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Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

HIGHLIGHTS

M onitoring the performance of students in subjects such as science is a key concern
of the citizens, policy makers, and educators who direct educational reform efforts. The 1996
National Assessment of Education Progress (NAEP) in science assesses the current level of
science performance as a mechanism for informing education reform. This science assessment is
the first to be constructed on a new framework.

The Department of Defense Education Activity (DoDEA) comprises schools in the
domestic United States as well as schools attached to United States agencies overseas. The
DoDEA domestic and overseas schools both participated in the 1996 science state assessment
program at grade 8, and both jurisdictions also made special arrangements to assess their grade 4
students during the national science assessment. The results reported here are from the grade 4
assessment of the Domestic Dependents Elementary and Secondary Schools (DDESS). The
results for fourth graders from the overseas Department of Defense Dependent Schools (DoDDS)
are in a companion report.

What is NAEP?

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), the “Nation’s Report Card,”
is the only ongoing nationally representative assessment of what students in the United States
know and can do in various academic subjects. Since 1969, NAEP assessments have been
conducted with national samples of students in the subject areas of reading, mathematics,
science, writing, and other fields. By making information on student performance available to
policy makers, educators, and the general public, NAEP is an integral part of our nation’s
evaluation of the conditions and progress of education.

NAEP is a congressionally mandated project of the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES), U.S. Department of Education. Results are provided only for group
performance. NAEP is forbidden by law to report results at an individual or school level.

In 1990 Congress authorized a voluntary state-by-state NAEP assessment. State-level
assessments have taken place in mathematics (in 1990, 1992, and 1996), and reading in 1992 and
1994. In 1996, 44 states, the District of Columbia, Guam, and the DoDEA schools volunteered to
take part in the NAEP State Assessment Program at grade 8. The results for each jurisdiction are
reported in the&NAEP 1996 Science State Repontsich are available in print and also on the
NCES web site (http://www.ed.gov/INCES/naep).
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NAEP 1996 Science Assessment

The framework for the science assessment was produced through a national consensus
process by educators, administrators, assessment experts and curriculum specialists. The
framework was designed to reflect current practices in science teaching. It called for the use of
multiple-choice questions and constructed-response guestions that required both short and
extended responses. The constructed-response questions served as indicators of students’ ability
to know and integrate facts and scientific concepts, the ability to reason, and the ability to
communicate scientific information. In the 1996 assessment, these constructed-response
guestions constituted nearly 80 percent of the total student response time. The NAEP 1996
assessment in science also included hands-on tasks that enabled students to demonstrate directly
their knowledge and skills related to scientific investigation.

The 1996 science framework was structured according to a matrix that consisted of the
three traditional fields of science (earth, physical, and life) crossed with three processes of
knowing and doing science (conceptual understanding, scientific investigation, and practical
reasoning). A central category encompassing the nature of science and the nature of technology
was woven throughout the assessment, as was a themes category representing major ideas or key
concepts that transcend scientific disciplines.

Students’ science performance is summarized on the NAEP science scales, which range
from 0 to 300 at each grade. While the scale score ranges are identical for grades 4, 8, and 12, the
scales were derived independently at each grade. Scale scores on the grade 4 scale cannot imply
anything about performance at grade 8 in the assessment.

2 THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

Comparison of DDESS to the Nation
Table H.1 shows the distribution of science scale scores for the fourth-grade students

attending DDESS schools in 1996. For this table and the others throughout this report, the results

shown for Nation are from the national sample of public schools only.

« The average science scale score for fourth graders in DDESS was 154. This
average was significantly higher than that for the nation (148).

THE NATION’S
TABLE H.1
REPORT
CARD naeg
" - . - .
1996 g‘\ Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Students
State Assessment
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
DDESS 154 (0.9) 116 (3.0) 134 (1.6) 155 (1.5) 175 (1.1) 190 (1.9)
Nation 148 (0.9) 103 (1.3) 127 (1.8) 151 (1.2) 172 (0.9) 188 (1.4)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can x@sgid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science

Assessment.

! Differences reported as significant are statistically different at the 95 percent confidence level. This means thatevdemtos p
confidence there is a real difference in average science scale score between the two populations of interest.
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Major Findings for Student Subpopulations

The preceding section provided a view of the overall science performance of fourth-
grade students in DDESS. It is also important to examine the average science scale scores of
subgroups within the population. Typically, NAEP presents results for demographic subgroups
such as those defined by gender, race/ethnicity, and parental education. In addition, in 1996
NAEP collected information on student participation in two federally funded programs — Title |
and the free/reduced-price component of the National School Lunch Program.

The reader is cautioned against using NAEP results to make simple or causal inferences
related to subgroup membership. Differences among groups of students are almost certainly
associated with a broad range of socioeconomic and educational factors not discussed in NAEP
reports and possibly not addressed by the NAEP assessment program.

Results related to gender and race/ethnicity are highlighted below. More complete results
for the various demographic subgroups examined by the NAEP science assessment can be found
in Chapters 2 and 4 of this report

* The average science scale score of males (153) did not differ from that of
females (154) in DDESS schools. However, the scores of both males and
females were significantly higher than for males (149) and females (148)
nationwide.

» At the fourth grade, White students in DDESS demonstrated an average science
scale score (164) that was significantly higher than that of Black (143) and
Hispanic students (144).

Finding a Context for Understanding Students’ Science Performance

The science performance of students in DDESS may be better understood when viewed
in the context of the environment in which students are learning. This educational environment is
largely determined by school policies and practices, by characteristics of science instruction in
the school, by home support for academics and other home influences, and by students’ own
views about science. Information about this environment is gathered by means of questionnaires
completed by principals and teachers as well as questions answered by students as part of the
assessment.

Because NAEP is administered to a sample of students that is representative of all
fourth-grade students in the DDESS, NAEP results provide a view of the educational practices
that may be useful for improving instruction and setting policy. However, despite the richness of
context provided by the NAEP results, it is very important to note that NAEP data cannot
establish a cause-and effect relationship between educational environment and students’ scores
on the NAEP science assessment.

4 THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE
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School Science Education Policies and Practices
* In DDESS, the percentage of fourth-grade students attending schools that
reported science was a priority (42 percent) was not different from the
percentage of fourth-grade students nationwide (42 percent).

» The percentage of fourth-grade public school students in DDESS who
attended schools that reported having a district or state science curriculum
that the school was expected to follow (87 percent) was not significantly
different than the national percentage (92 percent).

* In DDESS, 68 percent of fourth graders attended schools that reported
providing instruction in science every day. This percentage was greater than
that of fourth graders across the nation (47 percent).

» A small percentage of students in DDESS had teachers who reported
receiving all of the resources they needed for science instruction in DDESS
(18 percent). This was higher than that of fourth-grade public school
students nationwide (10 percent).

* In DDESS, 52 percent of the fourth-grade students were taught by teachers
who reported that there was a curriculum specialist available to help or
advise the teachers in science. This figure did not differ significantly from
that of students across the nation (47 percent).

Science Classroom Practicés
* Less than half of the fourth-grade students in DDESS had science teachers
who reported spending a lot of time on life science (40 percent), about one
third reported spending a lot of time on earth science (32 percent), and about
one third reported spending a lot of time on physical science (30 percent).

* In DDESS, 49 percent of the fourth graders had teachers who planned to
emphasize heavily the students’ knowledge of science facts and terminology.
At the other extreme, 3 percent of the students had teachers who planned
little to no emphasis on this topic.

» Teachers of 61 percent of the fourth-grade students reported that they placed
heavy emphasis on developing science problem-solving skills. A small
percentage of the students (3 percent) had teachers who reported spending
little or no time addressing this topic.

* Interms of learning how to communicate ideas in science effectively, 34
percent of the fourth-grade students in DDESS had teachers who reported
heavily emphasizing this ability for their students, while 7 percent of the
students had teachers who reported giving little to no emphasis on this topic.

2 More detailed results related to school policies and practices can be found in Chapter 3 of this r8jfdEe the96 Science
Report for Grade 4 DoDEA/DDESS
3 Ibid.: More detailed results related to classroom practices can be found in Chapter 4 of this report.
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* In DDESS, 23 percent of fourth graders reported not spending any time on
science homework in a typical week. By comparison, 21 percent spent one
hour or more on their science homework each week.

Scientific Investigationg
» Of the fourth-grade students in DDESS, 84 percent had teachers who
reported giving moderate to heavy emphasis on the development of data
analysis skills. This percentage was significantly higher than that of students
nationwide (65 percent).

* More than half of the fourth graders in DDESS had teachers who reported
that their students performed hands-on activities or investigations in science
once a week or more (63 percent).

Influences Beyond School That Facilitate Learning Science
» The percentage of fourth graders in DDESS who reported watching six or
more hours of television a day (20 percent) was not significantly different

from the percentage for the nation (21 percent).

* In DDESS, 37 percent of fourth-graders agreed that science is useful for
solving everyday problems. This was not significantly higher than for public
school students in the nation (34 percent).

* Ibid.; More detailed results related to scientific investigations can be found in Chapter 5 of this report.
5 Ibid.; More detailed results related to influences beyond school that facilitate learning science can be found in Chapter 6 of this
report.
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INTRODUCTION

I mproving education is often seen as an important first step as the United States maps out
a strategy to remain competitive in an increasingly technical global economy. At the 1996
Governors’ Summit in Palisades, New Jersey, the President and the Governors reaffirmed the
need to strengthen the nation’s schools and to strive for world-class standards. Furthermore, in
his 1997 State of the Union Address, President Clinton placed education center stage and called
for states to commit to national standards that represent what all students must know to succeed
in the knowledge-based economy of the twenty-first century.

In 1983, the National Commission on Excellence in Education issued a report éntitled
Nation at Risk: The Imperative for Education Refdhat was critical of education in the United
States. Interest in reform was also fueled by the publication of other reports and ahtigses
pointed out the deficiencies of the educational system and how these could be rectified. Since
then, organizations from the public and private sectors have assumed pivotal roles in providing
support to state and local educational establishments as they seek to reform their educational
systemSin areas such as the development of standards, revision of curricula, development of
appropriate assessment techniques, and professional development. In addition to these activities,
organizations such as the National Science Teachers Association and the American Association
for the Advancement of Science have worked closely with the National Research Council to
produce documents that help teachers interpret the National Science Education Stdvatards
were published in 1995. As the new millennium approaches, commitment to science reform
continues.

Monitoring the performance of students in science is a key concern of the state and
national policy makers and educators who direct educational reform efforts. To this end, the
1996 National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is an important source of
information on what the nation’s students know and can do in science.

& A Nation at Risk: The Imperative for Education RefofWashington, DC: National Commission on Excellence in Education,
1983).

" Educating Americans for the 21st Century: A Report to the American People and the National Scienc@\Bsaidgton, DC:
National Science Board, Commission on Precollege Education in Mathematics, Science, and Technology, 1983).

8 Statewide Systemic Initiatives in Science, Mathematics, and Engine@vitiggton, VA: The National Science Foundation, 1995-
1996); Scope, Sequence, and Coordination of Secondary School Sciateme I: The Content Core; Volume Il: Relevant
(Washington, DC: National Science Teachers Association, 18#2)chmarks for Science LiteradWVashington, DC: Project
2061, American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1993); New Standards Project. (Washington, DC: National Research
Council, 1995).

9 National Science Education Standar@ia/ashington, DC: National Research Council, 1995).
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What Was Assessed?

The science assessment was crafted to measure the content and skills specified in the
science framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Progress. Two organizing
concepts underlie the science framework. First, scientific knowledge should be structured so as
to make factual information meaningful. The way in which knowledge is structured should be
influenced by the context in which the knowledge is being presented. Second, science
performance depends on the knowledge of facts, the ability to integrate this knowledge into
larger constructs, and the capacity to use the tools, procedures, and reasoning processes of
science to develop an increased understanding to the natural world. Thus, the framework called
for the NAEP 1996 science assessment to include the following:

» Multiple-choice questions that assess students’ knowledge of important facts
and concepts and that probe their analytical reasoning skills;

» Constructed-response questions that explore students’ abilities to explain,
integrate, apply, reason about, plan, design, evaluate, and communicate
scientific information; and

* Hands-on tasks that probe students’ abilities to use materials to make
observations, perform investigations, evaluate experimental results, and
apply problem-solving skills.

