
Dear Wilson: 
 
This letter is in response to the e-mail concerning HB 424 that you sent yesterday. I understand it 
also is being communicated by staff from the Kentucky School Boards Association (KSBA) in 
regional cooperative meetings. 
 
First, and foremost, I want to state unequivocally, we are not asking for districts to be given 
freedom from Kentucky’s accountability model.  We are asking for several things including the 
addition of performance-based assessments to the assessment structures.  Performance-based 
assessments have been a long time dream of Kentucky educators because performance 
assessments engage students of all abilities and are integrated into daily ongoing classroom work 
done by the student.   
 
The assessments we are suggesting will augment the current assessments and will be valid, 
reliable and comparable in our accountability model.  State testing systems typically struggle to 
adopt performance assessment systems due to budget, timing of tests, limitations of centralized 
scoring and other constraints.  This plan, requested by the Districts of Innovation, allows 
Kentucky educators to continue to pursue the longtime goal of having a performance-based 
assessment system by piloting it with the hope of scaling the system statewide in the future.  
 
Performance assessment systems: 

• link curriculum, instruction and assessment into a seamless cycle where the student’s 
daily work and projects are both the work and part of the assessment system  

• can be given at the time when a student is ready 
• can be given with different frequency throughout the year 
• engage struggling students because the student sees the relevance between their work and 

the outcomes being measured 
 
The last bullet is particularly important in this conversation.  Some of the arguments against  
HB 424 have been prompted by a sense of unfairness in allowing the Districts of Innovation to 
implement a system that is “easier” than the current system.  We would argue that the system we 
envision will be as authentic or more authentic and give a more accurate measurement of what a 
student knows; will be required to show validity and reliability similar to the state assessment 
system; and will still provide the reporting needed for state accountability.  Most importantly, it 
will correct the unfairness of the current system, which is inequitable to kids in the gap who are 
not engaged in schoolwork because they don’t see the relevance of state assessments.  
 
The biggest issue with KASS and KSBA providing indirect opposition to this bill (by pointing 
out only the negative voices), is that history has shown us that the Kentucky General Assembly 
won’t make a massive change like overhauling the assessment system without first having a few 
districts go ahead of the rest and test the waters.  Districts of Innovation have shown they have 
the commitment to this pilot by their willingness to invest additional time and resources while 
risking lower scores in our accountability model as a result this work. 
 
Finally, I would like to address your points individually to clear up glaring misinformation. 
 



• Are we far enough into SB1 to consider new assessments? 
Yes, Kentucky is finishing its third year of the assessment program and there are changes 
that need to be made such as replacing the readiness assessments at 8th and 10th grades 
(due to the vendor discontinuing them) and addressing issues with the end-of-course 
tests.  Testing systems need continual review and adaptions to stay relevant.  The 
Districts of Innovation allows Kentucky to conduct pilots of different assessments without 
wide-scale changes. 
  

• Is it possible to measure all districts the same using different assessment systems? 
Yes it is and that is the beauty of Senate Bill 1 (2009).  Other than ACT, it was 
specifically written without named assessments.  Senate Bill 1 speaks to having a 
“criterion” or standards-based system.  As long as an assessment can be validated and 
compared to others you can have multiple assessment systems that feed the same 
accountability system. Scores can be generated that would be used in the accountability 
system. 
 

• Would it be feasible to ask schools of innovation to measure using parallel systems? 
If this is asking if the Districts of Innovation could administer both systems there are a 
couple of responses: 
1) This would be too much time spent on testing assessment.  
2) The model being considered combines the systems. 

 
• Is it possible to end up with eight different assessment systems? 

No, the assessment “system” would be the same for the seven Districts of Innovation.  
Remember, all of this has to go through the Kentucky legislative process, and then 
must be approved by the U.S. Department of Education.  Then the new structures must 
be approved by the Kentucky Board of Education as amendments to their approved 
District of Innovation plans.  The structure in the attached chart will be the same 
across the seven districts but the local design may vary based on approved, validated 
assessments.  While they may use different assessments, whatever they use will be 
approved by the Kentucky Board of Education and must show that the assessments are 
valid, reliable and comparable against the current system. 
 

• How can accountability be the same or more authentic yet assessment be different – a 
difficult concept? 
Making sure the different assessment systems are valid and reliable will require ongoing 
alignment, comparison and research studies.  These studies will ensure the different 
models of assessments are authentic and relevant.  This will be a key part of the work as 
it moves forward.   
 

Attached you will find a draft spreadsheet which describes the system the Districts of Innovation 
are requesting.  It is not final and will be revised.   
 
Please let me know if you need any additional information or clarification on why this is a great 
opportunity for a pilot that could lead to a better assessment system for all Kentucky’s children. 
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