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LDC Task/Module “Good to Go” Scoring Guides
(January-June 2012 Field Test Version)
The Literacy Design Collaborative (LDC) is designing a 2-phase jurying system for evaluating the quality of LDC teaching tasks and modules.  
In this system, there will be 2 levels of critique:  

1. Good to Go: this is the threshold level, it allows task and module designers to move their work from personal work space to public commentary spaces within the Literacy Design Collaborative system.  It’s the first level seal of approval that says “here is a promising example of LDC”.
2. Exemplars: this is the higher bar (the gold standard). This system is still being developed.  So more to come, soon, on this level of critique.  

You will see two different scoring guides, but they are designed to work together:

· Teaching Task Scoring Guide- used to critique the quality of the teaching task only.  Some partners are just producing tasks and are not using modules, so their work would stop here.  

· Module Scoring Guide- used to critique the quality of the module, with teaching task scoring imported.

Each scoring guide includes two levels of feedback:

· Holistic- designed to give an overall rating of “good to go” or needs revision.  In order to move into public commentary, tasks/modules must be rated “good to go”.

· Annotated- categories and specifics used to clarify expectations and support feedback for revisions.

This is the working version of the “good to go” jurying system.  It will be used for the first half of 2012, with the work group gathering feedback from LDC colleagues across the Collaborative.  A final revised version will be completed mid-year, based on user feedback.  
Once completed, the system will include training and scoring supports and work samples to support colleagues in designing and sharing high quality LDC tasks and modules.  
Members of the Jurying Work Group include:
· Marilyn Crawford (LDC Design Team)

· Elyse Eidman-Aadahl (National Writing Project)

· Carole Gallagher (WestEd)

· Amy Hodges Slamp (Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation)

· Stuart Kahl (Measured Progress)

· Rick Lear (New Tech)

· David Pearson (UC Berkeley)

· Ray Pechone (SCALE, Stanford University)
· Janet Price (New Visions)

· Jack Stenner (MetaMetrics)

· Kathy Thiebes (LDC Design Team)

· Ash Vesudeva (Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation)
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LDC Teaching Task Scoring Guide 
	Analytic Feedback for LDC Teaching Task

	Category
	Critical Features
	Comments

	Coherence
	· Template task, text/s, content, product, and question posed (if applicable) are a good fit. They are aligned.
· Background creates a frame for teaching task. 

	

	Content
	· Addresses substantive content in the study of subject or discipline, requires students to delve deeply into content.
· Engages students in a range of thinking skills and requires them to demonstrate a range of critical thinking skills.
· Involves a question that drives critical thinking in response to reading and is at an appropriate level of specificity (when applicable).
	

	Text/s
	· Is (are) intellectually challenging but accessible to all students.
· Is (are) sufficiently challenging so that students apply literacy skills to comprehend and analyze content.
· Provide/s opportunity for deep learning and supports development of the product.
	

	Student Product
	· Is linked in clear and meaningful way to content.
· Is sufficiently challenging.
· Is multi-paragraph and appropriate composition (e.g. essay) for content and challenge.
· Provides sufficient opportunity for students of all races, ethnicity, gender, or socio-economic background to demonstrate their achievement.  
· Fits rhetorical mode.  
	

	Extension
(if applicable)
	· Authentically engages students and target realistic audiences.

	


	Holistic Score for LDC Teaching Task

	Rating (check one)
	Description

	
	Good to Go
	Task is coherent, all components are aligned.  Has clear, specific and detailed elements overall; addresses relevant content (topic, theme, concept, issue, or idea); employs relevant text(s); creates academic contexts for engaging in reading and writing skills and task content added is aligned to CCSS. 

	
	Needs Revision
	See comments.

	
	Not scored
	Does not meet basic criteria of LDC Framework.

	Comments:



LDC Module Scoring Guide
	Analytic Feedback for LDC Module

	Category
	Critical Features
	Comments

	What Task?
	· Teaching task received a “good to go” score on task rubric.
	

	What Skills?
	· Skills list relevant to teaching task.
· Skills are clustered and sequenced to support the teaching task.
	

	What Instruction?
	· Mini-tasks and scoring guides relate to skills list.
· Instructional strategies support the mini-tasks and move students on the pathway to success on the teaching task.
· Ladder is realistically paced.
· Lists materials, references and supports students and teachers will need to complete the instruction.
	

	What Results?
	· Scored student work samples (2 samples per level if available) and annotated scoring rubrics are included (once the module is taught).
· If included, the optional classroom assessment is connected to teaching task.
	


	Holistic Score for LDC Module

	Rating (check one)
	Description

	
	Good to Go
	Module is coherent and aligned.   Supports teaching task with a well-planned instructional sequence in which mini-tasks lead to the final product’s completion.  Provides sufficient detail so that others might use it.

	
	Needs Revision
	See comments.

	
	Not scored

	Does not meet criteria of LDC Framework.

	Comments:
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