The core of the science framework is organized along two dimensions. The first
dimension divides science into three major fields: earth, physical, and life sciences. The second
dimension defines characteristic elements of knowing and doing science: conceptual
understanding, scientific investigation, and practical reasoning. Each question in the assessment
is categorized as measuring one of the elements of knowing and doing within one of the fields of
science (e.g., scientific investigation in the context of earth science). The framework also
contains two overarching domains — the nature of science and the organizing themes of science.
The nature of science encompasses the historical development of science and technology, the
habits of mind that characterize science, and the methods of inquiry and problem solving. It also
includes the nature of technology — specifically, design issues involving the application of
science to real-world problems and associated trade-offs or compromises. The themes of science
include the notions of systems and their application in the scientific disciplines, models and their
functioning in the development of scientific understanding, and patterns of change as they are
exemplified in natural phenomena. A fuller description of the framework is provided in
Appendix B.

Who Was Assessed?
School and Student Characteristics
Table I.1 provides demographic profiles of the fourth-grade students in DDESS and in
the nation’s public schools. These profiles are based on data collected from the DDESS students

8 THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

and schools participating in the 1996 national science assessment at grade 4. As described in
Appendix A, the DDESS data and the national data are drawn from separate samples.

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE I.1
CARD
1996 \ Profile of Grade 4 Students in DDESS and the Nation
State Assessment
) Public Schools
Demographic Subgroups
Percentage

RACE/ETHNICITY

DDESS White 46 (1.2)
Black 27 (1.1)
Hispanic 20 (0.9)
Asian/Pacific Islander 3 0.4)
American Indian 3 (0.6)

Nation White 67 0.7)
Black 15 0.4)
Hispanic 13 (0.6)
Asian/Pacific Islander 3 0.2)
American Indian 2 0.2)

PARENTS’ EDUCATION

DDESS Did not finish high school 1 (0.3)
Graduated from high school 12 (0.9
Some education after high school 11 (0.8)
Graduated from college 39 (1.5)
| don’t know 37 (1.1)

Nation Did not finish high school 5 0.4)
Graduated from high school 14 (0.8)
Some education after high school 8 (0.5)
Graduated from college 39 (1.6)
I don’t know 35 (1.0)

GENDER

DDESS Male 52  (1.5)
Female 48 (1.5)

Nation Male 50 0.7)
Female 50 0.7)

TITLE 1

DDESS Participated 0 (™
Did not participate 100 (**)

Nation Participated 24 (2.0
Did not participate 76 (2.0)

FREE/REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH 35 1.3)

DDESS Eligible 37 (13)
Not eligible 29 (0.8)
Information not available

Nation Eligible 39 2.2)
Not eligible 54 (2.4)
Information not available 8 (2.0)

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Schools and Students Assessed

Table 1.2 summarizes participatimlata for schools and students sampled in DDESS for
the 1996 Assessment in science at grade 4.

In DDESS, 39 schools participated in the 1996 fourth-grade science assessment. These
numbers include participating substitute schools that were selected to replace some of the
nonparticipating schools from the original sample. The weighted school participation rate after
substitution in 1996 was 100 percent, which means that the fourth-grade students in this sample
were directly representative of 100 percent of all the fourth-grade students in DDESS.

In each school, a random sample of students was selected to participate in the
assessment. In DDESS in 1996, on the basis of sample estimates, O percent of the fourth-graders
were classified as students with limited English proficiency (LEP). In addition, 10 percent of
fourth graders had an Individual Education Plan (IEP). An IEP is a plan written for a student who
has been determined to be eligible for special education. The IEP typically sets forth goals and
objectives for the student and describes a program of activities and/or related services necessary
to achieve the goals and objectives. A student with an IEP may be classified as SD (student with
disabilities).

10 For a detailed discussion of the NCES guidelines for sample participation, see Appendix A of this repd@reairtival Report of
the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Sci@heeshington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1997).

10 THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE
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REEI(\:IEI-)I-N:\:;(:::S TABLE 1.2
1996 E\ School and Student Participation in DDESS at Grade 4
State Assessment
Public Schools

SCHOOL PARTICIPATION
Weighted school participation rate before substitution 100%
Weighted school participation rate after substitution 100%
Number of schools originally sampled 39
Number of schools not eligible 0
Number of schools in original sample participating 39
Number of substitute schools provided 0
Number of substitute schools participating 0
Total number of participating schools 39
STUDENT PARTICIPATION
Weighted student participation rate after makeups 96%
Number of students selected to participate in the assessment 1404
Number of students withdrawn from the assessment 139
Percentage of students who were of Limited English Proficiency 0%
Percentage of students excluded from the assessment due to Limited

English Proficiency 0%
Percentage of students who had an Individualized Education Plan 10%
Percentage of students excluded from the assessment due to

Individualized Education Plan status 6%
Number of students to be assessed 1310
Number of students assessed 1251
Overall weighted response rate 96%

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Schools were permitted to exclude certain students from the assessment, provided that
the following criteria were met. To be excluded, a student had to be categorized as LEP or had to
have an IERnd (in either case) be judged incapable of participating in the assessment. The
intent was to assess all selected students; therefore, all selected students who were capable of
participating in the assessment should have been assessed. However, schools were allowed to
exclude those students who, in the judgment of school staff, could not meaningfully participate.
The NAEP guidelines for exclusion are intended to assure uniformity of exclusion criteria from
school to school. Note that some students classified as LEP and some students having an IEP
were deemed eligible to participate and were included in the assessment. In DDESS, no students
were excluded from the assessment because they were categorized as LEP, and those excluded
due to the specifications of their IEP represented 6 percent of the population in grade 4.

In DDESS, 1,251 fourth-grade students were assessed in 1996. The weighted student
participation rate was 96 percent. This means that the sample of fourth-grade students who took
part in the assessment was directly representative of 96 percent of the eligible DDESS student
population (that is, all students from the population represented by the participating schools,
minus those students excluded from the assessment). The overall weighted response rate (school
rate times student rate) was 96 percent This means that the sample of students who participated
in the assessment was directly representative of 96 percent of the eligible fourth-grade DDESS
population.

In accordance with standard practice in survey research, the results presented in this
report were based on calculations that incorporate adjustments for the nonparticipating schools
and students. Hence, the final results derived from the sample provide estimates of the science
performance for the full population of eligible fourth-grade students in DDESS schools.

However, in instances where nonparticipation rates are large, these nonparticipation adjustments
may not adequately compensate for the missing sample schools and students.

In order to guard against potential nonparticipation bias in published results, the National
Center for Education Statistics (NCES) has established minimum participation levels as a
condition for the publication of 1996 results. NCES also established additional guidelines
addressing four ways in which nonparticipation bias could be introduced into a jurisdiction’s
published results (see Appendix A). In 1996, DDESS met minimum participation levels at grade
4 and met all other established NCES participation guidelines.

In the analysis of student data and reporting of results, nonresponse weighting
adjustments have been made at both the school and student level, with the aim of making the
sample of participating students as representative as possible of the entire eligible fourth-grade
population. For details of the nonresponse weighting adjustment procedures, Bsghttieal
Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Stience

11 |n 1996, the State program assessed science at grade 8. DoDEA schools (DDESS and DoDDS) participated in the state program at
grade 8, but also made special arrangements to assess their grade 4 students, as reported here.
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Reporting NAEP Science Results

The NAEP Science Scale

The NAEP 1996 science assessment spans the broad field of science in each of the
grades assessed. Because of the survey nature of the assessment and the breadth of the domain,
each student participating cannot be expected to answer all the questions in the assessment since
this would impose an unreasonable burden on students and their schools. Thus, each student was
administered a portion of the assessment, and data were combined across students to report on
the achievement of fourth graders and on the achievement of subgroups of students (e.g.,
subgroups defined by gender or parental education).

Student responses to the assessment questions were analyzed to determine the percentage
of students responding correctly to each multiple-choice question and the percentage of students
achieving each of the score categories for constructed-response questions. Item response theory
(IRT) methods were used to produce scales that summarized results for each of the three fields of
science (e.g., earth, physical, and life) at each grade level. An overall composite scale also was
developed at each grade by weighting the separate field of science scales based on its relative
importance in the NAEP science framework. Results presented in this report are based on this
overall composite scale, which ranges from 0 to 300.

The use of separate grade-specific reporting scales for the science assessment is
consistent with the National Assessment Governing Board’s 1993 policy that future NAEP
assessments be developed using within-grade frameworks and that scaling be carried out within
grade. The ranges of the science scales (from 0 to 300) differ by design from the 0-to-500
reporting scales used in other NAEP subject areas and were chosen to minimize confusion with
other common test scales and to discourage inappropriate cross-grade comparisons. (Additional
details of the scaling procedures can be found in Appendix C of this report and in the
forthcomingNAEP 1996 Technical Repjrt

Science Achievement Levels

A companion report, being issued by the National Assessment Governing Board, will
present the NAEP 1996 science results in terms of achievement levels. As authorized by the
NAEP legislation and adopted by the National Assessment Governing Board, the achievement
levels are based on the Board’s judgments about what are reasonable performance expectations
for students on the NAEP 1996 science assessment. The achievement levels for the NAEP 1996
science assessment were adopted on an interim basis, indicating that they may be revised when
other information becomes available, such as the fourth and twelfth grade results from the Third
International Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS).
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Interpreting NAEP Results

This report describes science performance for fourth graders and compares the results for
various groups of students within that population — for example, those who have certain
demographic characteristics or who responded to a specific background question in a particular
way. The report examines the results for individual demographic groups and for individual
background questions. It does not include an analysis of the relationships among combinations of
these subpopulations or background questions.

Because the percentages of students in these subpopulations and their average science
scale scores are based on samples, rather than on the entire population of fourth graders in a
jurisdiction, the numbers reported are necessastimatesAs such, they are subject to a
measure of uncertainty, reflected in standard errorof the estimate. When the percentages or
average scale scores of certain groups are compared, it is essential to take the standard error into
account, rather than to rely solely on observed similarities or differences. Therefore, the
comparisons discussed in this report are basestiatistical testshat consider both the
magnitude of the difference between the means or percentages and the standard errors of those
statistics.

The statistical tests determine whether the evidence, based on the data from the groups in
thesample is strong enough to conclude that the averages or percentages are really different for
those groups in thegopulation If the evidence is strong (i.e., the difference is statistically
significant), the report describes the group averages or percentages as being different (e.g., one
group performedhigh thanor lower thananother group) — regardless of whether the sample
averages or sample percentages appear to be about the same or not. If the evidence is not
sufficiently strong (i.e., the difference is not significant), the averages or percentages are
described as being not significantly different — again, regardless of whether the sample averages
or sample percentages appear to be about the same or widely discrepant. Rather than relying on
the apparent magnitude of the difference between sample averages or percentages, the reader is
cautioned to rely on the results of the statistical tests to determine whether those sample
differences are likely to represent actual differences between the groups in the population. The
statistical tests and the Bonferroni procedure, which is used when more than two groups are
being compared, are discussed in greater detail in Appendix A.

In addition, some of the percentages reported in the text of the report are given
gualitative descriptions (e.g., relatively few, about half, almost all, etc.). The descriptive phrases
used and the rules used to select them are also described in Appendix A.
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How Is This Report Organized?

TheNAEP 1996 Science Report for DDESS at Gradgeb&aised on a computer-generated
report that describes the science performance of fourth-grade students in the DDESS and the
nation. A separate report describes additional fourth-grade science assessment results for DoDDS
and for the natioli This report consists of four sections:

» An Introduction provides background information about what was assessed,
who was sampled, and how the results are reported.

e Part One shows the distribution of science scale score results for fourth-
grade students in DDESS and the nation.

» Part Two relates fourth-grade public school students’ science scale scores to
contextual information about school characteristics, instruction, and home
support for science in DDESS schools and the nation. In addition, Chapter 5
discusses student results of the hands-on tasks.

» SeveralAppendicessupport the results discussed in the report:

Appendix A Reporting NAEP 1996 Science Results
Appendix B The NAEP 1996 Science Assessment
Appendix C  Technical Appendix

Appendix D  Teacher Preparation

Other Reports of NAEP 1996 Science Results
The following related reports may be of interest to the reader:
* Cross-State Data Compendium for the 1996 Grade 8 Science Assessment
* Technical Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Science
* NAEP 1996 Science Report Card for the Nation and the States
* The NAEP 1996 Technical Report

There are plans for several additional reports to appear in late 1997 and early 1998.
These reports will contain sample questions with examples of student work, NAEP results
related to policies and practices in schools and classrooms in the United States, and information
from the special components of the 1996 NAEP, including the advanced science assessment and
the hands-on exercises.

