Nebraska Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes
Nebraska Department of Education
Meeting Information
November 12, 2025
9:00 a.m. – 10:00 a.m.
Location: Virtual
Agenda
	TIME
	Topic

	9:00 a.m.
	Welcome

	9:05 a.m.
	NWEA – CAEF Program Updates

	9:20 a.m.
	Constructed Response Items and Alignment



Item 1: NWEA – Coherence and Alignment for Education and Families (CAEF) Program Updates
Document 1: PowerPoint - Coherence and Alignment for Educators and Families (CAEF) program updates – CAEF is a CGSA grant awarded to Nebraska in September 2024

Request for TAC Input on Proposed Refinements to NSCAS Score Reports
[bookmark: _Hlk216101346]Following the discussion of the Coherence and Alignment for Educators and Families (CAEF) program updates, TAC responded to the proposed questions with takeaways for consideration, and suggestions. 
· Families, parents, and educators struggle to understand NSCAS scale scores without context, requesting norm-referenced results like percentiles, skill breakdowns, and actionable next steps for home support.
· Percent correct or item percentages are not recommended due to adaptive testing variability, different item score points, and potential to mislead parents (e.g., advanced students appearing low).
· Push grant-funded research project toward innovative prototypes using AI for student-specific narratives (e.g., item-level strengths/weaknesses, dynamic audio/video reports) rather than cosmetic tweaks; avoid emulating other states' static reports. Considering providing examples of items that can be a narrative for conversation as opposed to statistics and scale scores.
· The objective should be to develop a new prototype and take into consideration that some parents may not speak English as their primary language, recommend implementing an automated translation feature to support effective communication.
· Achievement Level Descriptors (ALDs) could be synthesized into domain-level descriptions, but concrete examples like released items at performance levels or interactive online elements are preferred over abstract jargon.
· Leverage AI to analyze item responses for personalized feedback, such as "Student excelled in multi-stage problem-solving but needs work on specific standards," delivered via narrative, audio, or video formats.
· Develop consistent scale context (e.g., fixed proficient benchmark) and supplemental videos for staff/parent training on report use. Prioritize probabilistic skill estimates with caveats on diagnostic limits, focusing on actionable home/instructional steps while maintaining summative accountability purpose.
· Nebraska has emphasized to NWEA the importance of developing the shortest possible assessment for summative purposes. The primary goal of this assessment is to support accountability for schools and districts—it is not intended for diagnostic use or to inform instruction. However, by utilizing a student’s theta location on the score scale, NWEA can probabilistically infer the content areas the student is likely to have mastered. This information can then be used to generate template-based reports that provide additional insights.
· The state must be honest and understanding that advice to parents may come from purely probabilistic estimates of what the student can and cannot do, having not actually directly measured them. The more information you provide, the more you're communicating that parents should rely on this information to do something with it. Would recommend being extra cautious about being overzealous about some of those narrative directions or claims for parents.
· At this stage, operational feasibility should not be a primary concern. Focus instead on exploring the full range of possibilities, acknowledging that doing so requires placing considerable trust in the underlying statistical model.
· Explore interactive online reports with videos (e.g., teacher-parent conference simulations), probabilistic ALD-based "likely skills" templates, and growth tracking over years, emphasizing nationwide context over state percentiles.
Item 2: Constructed Response Items and Alignment/Standard Setting
Presenter: Dr. Trudy K Clark, Nebraska Department of Education
Document 2: Word Document – “Does the addition of constructed response items to the NSCAS General ELA assessment trigger a new alignment study and/or standard setting? If not a full standard setting, would a standard setting validation be appropriate for 2027?” 
· According to the standards revision timeline, there may be new standards adopted in the fall of 2028. They will be measured in spring 2030. 
· If a new alignment study and standard setting are conducted, another alignment study and standard setting may be required for Spring 2030. 

Following the discussion of the addition of constructed response items to the NSCAS General ELA assessment trigger a new alignment study and/or standard setting, TAC responded to the proposed questions with takeaways for consideration, and suggestions.
· Constructed response items added to NSCAS ELA (2 items, 4 score points, ~10% of total) do not change the construct or standards, so no new alignment study or standard setting is needed; equating will handle impact but communicate changes transparently upfront.
