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Use of Assessments for Public School Admissions Process

Recommendations

 Number of Responses - 11 out of 28

(1) School should not select [them] because of performance on an assessment. 

(2) A process that gives every student an equal chance at that school is fairly 	selected.

(3) Publicly funded schools should not either [use assessment or selective 	criteria].

(4) Assessments in a given area as identified by the school's mission (Charter or 	Magnet focus) should be considered as valid and reasonable. 
 
(5) Assessments should relate specifically to the uniqueness of a given school.

(6) Assessments should be fair and consistent, defensible with a rubric or other 	identified scoring method that is applied consistently to all eligible 	applicants.

(7) The lottery element should continue to apply to all applicants who meet the 	identified assessment guidelines.

(8) Applicants who do not meet the initial assessment requirements may still be 	considered if space permits.

(9) In the case of a secondary arts school, it is reasonable for that school to 	assess students in the identified arts areas.

(10) Assessment should be used AFTER admission for placement purposes.

(11) A few specialized magnet schools should be allowed to conduct assessments  	relative to the school’s focus (Cab Calloway, for example)

(12) There is too much room in the current process for bias in student selection as 	well as multiple access barriers to student participation for the assessments 	to be deemed fair and reliable indicators.

(13) I am AGAINST aptitude-oriented assessments of interest for entry to middle 	school magnet programs and believe that this should be an all-lottery 	admission process for those who apply.

(14) With greater opportunity for exploration available at comprehensive middle 	schools, assessments of this type are more acceptable on the high school 	level when students are likely to have more agency in determining their goals 	and interests.

(15) If assessments are to continue (on either level), however, I would like to see a 	process conducted with more accountability, balance and transparency, with 	an onus on the schools to do so.

(16) If there are to be auditions and interviews, if a district-based program I think 	at least some should occur onsite at the host district's middle schools during 	school time, to encourage access, with the application facilitation of guidance 	counselors (this already happens to some degree, school staff I have met 	seem happy to help bridge this gap).

(17) On the middle school level or younger - NO assessment/writing.

(18) On the high school level -  YES, IF a rigorous and fully transparent assessment 	taking place during school day at district middle schools, and transparent 	lottery/waitlist process, SES-weighted

(19) I am not averse to using assessments on the supplemental portion of the 	application

(20) The issue is not IF these assessments should be used, rather it is HOW we 	administer and use the resulting data.

(21) The assessments, whatever form that may be, should not be as prescriptive as 	to either intentionally/unintentionally deny any student equal opportunity, 	but at the same time, the process of evaluating the student assessments cannot 	be so subjective that the unintended consequence is exclusion.

(22) It has to be a delicate balance and even then, assessments should only be used 	in the supplemental application and not weighted heavier than other 	components of the application process.

(23) This type of subjectivity devalues the assessment process.

(24) Assessment as a supplemental enrollment criterion

(25) The State should provide oversight concerning equal access and the legality of   	admissions procedures.

(26) All legal admissions criteria (including assessment when legal) for charters, 	magnets, votechs, IB programs, AP programs, honors courses, advanced bands, 	etc. be determined by local officials with public oversight and state support.

(27) We should recommend the elimination of essays, interviews and letters of 	recommendation.

(28) We should recommend that pre-admission requirements such as assessments, 	auditions and report cards/transcripts be considered as part of the 	supplementary application.

(29) Such as arts, sciences, math, etc.  a school should be permitted to  determine 	interest through a student assessment.

(30) The assessment could be one that could measures aptitude but not be limited 	to aptitude.

(31) Assessment should be inclusive of admissions procedure elements such as 	auditions, standardized tests, essays, recommendations, and interviews and 	prior-year(s) school records such as standardized tests, report-card grades, 	honors enrollments, student portfolios, extracurricular participation, school 	attendance and discipline.

(32) Ensure that Assessments are defensible by requiring each School’s immediate 	oversight or authorizing authority to conduct a review at least biannually at a 	public meeting.

(33) Assessment practices must involve multiple measures and not rely on a single 	measure.

(34) Assessment practices must be reasonably related to the nature of the School’s 	programs, philosophies, methods, curriculum-level, areas of educational focus, 	or mission.

(35) Determine the degree of support for Assessments among the thousands of 	families who actually attend the Schools which use Assessments in admissions.

(36) Recommend removing interviews, essays, and letters of recommendations.

(37) Recommend that all legal admissions criteria (including assessment when 	legal) for charters, magnets, votechs, IB programs, etc. be determined by 	local officials with public oversight and state support.  








































Enrollment Preference Task Force Recommendations

Use of Assessments for Public School Admissions Process

Recommendations Grouped by Responses

Number of Responses – 11 out of 28 

No assessment = (1), (3), (13), (23), (27), (36) 

No if younger than HS = (17)

Yes = (7), (8), (16), (35)

Yes-if equal opportunity = (2), (6), (21)

Yes-if related to mission of school = (4), (5), (9), (11), (29), (34)

Yes-if after admission = (10)

Yes-with modification = (12), (23)

Yes-at HS level = (14), (18)

Yes-with more oversight = (15), (25), (32), (37)

Yes-as supplemental = (19), (22), (24), (28), (32)

Yes-if used correctly = (20)

Yes-if use a variety of elements = (31), (33)
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