2 o'sullivan, C.Y., C.M. Reese, and J. MazzBAEP 1996 Science Report Card for the Nation and the StaMeshington, DC:
National Center for Education Statistics, 1997).
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PART ONE

Science Scale Score Results

The following chapters describe the average science scale scores of fourth-grade
students in DDESS. As described in the Introduction, the NAEP science scale is a composite of
the three major fields of science: earth, physical, and life. Student performance is generally
reported on this composite scale, thus reflecting average student scores across the three fields.
The composite science scale ranges from 0 to 300. Student performance may be summarized on
separate NAEP fields of science scales that also range from 0 to 300.

This part of the report has two chapters. Chapter 1 compares the overall science
performance of students in DDESS to the nation and has a table showing students’ average scale
score distributions for the three fields of science. Chapter 2 summarizes science performance for
subpopulations of public school students as defined by gender, race/ethnicity, parental education,
participation in Title | services and programs, and eligibility for the free/reduced-price lunch
component of the National School Lunch Program (NSLP).

The NAEP 1996 assessment in science is the first developed using a new framework,
described in Appendix B. The scale developed to report results from the 1996 science assessment
is a within-grade scale comprised of three fields of science scales. Appendix A describes
reporting on the scale, and Appendix C describes the construction of the scale.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE 17



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

ltem Maps

Students’ performance is summarized on the NAEP science scale, ranging from 0 to 300.
Sample questions are shown in Figure 1.1 illustrating the range of performance on the NAEP
science scale for grade 4. Each question is one that is likely to be answered correctly by a student
whose score is at or near the given percentile.

To illustrate the range of performance in more detail, questions from the assessment
were “mapped” onto a 0 to 300 scale, as in Figure 1.2. The item map is a visual representation of
the scale showing selected questions in positions corresponding to their difficulty. The item map
shows which questions a student of any patrticular ability is likely to answer correctly. The
position of the question on the scale represents a dividing line. Students who attained scores
greater than the score corresponding to the question’s difficulty are likely to answer it correctly,
while students with scores below that degree of difficulty are less likely to answer it correctly.

More specifically, students who scored below the scale score associated with a particular
guestion had less than a 65 percent probability of earning a given amount of credit on a
constructed-response question or less than a 74 percent probability of correctly answering a
multiple-choice question. A small proportion of these students — those near but below the
guestion’s position on the scale — may be more likely than not to answer the question correctly
(between 50 and 65 or 74 percent). Such students are not considered “able” to answer the
guestion, since they have not achieved sufficient consistency in their responses.

This discussion and the item map illustrations refer to fourth-grade students in the
national assessment, whose scores may not resemble those of fourth-grade students in DDESS.
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REJ('?&T"‘,‘I;‘::,S FIGURE 1.1
CARD
{ Sample Questions Likely to Be Answered Correctly by Grade 4
State Assossment Students At or Near Selected Percentiles
Percentile Question
10th Identify items that conduct electricity. (105)
25th Read the level of a liquid in a graduated cylinder. (129)
50th Infer the function of teeth from diagrams showing their structure. (152)
75th Explain the impact of fish death on an ecosystem. (173)
90th Explain why Earth never runs out of water. (192)

The value in parentheses represents the scale score attained by students who had a 65 percent probability of reachire angiven |

a constructed-response question (above, in italic type) or a 74 percent probability of correctly answering a 4-optionhoigkiple
question (above, in regular type).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE 19



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

Figure 1.2 is an item map for grad&*4Multiple-choice questions are shown in regular
type; constructed-response questions are in italic'fypr.example of how to interpret the item
map may be helpful. In this figure, a multiple-choice question involving interpreting a graph
maps at the 137 point on the scale. This means that fourth-grade students with science scale
scores at or above 137 are likely to answer this question correctly — that is, they have at least a
74 percent chance of doing Sdut slightly differently, this question is answered correctly by at
least 74 of every 100 students scoring at or above the 137 scale-score level. Note that this does
not mean that students at or above the 137 scale score always answer the question correctly or
that students below the 137 scale score always answer it incorrectly.

As another example, consider the constructed-response question that maps at a scale
score of 192. This question concerns the supply of water on Earth. Scoring of responses to this
guestion allows for partial credit by using a three-level scoring guide. Mapping a question at the
192 scale score indicates that at least 65 percent of the students performing at or above this point
achieved a score of 3 (“Complete”) on the question. Among students with lower scores, fewer
than 65 percent gave complete responses to the question.

13 Details on the procedures used to develop the item map are provided in the fortHdaBmMd 996 Technical Repofthe
procedures are similar to those used in past NAEP assessments.

14 The placement of constructed-response questions is based on (1) the “mapping” of a score of 3 on a 3-point scorinfaytide for s
constructed-response questions and (2) the “mapping” of a score of at least 3 on a 4-point scoring guide and a scorea@f at leas
a 5-point scoring guide for extended constructed-response questions.

15 For constructed-response questions, a criterion of 65 percent was used. For multiple-choice questions, the criteriolevds 74 pe
The use of a higher criterion for multiple-choice questions reflected the students’ ability to “guess” the correct ansameorfigpm
the alternatives.
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REFORT [caepl] FIGURE 1.2 — GRADE 4

CARD
1006 %‘\’ Map of Selected Questions on the NAEP Science Scale
State Assessment for Grade 4

NAEP Scale

S

<« (209) Read temperature on thermometer

Evaluate methods of garbage disposal (213) »

Explain what can be learned from fossils (205) »
<« (201) Identify location of Atlantic and Pacific Oceans

Explain why Earth never runs out of water (192) » | o

(90th percentile)

<« (189) Infer how seeds are dispersed from structure

Identify pattern of ripples (185) »

Understand how reflectors work (181) »
<« (177) Understand impact on life cycle if larva eaten

Exlain impac of fsh death on ecosystem (173) » |— 178 — <« (175) Explain what causes candle to burn in open jar
(75th percentile) . . . .
<« (171) Know how long it takes for Earth to spin once around its axis

Identify organism that produces its own food (164) »- <« (164) Explain marker choice for young child
< (161) Understand cause of window rattle during thunderstorm

Understand what makes the Moon visible from Earth (158) »

— 153
(50th percentile)

<« (153) Recognize energy source needed for evaporation

Infer function of teeth from structure (152) »
<« (150) Know location of daylight on diagram

Understand how fish obain oxygen (140) » <« (142) Explain why it is warmer during the day than af night

Know that water covers most of Earth's surface (137) »
<« (135) Classify seeds with similar physical characteristics

Understand information needed to identify rock (132) »

—— 130 ——| 4 (129) Read liquid level in graduated cylinder
Explain why stars look smaller than the Sun (127) » |(25th per ¥ g y

(ircle youngest fadpoles (119) » <« (117) Recognize graph that corresponds to data

Recognize cause of radio malfunction (114) »
<« (112) Infer from information in weather table when to wear light clothing

Identify items that conduct electricity (105) » (—— 105
A uctelecticl (105) (10th percentile)| <t (100) Describe observations of chemical reaction

Identify instrument used to observe stars (94) »

.S

NOTE: Position of questions is approximate and an appropriate scale range is displayed for grade 4.
Italic type indicates a constructed-response question. Regular type denotes a multiple-choice question.

(78) Recognize correct life cycle

Each grade 4 science question was mapped onto the NAEP 0-t0-300 science scale. The position of the question on the scale
represents the scale score attained by students who had a 65 percent probability of reaching a given score level cgda construct
response question or a 74 percent probability of correctly answering a 4-option multiple-choice question. Only seleatsdcageiestio
presented. Percentiles of scale score distribution are referenced on the map.

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

22

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

CHAPTER 1

Science Scale Score Results for Fourth-Grade
Students

To remain competitive in the global economy, a technologically and scientifically literate
citizenry is required. As a result, reform in science and mathematics education in the United
States has gained increasing attention. The 1983 publicatiation At Risk: The Imperative
for Educational Reforngalled for overall reform of the United States education system, with
heavy emphasis placed on mathematics and scierniee National Goals Panel was convened
in 1989 to further focus attention on education reform. In 1991 the National Science
Foundation’s Statewide Systemic Initiative began awarding grants to support state reform in K-
12 mathematics and science instructiomuring the 1990s many states have been developing
standards for science curriculum, teaching, and assessment using guidance from reform efforts
such as the American Association for the Advancement of ScidPigéct 2061 the National
Science Teachers Associatiossope, Sequence and Coordination of High School Sciande
the recently published National Research Counbifiional Science Education StandartisA
reaffirmation of the United States’ goal for world-class standards in education was made at the
1996 Governors’ Summit in Palisades, NJ. These efforts all address ways to produce innovative
science curricula aimed at improving national scientific literacy. As a means of informing the
progress of such reform, the U.S. Department of Education supports programs geared toward
assessing the current level of science knowledge and skills including the Third International
Mathematics and Science Study (TIMS$administered in 1995, and the 1996 National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) in science.

The NAEP 1996 state science assessment at grade 8 was the first time science had been
assessed at the state level. It continued the state-level component begun in 1990 with the NAEP
Trial State Assessment (TSA). The NAEP 1996 assessment in science had 47 participating

16 A Nation at Risk: The Imperative for Educational Refofiashington, DC: National Commission on Excellence in Education,
1983).

17 Statewide Systemic InitiativBVashington, DC: National Science Foundation, 1990).

18 Science for All Americans: A Project 2061 Report on Literacy Goals in Science, Mathematics and TecfWakitggton, DC:
American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1988jpe, Sequence and Coordination of High School Science.
(Washington, DC: National Science Teachers Association, 198&fpnal Science Education Standard§Vashington, DC:
National Research Council, 1996).

19 The Third International Mathematics and Science Study was conducted in 1994 in the southern hemisphere and in 1995 in the
northern hemisphere.
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jurisdictions?® making it the largest NAEP state assessment so far. Results were reported for 46
of the 47 participating jurisdictions. The DoDEA schools participated in the science assessment
at grade 8, and also made special arrangements for participation in the assessment at grade 4,
although only the national program assessed students at that level.

The science framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Progesss
developed through a consensus process involving educators, policy makers, business people,
assessment experts, and curriculum specialists. The 1996 NAEP science assessment included
multiple-choice questions, constructed-response exercises, and (for the first time) hands-on tasks.
Because the 1996 assessment was based on an essentially new framework, it is not possible to
compare results from the 1996 assessment with those from the previous NAEP science
assessment in 1990.

Table 1.1 shows the distribution of science scale scores for fourth-grade students
attending DDESS schools and public schools in the nation.

» The average science scale score in DDESS was 154. This average was
higher than that for the nation (148).

THE NATION'S
REPORT TABLE 1.1
CARD |
=X
1006 o ,
Stale Assosamant Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Students.
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
DDESS 154 (0.9) 116 (3.0) 134 (1.6) 155 (1.5) 175 (1.1) 190 (1.9)
Nation 148 (0.9) 103 (1.3) 127 (1.8) 151 (1.2) 172 (0.9) 188 (1.4)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

20 Jurisdictionrefers to states, territories, the District of Columbia, and the Department of Defense Education Activities (DoDEA)
domestic and overseas schools.

2L Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Profidashington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1995).

2 Differences reported as significant are statistically different at the 95 percent confidence level. This means that wint95 pe
confidence there is a real difference in the average science scale score between the two populations of interest.
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Performance in the NAEP Fields of Science Content Areas

The core of the science framework is organized along two dimensions. The first divides
science into three major fields: earth, physical, and life. The second dimension defines
characteristic elements of knowing and doing science: conceptual understanding, scientific
investigation, and practical reasoning. Each question is categorized as measuring one of the
elements of knowing and doing within one of the fields of science.

Table 1.2 shows the distribution of scale scores for each of the three fields of science for
DDESS and the nation. Appendix B describes the three fields of science in more detail, and
Appendix C contains a discussion of the scaling procedures used to develop the three fields of
science scales and the composite NAEP science scale.

» The performance of students in DDESS was higher than that of students
nationwide in the fields of earth science, physical science, and life science
described in the framework for the assessment.

