a) Start by sorting two larger piles: met or not met. You may also need a “not sure” pile at this point.
(b) Re-sort each pile: not met = partially met but close vs. minimal; met = met vs. met plus more. (c) Distribute any remaining work samples
by matching them to typical work from each set.

This is not scoring!

Objectives not met Objectives partially met objectives fully met Objectives fully met and exceeded

Sam Tristan Omar Maria

Alan Abby Frank Olivia

Jose Aria Ebony

Carl Anna

Owen

21 28 36 14

% of class % of class % of class % of class

© Karin K. Hess (2009, updated 2013). Linking research with practice: A local assessment toolkit to guide school leaders.
Permission to reproduce is given when authorship is fully cited [karinhessvt@gmail.com]




N

continued. ..

<>

TOOL 12

STUDENT WORK ANALYSIS

Analyzing & Acting on Evidence

3. DESCRIBE: Choose a few work samples from each group/category and describe “typical” performance for most of these students

or describe the specific performance of selected students in each group.

Objectives not met

Objectives partially met

Objectives fully met

Objectives fully met and exceeded

1 paragraph

vague topic sentence or no topic
sentence

used personal "facts" more than
objective facts

little or no content-specific terms
used or used incorrectly

no conclusion

2 paragraphs

topic sentences for each
paragraph, but no clear claim
stated in paragraph 1

used objective facts and some
content-specific supporting details
one sentence/brief conclusion

3 paragraphs

topic sentences for each
paragraph, with clear claim stated
in paragraph 1

used objective facts,
content-specific supporting details
some elaboration/explanation
brief conclusion summarizing key
points

3-4 paragraphs

topic sentences for each
paragraph, with clear claim stated
in paragraph 1

used objective facts,
content-specific details
elaboration/explanation shows
connection to bigger picture/issue
hints at counter claim (in 4th
paragraph, as part of conclusion)
conclusion summarizing key
points

4. INTERPRET: Consider the next steps for instruction based on your interpretation of the learning needs of students in each targeted
group and the overarching learning goals. List learning needs below.

Objectives not met

Objectives partially met

Objectives fully met

Objectives fully met and exceeded

5. EVALUATE & PLAN: Identify differentiated tasks or strategic scaffolding strategies to move targeted groups or ALL students forward. Note any whole-
class or small-group patterns or trends.

Instruction for all students:

Targeted instruction for some students:
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