THE NATION’S

TABLE 1.2
LA e
1996 % Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Students by
State Assessment

Fields of Science

Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
Earth Science
DDESS 153 (1.0) 111 (2.4) 133 (2.0) 155 (1.2) 176 (1.9) 193 (2.1)
Nation 148 (1.0) 101 (1.7) 127 (1.4) 151 (1.0) 173 (1.0) 191 (1.8)
Physical Science
DDESS 154 (1.3) 108 (2.1) 132 (2.7) 156 (1.6) 178 (1.4) 196 (3.2)
Nation 148 (1.1) 101 (2.0) 125 (1.9) 150 (1.5) 172 (1.2) 191 (1.5)
Life Science
DDESS 154 (1.0) 113 (2.2) 133 (2.1) 156 (1.5) 176 (1.9) 193 (2.1)
Nation 148 (1.0) 101 (2.2) 126 (1.5) 151 (1.1) 173 (1.0) 192 (1.7)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can x@skid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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CHAPTER 2

Science Scale Score Results for Fourth-Grade
Students by Subpopulations

The previous chapter provided a view of the overall science performance of fourth-grade
students in DDESS and the nation. It is also important to examine the average performance of
subgroups since past NAEP assessments in science, as well as in other academic subjects, have
shown substantial differences among groups defined by gender, racial/ethnic background,
parental education, and other demographic charactefistiskey contribution of NAEP to the
ongoing conversations concerning education reform is the ability to monitor the performance of
subgroups of students in academic achievement.

The NAEP 1996 state assessment in science provides performance information for
subgroups of fourth graders in DDESS and the nation. In addition to the more typical
demographic subgroups defined by gender, race/ethnicity and parental education, the 1996
assessment also collected information on two federally funded programs — student participation
in Title | programs and services, and student eligibility for the free or reduced-price component
of the National School Lunch Program (NSLP).

A description of the subgroups and how they are defined is presented in Appendix A.

The reader is cautioned against making simple or causal inferences related to the performance of
various subgroups of students or about the effectiveness of the NSLP or Title | programs,
because average performance differences between two groups of students may be due in part to
socioeconomic or other factors. For example, differences observed among racial/ethnic
subgroups are almost certainly associated with a broad range of socioeconomic and educational
factors not discussed in this report and possibly not addressed by the NAEP assessment
program’* Similarly, differences in performance between students participating in Title |

programs and students who are not does not account for the initial performance level of the
students prior to placement in Title | programs or differences in course content and emphasis
between the two groups.

2 Jones, L.R., 1.V.S. Mullis, S.A. Raizen, |.R. Weiss, and E.A. WeStom 1990 Science Report Card: NAEP's Assessment of
Fourth, Eighth, and Twelfth Grader@Vashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1992); Campbell, J.R., C.M.
Reese, C. O'Sullivan, and J.A. Doss®AEP 1994 Trends in Academic Progre@&ashington, DC: National Center for
Education Statistics, 1996).

% Investigating data from other sources may prove helpful; for example:

U.S. Department of Educatiochools and Staffing in the United States: A Statistical Profile, 199@A@&hington, DC:
National Center for Education Statistics, 1996). URL: http://www.ed.gov/NCES/surveys/sass.html.
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Gender

Previous NAEP results for science have shown a significant difference in the average
scale scores of male and female eighth graders, with males consistently having higher scale
scores® As shown in Table 2.1, the NAEP 1996 state science assessment results for fourth
graders in DDESS are not consistent with those general findings for the older students.

* The average science scale score of males (153) did not differ significantly
from that of females (154) in DDESS. However, both male and female
students in DDESS had higher average scores than their counterparts for the
nation (149 for males and 148 for females).

THE NATION’S
REPORT TABLE 2.1
CARD naep
O . . . . .
1996 % Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Public School
State Assessment
Students by Gender
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
Male
DDESS 153 (1.6) 115 (3.0) 135 (1.5) 155 (1.5) 174 (1.2) 188 (2.7)
Nation 149 (1.0) 103 (1.2) 127 (1.9) 152 (1.4) 173 (0.9) 190 (1.4)
Female
DDESS 154 (1.3) 117 (2.3) 134 (3.3) 155 (3.8) 176 (4.8) 192 (2.1)
Nation 148 (1.0) 103 (1.7) 128 (1.8) 150 (1.4) 170 (1.5) 187 (1.7)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

Race/Ethnicity

As part of the background questions administered with the NAEP 1996 science
assessment, students were asked to identify the racial/ethnic subgroup that best describes them.
The five mutually exclusive categories were White, Black, Hispanic, Asian or Pacific Islander,
and American Indian or Alaskan Native.

Findings from previous NAEP science assessments have shown that racial/ethnic
differences exist in science performafitedowever, when interpreting differences in subgroup
performance, confounding factors related to socioeconomic status, home environment, and

% Campbell, J.R., K. E. Voelkl, and P. L. DonahNAEP 1996 Trends in Academic Progre@¥ashington, DC: National Center
for Education Statistics, 1997); Jones, L.R., 1.V.S. Mullis, S.A. Raizen, |.R. Weiss, and E.A. Westdi®90 Science Report
Card: NAEP’s Assessment of Fourth, Eighth, and Twelfth Gra@&fashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics,
1992).

% |bid.
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educational opportunities available to students need to be consifieFad.distribution of
fourth-grade science scale scores for DDESS and the nation by race/ethnicity are shown in Table
2.27%

* White students in DDESS demonstrated an average science scale score
(164)that was higher than that of Black (143) or Hispanic (144) DDESS

students.
THE NATION’S
S TABLE 2.2
1996 % Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Public School
State Assessment Students by Race/Ethnicity
Average Scale 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
White
DDESS 164 (1.1) 129 (3.6) 148 (1.9) 166 (1.6) 182 (1.5) 197 (1.9)
Nation 158 (1.0) 121 (1.7) 140 (1.6) 159 (0.8) 178 (1.0) 193 (1.2)
Black
DDESS 143 (1.6) 110 (3.9) 126 (3.7) 144 (2.0) 163 (0.8) 178 (3.3)
Nation 123 (1.9) 81 (2.6) 101 (1.7) 124 (2.5) 145 (2.1) 163 (2.1)
Hispanic
gDESS 144 (2.4) 103 (4.8) 125 (5.2) 145 (4.2) 164 (1.2) 181 (2.2)
Nation 126 (1.7) 82 (3.6) 104 (2.5) 129 (1.6) 150 (1.6) 167 (2.5)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
The Asian/Pacific Islander Students (3%) and the American Indian Students (3%) were of insufficient sample size to fieemit relia
estimates of scores or standard errors.

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

27 McKenzie, F.D. “Educational Strategies for the 1990sTlie State of Black America 199New York, NY: National Urban
League, 1991).
28 Results are reported for racial/ethnic subgroups meeting established sample size requirements (see Appendix A).
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Students’ Reports of Parents’ Highest Education Level

Students were asked to indicate the level of education completed by each parent. Four
levels of education were identified: did not finish high school, graduated from high school, some
education after high school, and graduated from college. A choice of “| don’t know” was also
available. For this analysis the highest education level reported for either parent was used.

In general, results show that with each increment in reported parental education, student
performance increases significantly. In reviewing these results, it is important to note that,
nationally, approximately 10 percent of fourth graders did not know the level of education that
either of their parents had completed. For public school students in DDESS, this percentage was
8 percent. Despite the fact that some research has questioned the accuracy of student-reported
data from similar groups of studeftpast NAEP assessments in science, as well as other
subject areas, have found that student-reported level of parental education exhibits a consistently
positive relationship with student performance on the assessthebther research has
corroborated NAEP finding¥.

Table 2.3 shows the results for fourth-grade public school students reporting that neither
parent graduated from high school, at least one parent graduated from high school, at least one
parent had received some education after high school, at least one parent graduated from college,
or that they did not know their parents’ highest education level. The following pertains to those
students who reported knowing the educational level of one or both parents.

» The average science scale score of students in DDESS who reported that at
least one parent graduated from high school (145) was significantly lower
than that of students who reported that at least one parent had some
education after high school (156), or that at least one parent graduated from
college (160).

29 ooker, E.D. “Accuracy of Proxy Reports of Parental Status CharacteristiGgtinlogy of Educatiqré2(4), pp. 257-276, 1989.

%0 Jones, L.R., I.V.S. Mullis, S.A. Raizen, |.R. Weiss, and E.A. WeStom 1990 Science Report Card: NAEP's Assessment of
Fourth, Eighth, and Twelfth Grader@Vashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1992); Campbell, J.R., P.L.
Donahue, C.M. Reese, and G.W. PhilliN®EP 1994 Reading Report Card for the Nation and the S{at&shington, DC:
National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Reese, C. M., K. E. Miller, J. Mazzeo, and J. A. Na&fRe1.996 Mathematics
Report Card for the Nation and the Stat@¥ashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1997).

31 National Education Longitudinal Studyiational Education Longitudinal Study of 1988: Base Year Student S(Washington,
DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1995).
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THE NATION’S TABLE 2.3
REPORT
CARD naep
1996 %’ Distribution of Science Scale Scores by Grade 4 Public School
State Assessment Students’ Reports of Parents’ Highest Education Level
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
Did not finish HS
DDESS *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( *'k**) *kk ( ****)
Nation 135 (2.2) 91 (3.2) 115 (3.4) 139 (3.0) 158 (2.8) 172 (3.7)
Graduated from HS
DDESS 145 (2.4) 108 (10.5) 126 (3.1) 148 (3.4) 165 (3.5) 178 (8.2)
Nation 144 (1.6) 100 (2.9) 125 (1.5) 148 (2.7) 167 (1.3) 184 (2.1)
Some education after HS
DDESS 156 (3.3) 120 (6.0) 135 (3.3) 158 (5.3) 177 (4.6) 194 (9.6)
Nation 154 (1.8) 110 (2.8) 136 (5.0) 157 (1.6) 176 (2.7) 192 (1.7)
Graduated from college
DDESS 160 (1.7) 122 (5.1) 142 (2.9) 162 (2.2) 181 (1.7) 196 (2.9)
Nation 155 (1.3) 109 (3.4) 134 (1.9) 159 (1.4) 179 (1.2) 195 (2.3)
| don’t know
DDESS 149 (1.6) 113 (3.6) 131 (1.5) 151 (2.1) 170 (1.6) 185 (3.1)
Nation 142 (1.2) 100 (2.5) 122 (1.4) 145 (1.7) 164 (1.3) 182 (2.9)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can s®shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Title | Participation

The Improving America’s Schools Act of 1994 (P.L. 103-382) reauthorized the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA). Title | Part A of the ESEA provides
financial assistance to local educational agencies to meet the educational needs of children who
are failing or most at risk of failing. Title | programs are designed to help disadvantaged
students meet challenging academic performance standards. Through Title I, schools are assisted
in improving teaching and learning and in providing students with opportunities to acquire
knowledge and skills outlined in their states’ content and performance standards. For high
poverty Title | schools, all children in the school may benefit through participation in schoolwide
programs. Title | funding supports state and local education reform efforts and promotes
coordination of resources to improve education for all students.

NAEP first collected student-level information on participation in Title | programs in
1994. The NAEP program will continue to monitor the performance of Title | program
participants in future assessments. The Title | information collected by NAEP refers to current
participation in Title | services. Students who participated in such services in the past but do not
currently receive services are not identified as Title | participants. Differences between students
who receive Title | services and those who do not should not be viewed as an evaluation of Title
| programs. Typically, Title | services are intended for students who score poorly on assessments.
To properly evaluate Title | programs, the performance of students participating in such
programs must be monitored over time and their progress must be adSessed.

Table 2.4 presents results for fourth-grade students by Title | participation.

e The average scale score of DDESS students who were not receiving Title |
services (154) was not significantly different from the national average
(155).

32 U.S. Department of Education, Office of Elementary and Secondary Compensatory Education Pirograriag Basic
Programs Operated by Local Education Agencfégashington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, 1996).

33 For a study of mathematics performance of Title | students in 1991-1992, see U.S. Department of EBR@SSECTS: The
Congressionally Mandated Study of Educational Growth and Opportunity, Interim Report: Language, Minority and Limited
English Proficient StudentéWashington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, 1995).

32 THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

THE NATION’S TABLE 2.4
REPORT
cArD NP
1006 %’ Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 Students by
State Assessment Title 1 Participation
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
Participating
DDESS *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****) *kk ( ****)
Nation 126 (2.0) 84 (2.4) 104 (1.9) 127 (2.9) 148 (1.8) 165 (3.5)
Not participating
DDESS 154 (0.9) 116 (2.8) 134 (1.5) 155 (1.4) 175 (1.1) 190 (1.9)
Nation 155 (1.2) 115 (2.2) 137 (1.8) 158 (1.4) 177 (1.0) 192 (1.3)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a
95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Free/Reduced-Price Lunch Program Eligibility

The free/reduced-price lunch component of the National School Lunch Program (NSLP),
offered through the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), is designed to ensure that children
near or below the poverty line receive nourishing méaBligibility for free or reduced prices
for the meals is determined through the USDA'’s Income Eligibility Guidelines; it is included in
this report as an indicator of poverty. The program is available to public schools, nonprofit
private schools, and residential child care institutions.

NAEP first collected information on student-level eligibility for the federally funded
NSLP in 1996. The NAEP program will continue to monitor the performance of these students in
future assessments.

Table 2.5 shows the results for fourth graders based on their participation in this
program.

» The average science scale score of students in DDESS who were eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch (150) was higher than that of students
nationwide (132). The average scale score of DDESS students who were not
eligible for this service (160) was not significantly different from the
national average (158).

* In DDESS, the average scale score of students who were eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch (150) was lower than that of students who were not
eligible (160). In the nation, eligible students also scored lower (132) than
those who were not eligible (158).

34U.S. General Services Administratid®atalog of Federal Domestic Assistan@&ashington, DC: Executive Office of the
President, Office of Management and Budget, 1995).
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THE NATION'S TABLE 2.5
REPORT
caRD |NEP
B = Distribution of Science Scale Scores for Grade 4 School Student
State Assessment by Free/Reduced-Price Lunch Eligibility
Average 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th
Scale Score Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
Eligible
DDESS 150 (1.5) 115 (3.8) 132 (3.2) 151 (2.0) 168 (2.0) 184 (2.7)
Nation 132 (1.3) 88 (2.5) 110 (2.0) 134 (1.5) 156 (1.2) 174 (1.4)
Not eligible
DDESS 160 (1.2) 122 (5.3) 142 (2.2) 162 (2.0) 180 (1.6) 195 (4.0)
Nation 158 (1.0) 121 (2.1) 140 (2.0) 160 (1.3) 178 (1.3) 193 (1.2)
Information not available
DDESS 151 (1.9) 110 (6.3) 130 (1.6) 152 (2.1) 173 (2.9) 189 (4.2)
Nation 156 (6.0) 108 (10.5) 135 (6.3) 159 (5.3) 182 (7.4) 199 (3.9)

SOURCE:
Assessment.
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The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ls®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
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PART TWO

Finding a Context for Understanding Students’
Science Performance

The science performance of public school students in DDESS often can be better
understood when viewed in the context of the environment in which the students are learning.
This educational environment is largely determined by school characteristics, by characteristics
of science instruction in the school, by home support for academics and other home influences,
and by the students’ own views about science. NAEP gathers information about this environment
by means of the questionnaires administered to principals, teachers, and students.

Because NAEP is administered to a sample of students that is representative of the
fourth-grade student population in the DDESS schools, NAEP results provide a view of the
educational practices in DDESS that are useful for improving instruction and setting policy.
However, despite the richness of the NAEP results, it is very important to note that NAEP data
cannot establish a cause-and-effect relationship between educational environment and student
scores on the NAEP science assessment.

The variables contained in Part Two are from the school characteristics and policies
guestionnaire, teacher questionnaires, and student background questionnaires. Part Two consists
of four chapters: Chapter 3 discusses school characteristics related to science inStruction;
Chapter 4 describes classroom practices related to science instruction, including curriculum,
instructional emphasis, coursework, and computer use; Chapter 5 describes portions of a hands-
on task and explores student exposure to these experiences; and Chapter 6 covers some potential
influences from the home and from the students’ own views about science.

To provide additional information, the bullets below sometimes contain results from one
or more categories (i.e., from collapsed categories). When this is the case, the summed numbers
reported in the bullets may be slightly different from the sums of the rounded numbers presented
for each of the categories in the tables.

35 Information on teacher preparation is included in Appendix E of this report.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE 37



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

38

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

CHAPTER 3

School Science Education Policies and Practices

School programs and conditions, instructional practices, and resource availability vary
from state to state and even among schools within a locality. The information in this chapter is
intended to give insight into those policies or practices that are associated with students’ success
in science.

The variables reported here reflect information from the questionnaires completed by
principals and teachers of the public school students in the NAEP 1996 science assessment. In all
cases, analyses are done at the student level. School and teacher-reported results are given in
terms of the percentage of students who attend schools or who have teachers reporting particular
practices”

36 Appendix A provides more details on the units of analysis used to derive the results presented in this report.
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Emphasis on Science in the School

In the school characteristics and policies questionnaire, principals or other head
administrators were asked several questions relating to the priority placed on science within their
schools. Tables 3.1 and 3.2 present their responses.

» The percentage of fourth-grade students in DDESS attending schools that
reported science was a priority (42 percent) was not different from the
national percentage (42 percent). The average scale score for DDESS
students in these schools (156) was significantly higher than that of students
in schools nationwide reporting that science was a priority (146).

» The percentage of fourth-grade students who attended DDESS schools that
reported having a district or state science curriculum that the school was
expected to follow (87 percent) was not significantly different from the
national percentage (92 percent).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 3.1
CARD
1996 \ Schools’ Reports on Science as a Priority at Grade 4
State Assessment
Percentage and Average Scale Score
DDESS Nation
Is this a school with a special focus on science? 4 (0.1) 4 (1.3)
Yes Hik (koK) 153 (8.3)
Has your school identified science as a priority
in the last two years? 42 (0.8) 42 (4.7)
Yes 156 (1.7) 146 (1.9)
58 (0.8) 58 (4.7)
No 154 (1.3) 150 (1.3)
Does your district or state have a curriculum in 87 (0.5) 92 (2.3)
science that your school is expected to follow? 154 (1.1) 149 (0.9)
Yes

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can s@skid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Principals were also asked how often students received science instruction. Schools
using block scheduling (i.e., extended periods of instruction on fewer days) were not separately
identified. Consequently, students in schools with block scheduling who received science
instruction two or three times weekly may receive as nmawysof instruction as students under
traditional scheduling who receive instruction every day. Table 3.2 shows the following:

* The percentage of fourth-grade students in DDESS who attended schools
that reported having instruction in science every day (68 percent) was higher
than that of students across the nation (47 percent).

* The average scale score for DDESS students receiving science instruction
every day (156) was higher than that of students nationwide receiving this
much instruction (149).

THE NATION’S
TABLE 3.2
) oo

{ . . . .
1996 E\ Schools’ Reports on Time Spent in Science Instruction at Grade 4
State Assessment

How often does a typical fourth-grade student in your school receive Percentage and Average Scale Score
instruction in science?
DDESS Nation
Twice a week or less/Not taught 7 (0.3) 14 (3.3)
*kk ( ****) 145 ( 3'3)
Three or four times a week 25 (0.5) 39 (4.4)
157 (2.1) 148 (2.4)
Every day 68 (0.6) 47 (4.2)
156 (1.3) 149 (2.3)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lx@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

Resource Availability to Teachers

Resources available to teachers and schools vary. Past surveys have shown that teachers’
perceptions of the availability of resources (e.g., materials, staff, and time) are variable across the
country>” Previous NAEP assessments in other subject areas have shown an overall positive
relationship in most states between teachers’ reports of resource availability and their students’
performance®

37 U.S. Department of Educatio&chools and Staffing in the United States: A Statistical Profile, 1998@dshington, DC:
National Center for Education Statistics, 1996).

38 For example, see Miller, K.E., J.E. Nelson, and M. Nai€twss-State Data Compendium for the NAEP 1994 Grade 4 Reading
Assessmen{Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1995); National Center for Education Sttiggesy-
State Background Questionnaire Data Appendix: NAEP 1992 Mathematics Assessment, Grade§\Wemmihgton, DC: Office
of Educational Research and Improvement, 1994).
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Availability of Instructional Materials

Teachers often see the lack of resources and materials as a key problem for science
instruction. In 1993 a national survey of elementary and secondary school educators reported that
deficiencies related to instructional resources were the most serious problems for science
instruction in their schoof$. In that survey, schools reported spending a total of $0.51 per
elementary student per year and $0.88 per middle grade student per year on science supplies, and
$50 per year on science software (the average price for one piece of software is $100).

Teachers whose students participated in the NAEP 1996 science assessment were asked
to categorize how well their school systems provided them with the classroom instructional
materials they needed. The results are shown in Table 3.3.

* The percentage of students whose teachers reported receiving all of the
resources they needed in DDESS (18 percent) was higher than that of
students across the nation (10 percent).

» The average science scale score of students in DDESS whose teachers
reported receiving all the resources they needed (159) was higher than
that of the corresponding students in the nation (145).

THE NATION'S
TABLE 3.3

REPORT
CARD [F

1996 g‘\ Teachers’ Reports on Resource Availability at Grade 4

State Assessment

Which of the following statements is true about how well your schoo / Percentage and Average Scale Score
system provides you with the instructional materials and other
resources you need to teach your class? DDESS Nation
| get some or none of the resources | need. 13 (0.9) 41 (3.1)
150 (1.8) 147 (1.6)
| get most of the resources | need. 69 (1.4) 49 (3.1)
154 (1.3) 152 (1.3)
I get all the resources | need. 18 (1.1) 10 (1.7)
159 (1.4) 145 (2.7)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

39 Weiss, I.RA Profile of Science and Mathematics Education in the United States: ((&&pel Hill, NC: Horizon Research, Inc.,
1994).
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Availability of Curriculum Specialist in the School

Table 3.4 shows the percentages and average scale scores of fourth-grade students in
public school whose teachers indicated they had a curriculum specialist available to help or
advise them in science.

* In DDESS, about half of the students were taught by teachers who reported
having a curriculum specialist available to help or advise them in science (52
percent). This figure did not differ significantly from that of students across
the nation (47 percent).

THE NATION'S
TABLE 3.4

REPORT
CARD [oF

6 g‘\ Teachers’ Reports on Curriculum Specialists at Grade 4

199
State Assessment

Is there a curriculum specialist available to help or advise you in Percentage and Average Scale Score
science?
DDESS Nation
Yes 52 (1.4) 47 (3.6)
153 (1.4) 147 (1.5)
No 48 (1.4) 53 (3.6)
156 (1.4) 152 (1.6)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Parents as Classroom Aides

When school personnel and parents develop a positive line of communication, they
strengthen the learning environment for the students both at school and at home. One of the most
frequent reasons cited by school personnel for contacting parents is to request parent volunteer
time at schoof® The principals of the participating public schools were asked if parents were
used as classroom aides. As shown in Table 3.5, principals for fourth graders reported the
following.

* More than half of the students in DDESS (59 percent) were in schools that
reported using parents as aides in classrooms routinely. In contrast, parents
were not used as classroom aides for 6 percent of students in DDESS,
according to school reports.

THE NATION’S
REPORT TABLE 3.5
CARD naep
U . .
1996 E\ Schools’ Reports on Parents as Aides in Classrooms at Grade 4
State Assessment
Percentage and Average Scale Score
Does your school use parents as aides in classrooms?
DDESS Nation
No 6 (0.5) 12 (2.7)
*kk ( ****) 144 ( 42)
Yes, occasionally 35 (0.8) 46 (4.1)
155 (1.5) 148 (2.0)
Yes, routinely 59 (0.8) 42 (3.9)
154 (1.5) 150 (1.9)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

40 U.s. Department of Educatiofthe Condition of Education 199%Washington, DC: National Center of Education Statistics,
1995).
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Student Absenteeism

School principals were asked if student absenteeism was a serious, moderate, minor
problem, or not a problem. Table 3.6 shows results for fourth graders based on principals’
reports.

* The percentage of students attending DDESS schools that reported that
absenteeism was a moderate to serious problem (2 percent) was lower than
that of students across the nation (15 percent).

THE NATION’S TABLE 3.6

REPORT
CARD naep

1996 E\' Schools’ Reports on Student Absenteeism at Grade 4

State Assessment

) ) ) Percentage and Average Scale Score
To what degree is student absenteeism a problem in your school?
DDESS Nation
Not a problem 44 (0.9) 40 (4.1)
150 (1.6) 154 (2.3)
Minor 54 (0.9) 45 (4.3)
158 (1.4) 148 (2.0)
Moderate to serious 2 (0.3) 15 (2.4)
ok () 136 (3.0)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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CHAPTER 4

Science Classroom Practices

Science education in the nation’s schools has received considerable attention at the
national, state, district, school, and classroom levels. In recent years, a number of national and
international programs have measured student performance in science. The latest national trend
report indicates that fourth graders have shown significant improvement compared b 2970.
recent international study, the Third International Mathematics and Science Study (TIMSS),
demonstrated that fourth-grade students’ performance in the United States was above the
international average compared to 26 counffissidents in only one country performed
significantly higher.

Using guidance from such programs as the Statewide Systemic Initi@ir@ect
Scope, Sequence, and CoordinafibBenchmarks for Science Literatyand theNational
Science Education Standartfsmany states are currently involved in evaluating their existing
standards and developing new frameworks and criteria for science instruction in their state.
TIMSS has also pointed out some differences between classroom practices in the United States
and in the other participating nations that may guide development of more effective science
instruction?’

This chapter focuses on curricular and instructional content issues in DDESS public
schools and their relationship to students’ science performance. For some of the issues discussed
here, student- and teacher-reported results for similar questions are presented. In these situations,
some discrepancies may exist between student- and teacher-reported percentages. It is not
possible to offer conclusive reasons for these discrepancies or to determine which reports more
accurately reflect fourth-grade classroom activities. The results presented give students’ and
teachers’ impressions of the science classroom.

41 Campbell, J.R., K. E. Voelkl, and P. L. DonahN&EP 1996 Trends in Academic Progre@ashington, DC: National Center
for Education Statistics, 1997).

2 National Center for Education Statistid®ursuing Excellence: A Study of U. S. Fourth-Grade Mathematics and Science
Achievement in International Conte@tVashington, DC: United States Government Printing Office, 1997).

43 National Science Foundation, 1990 Statewide Systemic Initiative, provided grants to further research and initiativeg in scienc
reform.

4 Scope, Sequence and Coordination of Secondary School Séiehde The Content Core: A Guide for Curriculum Developers
(Washington, DC: National Science Teachers Association, 1992).

45 American Association for the Advancement of Sciemanchmarks for Science LiteradqiNew York: Oxford University Press,
1993).

46 National Research Coundiational Science Education Standar@i#/ashington, DC: National Academy Press, 1996).

47 Martin, M. O., 1.V.S. Mullis, A.E. Beaton, E.J. Gonzalez, T.A. Smith, and D.L. K8lijence Achievement in the Primary School
Years: IEA’s Third International Mathematics and Science S{ldston: TIMSS International Study Center, 1997).
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Curriculum Coverage

The NAEP 1996 science assessment examines three fields of science: earth, physical,

and life. Fourth-grade public school teachers were asked how much time was spent on the three
traditional fields of science in their classes and the results are presented in Table 4.1.

48

In DDESS the percentage of fourth-grade public school students whose
teachers reported spending a lot of time on earth science (32 percent) was
significantly higher than that in the nation (18 percent). Students in DDESS
classrooms where a lot of time was spent on earth science had an average
scale score (155) that was not significantly different from that of students
nationwide (148).

The percentage of DDESS students whose teachers reported spending a lot
of time on physical science (30 percent) was higher than the percentage
nationwide (16 percent). The average science scale score in classrooms
where physical sciences was covered a lot in DDESS (153) was hot
significantly different from the performance of students nationwide (152).

The percentage of fourth-grade DDESS students whose teachers reported
spending a lot of time on life science (40 percent) was significantly higher
than the percentage nationwide (28 percent). The average scale score for
students in these classrooms (156) was significantly higher than the average
scale score across the nation (148).

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.1
CARD
{ . .
1996 g\ Teachers’ Reports on Science Curriculum Coverage at Grade 4
State Assessment
How much time do you spend on each of the following areas of Percentage and Average Scale Score
science in this class?
DDESS Nation
Earth science None 1 (01) 1 (0.3)
*kk ( ****) *kk ( ****)
A little 3 (0.4) 5 (1.1)
Kkk (****) 150 (43)
Some 63 (1.1) 77 (2.7)
154 (1.1) 149 (1.1)
Alot 32 (1.0) 18 (2.4)
155 (1.8) 148 (2.9)
Physical science None 1 (01) 2 (0.6)
*kk ( ****) 137 ( 74)
A little 7 (0.4) 9 (17)
153 (4.1) 144 (3.8)
Some 61 (1.2) 73 (2.8)
155 (1.1) 149 (1.2)
Alot 30 (1.2) 16 (2.5)
153 (2.0) 152 (3.0)
Life science None 0 (***) 1 (0.4)
*kk ( ****) *kk ( ***4()
A little 2 (0.3) 6 (1.6)
(R 149 (4.2)
Some 58 (1.2) 65 (3.2
153 (1.2) 150 (1.4)
A lot 40 (1.1) 28 (3.1)
156 (1.7) 148 (1.8)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ls®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Fourth-Grade Students’ Course Taking

Exposure to science and the opportunity to learn science have a positive effect on the
science performance of studefftsTo investigate whether there is a relationship between science
performance of students on the 1996 NAEP assessment and their study of science in school,
information was collected relative to the amount of time spent each week on science instruction.
As noted for Table 3.2, in which school principals answered a similar question concerning the
frequency of science instruction, students with block scheduling were not identified separately.
Based on students’ responses shown in Table 4.2:

* Infourth grade, 2 percent of DDESS students reported never studying
science in school. This is significantly lower than the nationwide percentage

(4 percent).

* In DDESS schools, 43 percent of the students reported studying science
every day, significantly higher than nationwide (31 percent). The average
scale score for DDESS students who reported studying science every day
(154) was significantly higher than that of students studying at this level
nationwide (145).

48 Council of Chief State School OfficerState Indicators of Science and Mathematics Educafdashington, DC: CCSSO,
1995).
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THE NATION’S
TABLE 4.2

REPORT
carD |NEP

1996 E\ Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Their Science Classes

State Assessment

Percentage and Average Scale Score

DDESS Nation

About how often do you study science in school?

Never 2 (04 4 (0.5)
*kk ( ****) 131 ( 31)
Less than once a week 9 (0.8) 12 (11)
147 (3.3) 145 (2.3)
1 or 2 times a week 16 (1.0) 23 (1.2)
148 (3.8) 150 (1.0)
3 or 4 times a week 31 (1.4) 30 (1.4)
161 (1.6) 158 (1.5)
Every day 43 (1.2) 31 (1.9)
154 (1.4) 145 (1.6)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE 51



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

Instructional Emphasis

The framework that guided the development of the NAEP 1996 science assessment
identified three ways of knowing and doing science — conceptual understanding, scientific
investigation, and practical reasonifigln addition, much focus in the science education reform
effort has been placed on students’ ability to communicate their understanding of science to
others® To assess students’ opportunities to learn and communicate the knowledge and skills
outlined in the framework, teachers were asked about their plans for science instruction during
the entire year. Their responses are shown in Table 4.3

* In DDESS schools, 48 percent of the fourth-grade students had teachers who
reported they planned to place moderate emphasis on the learning of science
facts and terminology. This was not significantly different than the
percentage of students nationwide whose teachers planned moderate
emphasis on facts and terminology (56 percent).

* The average scale score of fourth-grade students whose teachers moderately
emphasized science facts and terminology (154) was higher than that of their
counterparts nationwide (149).

* In DDESS schools, 82 percent of the fourth-grade DDESS students had
teachers who reported they planned to emphasize heavily the understanding
of key science concepts by their students. Nationwide, a similar percentage
of the students had teachers who planned heavy emphasis on conceptual
understanding (78 percent).

* The average scale score of fourth-grade students whose teachers heavily
emphasized understanding of key concepts was higher in DDESS schools
(155) as compared to students in schools nationally (150).

» Teachers of 61 percent of the DDESS students reported they planned to
emphasize heavily science problem-solving skills. Nationwide, the
percentage of students was lower (49 percent).

» The average scale score of fourth-grade DDESS students with teachers
placing heavy emphasis on problem-solving skills (156) was higher than that
of students in the nation’s public schools (150).

* Interms of learning how to communicate ideas in science effectively, 59
percent of the fourth-grade DDESS students had teachers who reported
moderately emphasizing this ability for their students, and the percentage of
comparable students nationwide (52 percent) was not significantly different.

4® Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Pro@féashington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1995).

%0 American Association for the Advancement of Scief@nchmarks for Science LiteradqiNew York: Oxford University Press,
1993); National Research Coundilational Science Education Standar@i4/ashington, DC: National Academy Press, 1996).
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» The average scale score of fourth-grade students whose teachers placed
moderate emphasis on communicating science ideas was significantly higher
in DDESS schools (153) as compared to schools in the national sample

(148).
THE NATION’S
REPORT Inaep TABLE 4.3
CARD
1996 \ Teachers’ Reports on Instructional Emphasis at Grade 4
State Assessment
Think about your plans for your science instruction during the entire Percentage and Average Scale Score
year. About how much emphasis will you give to the following as an
objective for your students? DDESS Nation

Knowing science facts and terminology

Little or no emphasis 3 (0.4) 3 (1))
*kk ( ****) 158 ( 67)
Moderate emphasis 48 (1.2) 56 (3.2)
154 (1.4) 149 (1.5)
Heavy emphasis 49 (1.2) 41 (2.9)
156 (1.4) 148 (1.7)
Understanding key science concepts
Little or no emphasis 0 (***¥) 0 (**¥)
*kk ( ****) *kk ( ****)
Moderate emphasis 18 (1.1) 22 (2.1)
151 (2.1) 145 (2.1)
Heavy emphasis 82 (1.1) 78 (2.1)
155 (1.1) 150 (1.0)

Developing science problem-solving skills

Little or no emphasis 3 (0.8) 6 (1.7)
*kk ( ****) 158 ( 41)
Moderate emphasis 36 (1.3) 45 (3.1)
153 (1.6) 147 (1.6)
Heavy emphasis 61 (1.3) 49 (3.3)
156 (1.2) 150 (1.4)
Knowing how to communicate ideas in science effectively
Little or no emphasis 7 (0.9 12 (2.1)
151 (4.3) 154 (4.1)
Moderate emphasis 59 (1.5) 52 (3.5)
153 (1.2) 148 (1.3)
Heavy emphasis 34 (1.3) 35 (3.8)
157 (1.6) 150 (1.7)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lx@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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With the explosion of the information age, mainstream news and the Internet afford
opportunities to access up-to-date scientific information. Science instruction could benefit by
taking advantage of such opportunities. To determine if these opportunities were being explored,
fourth-grade teachers and students were asked how often they have classroom discussions about
science stories that appear in the news. The results are presented in Table 4.4; some categories in
the table have been combined for the bullets below.

* In DDESS schools, 39 percent of fourth-grade students were taught by
teachers who reported once- or twice-weekly classroom discussions of
science in the news. This was significantly higher than the percentage
nationwide (31). The average scale score of these DDESS students (154)
was not significantly different from that of students nationwide whose
teachers reported discussions of science in the news this often. (149).

* When students were asked how often they discussed science in the news, 16
percent in DDESS schools reported once- or twice-weekly discussions, while
15 percent of the nation’s public school students reported discussions of
science in the news this often.

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.4
CARD
1096 g‘\' Teachers’ and Students’ Reports on Discussions of
State Assessment Science in the News
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How often do your students (do you) discuss DDESS Nation
science in the news?
Teacher Student Teacher Student
Never or hardly ever 13 (0.9 60 (1.7) 20 (2.7) 58 (1.1)
153 (2.6) 156 (1.2) 149 (2.4) 152 (0.9)
Once or twice a month 43 (1.3) 12 (1.1) 46 (3.5) 15 (0.9)
154 (1.3) 156 (3.5) 150 (1.8) 154 (1.6)
Once or twice a week 39 (1.1) 16 (1.2) 31 (3.0 15 (0.7)
154 (1.6) 152 (2.4) 149 (1.9) 147 (1.6)
Almost every day 5 (0.5) 13 (0.9 4 (1.5) 12 (0.8)
Rk (k) 145 (3.9) 137 (12.4) 135 (2.0)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lx®@stid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Science Homework

Past NAEP science assessments have shown a positive relationship between science
homework and performancéé.To examine the relationship between homework and science scale
scores in DDESS schools, the teachers of the assessed students were asked to report the amount
of science homework they assigned each week, and students were asked to report the amount of
time they spent on science homework each week.

Tables 4.5 and 4.6 show the fourth-grade science teachers’ and students’ responses.
Since students had an additional response choice, “I am not taking a science course this year,”
but no analogous option was available to teachers, the results are reported in separate tables.
According to the teachers’ responses:

* In DDESS schools, teachers reported 31 percent of the fourth graders were
assigned a half hour of science homework each week. Public school teachers
nationally reported assigning this same amount of homework to a percentage
of students that was not significantly different (39 percent). For such
students, DDESS fourth graders’ scores were significantly higher (155) than
those of fourth graders in the nation’s public schools (148).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.5
CARD
1996 \ Teachers’ Reports on Homework in Science at Grade 4
State Assessment
About how much time do you expect a student in this class to spend Percentage and Average Scale Score
doing homework each week?
DDESS Nation
None 16 (1.2) 22 (2.6)
149 (1.4) 152 (2.7)
1/2 hour 31 (1.2) 39 (3.5)
155 (1.9) 148 (2.0)
1 hour 42 (1.4) 31 (3.2
154 (1.4) 149 (2.2)
2 hours 9 (11) 6 (1.3)
159 (3.1) 147 (7.1)
More than 2 hours 1 (0.1) 2 (0.7)
*kk ( ****) 141 ( 78)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lx®@stid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

51 Jones, L.R., I.V.S. Mullis, S.A.Raizen, I.R. Weiss, and E.A. WeSto@.1990 Science Report Card: NAEP’s Assessment of
Fourth, Eighth, and Twelfth Grader@Vashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1992).
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The fourth-grade students’ reports indicated that:

» For fourth graders reporting spending no time on science homework in a
typical week, the percentage for DDESS schools (23 percent) and the nations
public schools (25 percent) did not differ significantly, and the average scale
score for DDESS students (153) did not differ significantly from that for
similar students nationally (152).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [vap TABLE 4.6
CARD
1996 g\' Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Homework in Science
State Assessment
About how much time do you spend doing science homework each Percentage and Average Scale Score
week?
DDESS Nation
| don’t have science. 10 (1.2) 13 (1.0)
143 (3.4) 144 (1.9)
None 23 (1.2) 25 (1.2)
153 (2.1) 152 (1.3)
1/2 hour 45 (1.4) 39 (12
159 (1.4) 153 (1.2)
1 hour 14 (13) 15 (0.8)
151 (3.7) 146 (1.9)
2 hours 4 (0.6) 3 (0.3)
*kk ( ****) 140 ( 37)
More than 2 hours 3 (04) 4 (04)
*kk (****) 130 (25)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ls@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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In addition to being asked about science homework in general, students were asked how
often they use a computer at home for schoolwork. The question was not restricted to science
homework, so students’ reports most likely included homework for other academic areas such as
English and mathematics. Given the trend that home computers are steadily assuming more
importance for completing homework assignméhisseems useful that NAEP monitor the
prevalence of this practice and its relationship to performance.

Based on the reports of fourth graders in DDESS, as shown in Table 4.7:

* For DDESS students, 38 percent had no computer at home. This was not
significantly different than the percentage for the nation’s students (43
percent). However, there was a significant difference in average scale scores
for these DDESS students (150) and the students in the nation (143).

» Of the fourth graders who reported using their home computer to do
homework almost every day, the percentage of DDESS students (10 percent)
did not differ significantly from the percentage of students in the nation (11
percent). The average scale score for these DDESS students (143) was not
significantly higher than that for the nation’s students who used their home
computers for homework almost daily (138).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.7
CARD
1996 \ Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Using Computers at Home
State Assessment
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How often do you use a computer at home for schoolwork?
DDESS Nation
There is no computer at home 38 (1.5 43 (1.7)
150 (1.2) 143 (1.1)
Never or hardly ever 34 (1.4) 25 (0.9
156 (1.8) 155 (1.3)
Once or twice a month 10 (1.0) 10 (0.7)
164 (3.4) 161 (1.5)
Once or twice a week 8 (0.6) 10 (0.7)
161 (3.1) 154 (2.0)
Almost every day 10 (0.7) 11 (0.6)
143 (3.1) 138 (2.0)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

52 National Center for Education Statistifégest of Education Statistics 1995Vashington, DC: National Center for Education
Statistics, 1995).
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Computer Use in Science Instruction

The use of computers in the collection of data, interpretation of results, and
communication of findings is part of tiBenchmarks for Science Literaagd the recently
publishedNational Science Education StandafdsRecommendations for facilitating science
instruction in the nation’s schools often include more use of computers. Computers can be used
to demonstrate scientific concepts, simulate scientific phenomena, deliver instruction, and collect
and analyze data. Of course, effective computer use may depend on many factors other than
availability, such as teachers’ training or whether computers have been incorporated into the
curriculum effectively.

Given the potential role of computers in science instruction, NAEP asked DDESS
students and their teachers about the availability and use of computers in science instruction. As
presented in Table 4.8, when fourth-grade DDESS science teachers were asked about the
availability of computers, their responses indicated the following:

* In DDESS schools, 9 percent of the students had teachers who reported that
no computers were available for use in their science classes; this was not
significantly different than at the national level (14 percent). The average
scale scores for these students of DDESS and national public school teachers
(149 and 141, respectively) were not significantly different.

» In DDESS schools, the percentage of teachers reporting that their students
had access to four or more computers in the classroom (30 percent) was
higher than that for the nation (10 percent). The average scale score of
DDESS students whose teachers reported four or more computers in the
classroom (153) was not significantly different than that of students in the
national sample (152).

53 American Association for the Advancement of Scief@nchmarks for Science LiteragiNew York: Oxford University Press,
1993); National Research Coundilational Science Education Standar{i&/ashington, DC: National Academy Press, 1996).
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.8
CARD
1996 \ Teachers’ Reports on the Availability of Computers at Grade 4
State Assessment

Which best describes the availability of computers for use by your Percentage and Average Scale Score

science students?
DDESS Nation

None available 9 (0.6) 14 (2.0)
149 (1.6) 141 (3.8)

One within the classroom 20 (1.0 27 (4.0
154 (2.6) 147 (2.5)

Two or three within the classroom 18 (1.0) 18 (2.5)
157 (1.6) 148 (2.8)

Four or more within the classroom 30 (1.0 10 (2.6)
153 (2.2) 152 (4.9)

Available in a computer laboratory but difficult to access or schedule 12 (0.8) 13 (2.9)
158 (2.7) 159 (3.4)

Available in a computer laboratory and easy to access or

schedule 11 (1.0) 18 (3.2)
158 (3.0) 147 (2.9)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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The availability of computers varies from school to school and the uses for computers
can vary widely from class to class. Computers can be used in many ways to help students learn
science, including simulating scientific phenomena or illustrating models. Also, the frequency of
use can vary, regardless of the primary use in the classroom. Teachers in DDESS schools were
asked how they used computers and how often they were used in their science classroom. Also,
students were asked how often they used computers when doing science in school. The responses
of fourth-grade teachers to the purpose of use for science instruction, as shown in Table 4.9,
indicate the following:

* The percentage of DDESS students whose teachers reported using computers
instructionally with science or learning games (40 percent) was higher than
the corresponding national percentage (29 percent). The average scale score
for these DDESS students (154) was not significantly different from students
in the nation (151).

» The percentage of DDESS students whose teachers reported that they did not
use computers for instruction in science (40 percent) was lower than the
percentage of comparable students nationwide (52 percent). The average
scale score of these DDESS students (154) was higher than that of students
in the national sample (146).
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE 4.9
CARD
1995 g‘\' Teachers’ Reports on the Use of Computers for Instruction in
State Assessment Science at Grade 4
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How do you use computers for instruction in science?
DDESS Nation
Drill and practice 8 (0.8) 5 (1.6)
153 (3.4) 145 (6.4)
Playing science/learning games 40 (1.3) 29 (2.9
154 (1.8) 151 (2.0)
Simulations and modeling 21 (1.3) 19 (3.1)
152 (2.6) 153 (2.1)
Data analysis and other applications 4 (0.3) 6 (1.4)
*kk ( ****) 147 ( 52)
Word processing lég Eg(?); lég Eégg
I do not use computers for science instruction 40 (1.3) 52 (3.2)
154 (1.5) 146 (1.6)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Table 4.10 presents teacher and student reports on the frequency of use of computers for
science.

» Significantly fewer DDESS students (56 percent) than students in the
nation’s public schools (69 percent) had teachers who reported that they
never or hardly ever used a computer for science instruction. The average
scale score for students of these DDESS teachers (154) was higher than the
scale score for the students of such teachers nationwide (148).

* In DDESS, 69 percent of the students reported never or hardly ever using
computers to do science in school. This was not significantly different from
the percentage of students at the national level (67 percent). These two
groups had average scale scores that were not significantly different (157 for
DoDDS, 153 for the nation).

» The percentages of students using computers for science almost every day in
DDESS schools (10 percent) and national public schools (10 percent) were
the same; however, the average score for the DDESS students using
computers almost every day (143) was higher than that of students in the
national sample (130).

THE NATION’S
TABLE 4.10

REPORT
carD |NEP

E‘\' Teachers’ and Students’ Reports on the Frequency of Compute

-

1996
State Assessment Use at Grade 4
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How often do your students (do you) use a DDESS Nation
computer for science?
Teacher Student Teacher Student
Never or hardly ever 56 (1.4) 69 (1.4) 69 (4.0) 67 (1.4)
154 (1.1) 157 (1.1) 148 (1.7) 153 (0.9)
Once or twice a month 26 (1.5) 12 (1.0) 20 (2.9) 12 (0.7)
157 (2.0) 158 (4.2) 153 (1.8) 152 (2.1)
Once or twice a week 14 (0.8) 10 (1.0) 10 (2.4) 11 (0.8)
152 (2.3) 145 (4.6) 148 (3.5) 147 (2.0)
Almost every day 5 (0.2) 10 (1.1) 2 (0.7) 10 (0.5)
ok (k) 143 (3.5) 150 (8.6) 130 (1.9)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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CHAPTER 5

Student Performance on Hands-On Science Tasks

A number of goals for science education have been put forward in a series of reports
authored by government agencies and professional societies over the last 5 yaase goals
include acquisition of a core of scientific understanding, ability to apply science knowledge in
practical ways, familiarity with experimental design, and the ability to carry out scientific
experiments. The reports also offered recommendations for the science curricula and instruction
needed to achieve these goals. One recommendation was to encourage active student
participation in hands-on science, learning in cooperative groups, and completing sustained
projects:>

A 1993 national survey indicated that fourth-grade science teachers devote as much as 26
percent of class time to hands-on, or manipulative, activil&EP included assessments of
higher-order thinking skills in science and mathematics as early as 1986, through a pilot
assessment that required students to work on various hands-on tasks. Although the NAEP 1990
science assessment measured skills that were integral to scientific investigadiots-on tasks
were not included. When the 1996 science frameWovks developed in the early 1990s, it took
into account the current reforms in science education by specifying three question types that
probed understanding of conceptual and reasoning skills: performance exercises, constructed-
response questions, and multiple-choice questions. It was envisaged that in the performance
exercises, students would manipulate selected physical objects and try to solve a scientific
problem using the objects before them. Hands-on tasks that met these criteria were developed for
the 1996 science assessment, and each student who participated in the assessment was given an
opportunity to conduct one of them.

54 National Science Board Commission on Precollege Education in Mathematics, Science, and TedBmataging America for
the 21st Century(Washington, DC: National Science Foundation, 1983); American Association for the Advancement of Science.
Science For All Americans: A Project 2061 Report on Literacy Goals in Science, Mathematics, and TecfWakigpgton,
DC: American Association for the Advancement of Science, 1989); Aldridge, Bs&:ntial Changes in Secondary School
Science: Scope, Sequence, and Coordinafiiashington, DC: National Science Teachers Association, 1989); National Research
Council.Fulfilling the Promise: Biology Education in the Nation’s Scho@gashington, DC: National Academy Press, 1990).

%5 Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Profidashington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1993).

% Rolf K. Blank and Doreen Grueb@tate Indicators of Science and Mathematics Education, {9@&shington, DC: Council of
Chief State School Officers, 1995).
In the TIMSS, teachers report spending 25% of class time on hands-on activities. Schmidt, W.HM&SResults: Curriculum,
Instruction, and AchievemeABAS Annual Meeting, Seattle, WA, February 14, 1997.

57 Science Objectives: 1990 Assessm@hinceton, NJ: The National Assessment of Educational Progress, 1989).

%8 Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Profidashington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1995).
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NAEP Hands-On Science Tasks

Four different hands-on tasks were administered in the NAEP 1996 science assessment.
Each task was designed to use materials to perform investigations, make observations, evaluate
experimental results, and apply problem-solving skills. In addition, tasks shared the following
characteristics.

» Diagrams were included to guide students through the procedures.

* Multiple-choice and constructed-response questions were embedded
throughout the task.

» Scientific investigation was integrated with conceptual understanding and
practical reasoning.

The creation of the hands-on tasks presented special challenges. Since the assessment
was administered in a variety of settings ranging from laboratories to cafeterias, all of the
required equipment necessary to conduct each task had to be provided in a self-contained kit
produced according to standard specifications to ensure uniformity. There were some limitations
on materials and equipment. For example, live materials (with the exception of seeds) and
equipment that required an electric outlet were not used. Safety was also an important concern
and was addressed in a number of ways. Each state’s safety regulations were considered; no toxic
or corrosive chemicals were used; assessment administrators were trained in appropriate
laboratory safety; and students were provided with goggles for some tasks.

Sample Questions from a Task

A brief summary of one of the four tasks given to grade 4 students in DDESS appears
below. In Figure 5.1, the materials for the task are described. Two sample questions with a
student response appear in Figures 5.2 and 5.3. (Note: the student responses and the percentages
of students receiving complete or partial scores are from the national sample, and do not
necessarily reflect performance of students in the DoDEA schools).
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THE NATION’S

REPORT [naep FIGURE 5.1

A=

199
State Assessment

Materials for the Grade 4 Hands-On Task: Floating Pencil

FLOATING PENCIL
Using a Pencil to Test Fresh and Salt Water

You have been given a bag with some things in it that you will work

with during the next 20 minutes. Take all of the things out of the bag and
put them on your desk. Now look at the picture below. Do you have
everything that is shown in the picture? If you are missing anything, raise
your hand and you will be given the things you need.

/

Pencil with Bottle of Bottle of Bottle of Red
Thumb Tack Fresh Water Salt Water Mystery Water Marker
in Eraser -
é % Paper Towels Plastic Bowl Graduated
Cylinder

An instrument constructed from a pencil and thumbtack served as a hydrometer in this
task. Students were asked to observe, measure, and compare the lengths of a portion of pencil,
marked with calibrations for ease of measurement, that floated above the water surface in fresh
water and salt water. The students then determined if an unknown water sample was fresh water
or salt water and predicted how the addition of more salt to the salt water would affect the
floating pencil. The task assessed students’ ability to make simple observations, measure volume
using a graduated cylinder, measure length using a ruler, apply observations and measurements
to test an unknown, make generalized inferences from observations, and apply understanding to
an everyday situation.
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Figure 5.2 presents a short constructed-response question that asks students to use the
floating-pencil test to find out if the water in a bottle labeled “Mystery Water” is fresh water or
salt water and explain how they are able to tell. This question was presented towards the end of
the task after students had measured the height of the pencil above the fresh water, salt water,
and the mystery water. Responses to this question were scored according to a three-level guide:
Complete, Partialpr Incorrect Figure 5.2 also presents a sample of a student response that
received a score @omplete The response received a scor€ofnplete because the mystery
water was identified and the explanation specifically referred to the level the fresh water and the
mystery water reached on the calibrated pencil. Twenty-eight percent of students were able to
correctly identify the mystery water and give a satisfactory explanation.

THE NATION’S

REPORT
T

FIGURE 5.2

State Assessment

1996 =23 Sample Question from the Grade 4 Hands-On Task: Floating Pencil

Students’ responses were scored
using a three-level scoring guide
that allowed for partial credit.

The sample student response
received the highest score,
Complete, because it stated that
the mystery water was fresh
water and gave a satisfactory
explanation that referred to

observations made when doing
the hands-on task.

Percentages
of Fourth Graders

Receiving Complete
and Partial Scores

Complete 28%
Partial 45%

Is the mystery water fresh water or is it salt water?

p(‘@gl'\ wo Ser

How can you tell what the mystery water is?

becauke inthe Lresh water
Hwent to A and\twentio
/&ragafuﬂ'
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Figure 5.3 presents a short constructed-response question that asks students to apply their
observations of the behavior of a pencil in different solutions to a real-world situation (swimming
in salt water and fresh water). This question was presented at the end of the task after students
had measured the height of the pencil above the fresh water, salt water, and the mystery water
and determined what the mystery water was. Responses to this question were scored according to
a three-level guideComplete, Partialpr Incorrect Figure 5.3 also presents a sample of a
student response that received a sco@avhplete The ocean was correctly identified and the
explanation referred to information learned by performing the hands-on task. Fourteen percent of
students were able to apply their findings.

THE NATION’S
REPORT [naep FIGURE 5.3

96 %, Sample Question from the Grade 4 Hands-On Task: Floating Pencil

19
State Assessment

Students’ responses were scored When people are swimming, is it easier for them to stay

using a three-level scc_)rlng gw_de afloat in the ocean or in a freshwater lake?
that allowed for partial credit.

The sample student response

received the highest score,

Complete, because it stated that OCPM
it was easier to stay afloat in the

ocean and gave a satisfactory

explanation that referred to Explain your answer.
information learned while .

conducting the hands-on task. —
[he.  Ddeean s sall—

rte— apd  +he. pencgl]
Percentages éj__“ ' [ '

of Fourth Graders ‘d\'&md—bgmmf
Receiving Complete ﬁm&umm_

and Partial Scores

Complete 14%
Partial 29%
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Instruction Related to Scientific Investigation

Fourth-grade science teachers at DDESS schools were asked about the emphasis they
placed on laboratory skills and data analysis in their science classes and about the frequency and
nature of hands-on activities or investigations assigned by them. Students were asked about the
frequency and nature of hands-on activities or investigations conducted by them.

As mentioned before, a direct cause-and-effect relationship between educational
environment and student scores on the NAEP science assessment is not implied. However,
responses to teacher and school questionnaires provide a broad view of educational practices that
should prove useful for improving instruction and setting policy. The teachers’ and students’
responses are presented in Tables 5.1 through 5.5.

» The percentage of fourth-grade students in DDESS schools whose teachers
reported placing moderate emphasis on the development of laboratory skills
and techniques (42 percent) was smaller than the percentage nationwide (56
percent). Students whose teachers reported moderate emphasis on laboratory
skills and techniques in DDESS had an average scale score (157) which was
higher than that of students nationwide (148).

e The percentage of fourth-grade DDESS students whose teachers reported
heavy emphasis on the development of data analysis skills (18 percent) was
significantly higher than that of students nationwide (12 percent). Fourth-
grade students whose teachers reported heavy emphasis on data analysis
skills had an average science scale score (155) which was not significantly
different from that of students whose teachers reported heavy emphasis on
the development of data analysis skills (147).
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THE NATION’S
TABLE 5.1
) roee

1996 E\\' Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on Science Instruction Related to
State Assessment Performance Tasks

Think about your plans for your science instruction during the entire Percentage and Average Scale Score
year. About how much emphasis will you give to each of the
following? DDESS Nation

Developing laboratory skills and techniques as an objective for your students

Little or no emphasis 28 (1.1) 29 (2.7)
150 (1.9) 149 (1.7)
Moderate emphasis 42 (1.6) 56 (2.7)
157 (1.2) 148 (1.3)
Heavy emphasis 30 (1.4) 14 (2.0)
156 (1.9) 153 (3.0)
Developing data analysis skills
Little or no emphasis 16 (1.1) 35 (3.0
151 (3.2) 149 (2.2)
Moderate emphasis 66 (1.4) 53 (3.2)
155 (1.2) 150 (1.4)
Heavy emphasis 18 (1.0) 12 (1.9)
155 (2.3) 147 (3.9)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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The percentages of students exposed to classroom science demonstrations with a
given frequency may vary — depending on whether reported by the teacher or the
students. However, it is not possible to determine reasons for these discrepancies,
although it is probably true that perceptions of teachers and their students may
sometimes differ greatly.

* Teachers who reported doing a science demonstration once or twice a month
taught 36 percent of DDESS fourth-grade students, which was not
significantly different from the percentage of students nationwide (44
percent) whose teachers did science demonstrations with the same
frequency. However, these DDESS students’ average scale scores (153)
were not significantly different from those of their counterparts in the
nation’s public schools (148).

» The percentage of fourth-grade DDESS students (23 percent) reporting that
their teachers did science demonstrations once or twice a month did not
differ significantly from the percentage of such students nationally (27
percent). The DDESS students had an average scale score (161) that did not
differ significantly from that of their national counterparts (158).

THE NATION’S TABLE 5.2
REPORT
CARD naep
E‘\' Teachers’ and Students’ Reports on the Frequency of Science
State A ] Demonstrations at Grade 4
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How often do you (does your teacher) do a science .
demonstration? DDESS Nation
Teacher Student Teacher Student
Never or hardly ever 7 (0.4) 37 (1.6) 7 (1.5) 41 (1.5)
148 (4.5) 153 (1.5) 153 (2.7) 150 (1.1)
Once or twice a month 36 (1.2) 23 (1.6) 44 (4.1) 27 (0.7)
153 (1.5) 161 (2.5) 148 (1.5) 158 (1.3)
Once or twice a week 42 (1.4) 23 (1.2) 46 (4.2) 22 (1.2)
157 (1.6) 156 (2.1) 149 (2.1) 148 (1.8)
Almost every day 16 (0.9) 16 (1.1) 4 (1.1) 10 (0.7)
154 (2.0) 149 (2.6) 155 (8.4) 136 (2.3)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can s@stid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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* The percentage of fourth-grade DDESS students whose teachers reported
that their science students performed hands-on tasks once or twice a week
(48 percent) was not significantly different from the nationwide percentage
(47 percent).

» The percentage of fourth-grade DDESS students whose teachers reported
that their students did hands-on tasks once or twice a week had an average
science scale score (157) which was significantly higher than that of students
nationwide whose teachers reported this same level of hands-on task
experience (150).

* The percentage of DDESS students reporting that they do hands-on projects
once or twice a week (26 percent) is not different from that for the nation’s
fourth graders (26 percent). The average scale score for DDESS students
reporting the same frequency of hands-on activity (155) is not significantly
higher than that for the nation (152).

THE NATION'S TABLE 5.3
REPORT
CARD naep
E‘\' Teachers’ and Students’ Reports on the Frequency of Hands-on
Stals Atsosgmont Activities or Investigations at Grade 4
Percentage and Average Scale Score
How often do your students (do you) do hands-on .
activities or investigations in science? DDESS Nation
Teacher Student Teacher Student
Never or hardly ever 3 (0.5) 23 (1.3) 3 (1.1) 28 (1.4)
il G| 154 (2.1) 142 (5.2) 149 (1.2)
Once or twice a month 34 (1.3) 25 (1.3) 41 (3.5) 27 (1.1)
154 (1.5) 162 (2.1) 149 (1.8) 158 (0.9)
Once or twice a week 48 (1.1) 26 (1.2) 47 (3.2) 26 (1.2
157 (1.5) 155 (1.8) 150 (1.5) 152 (1.8)
Almost every day 15 (0.7) 26 (1.1) 9 (1.8) 19 (0.9
148 (1.7) 146 (2.2) 146 (3.4) 138 (2.0)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ls@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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» The same percentage of fourth-grade students in DDESS schools and in the
nation (75 percent) had teachers who reported assigning science projects in
school which take a week or more to complete. The average scale score for
these DDESS students (156) was higher than that for students in the nation’s
public schools (150).

» The same percentages of fourth-grade students in DDESS and in the nation
who reported doing science projects or investigations that take a week or
more were the same (60 percent), which was higher than percentages of
DDESS students who did not (40 percent). The average scale score of these
DDESS students (154) was higher than that of students in the nation’s public
schools (148).

THE NATION'S TABLE 5.4
REPORT
CARD naep
g‘\' Teachers’ and Students’ Reports on Long-Term
State st Science Projects at Grade 4
Percentage and Average Scale Score
Do you ever assign (do) individual or group science
projects or investigations in school that take a week DDESS Nation
or more?
Teacher Student Teacher Student
Yes 75 (1.3) 60 (1.4) 75 (3.1) 60 (1.5)
156 (1.0) 154 (1.3) 150 (1.1) 148 (1.1)
No 25 (1.3) 40 (1.4) 25 (3.1) 40 (1.5)
151 (2.4) 154 (1.5) 146 (2.2) 149 (1.2)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can @shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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CHAPTER 6

Influences Beyond School that Facilitate Learning
Science

The home environment can be an important support for the school environment. To
examine the relationship between science scale scores and home factors, data regarding students’
responses to questions about home factors and principals’ responses to questions about parental
involvement in the school were examined. In order to examine the impact of student mobility on
academic achievement, the student questionnaires also asked students how often they had
changed schools because of household moves.

Students’ attitudes towards science probably influence their performance in the
assessment. Their attitudes towards science may be attributed to factors within the school as well
as to external influences. In the recent TIMSS survey, for fourth grade students in more than one-
third of the countries, a positive relationship existed between liking science and science
achievement. Although the pattern was not uniform across countries, the students who reported
liking science or liking it a lot had higher achievement than those who reported disliking it to
some degre®.

%9 Martin, M. O, L.V.S. Mullis, A.E. Beaton, E.J. Gonzalez, T.A. Smith, and D.L. K8tyence Achievement in the Primary School
Years: IEA’s Third International Mathematics and Science S{hston: TIMSS International Study Center, 1997).
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Discussing Studies at Home

The importance of schoolwork for students and their families can be measured by how
often it is discussed at home. When students discuss academic work at home, they create an
important link between home and school. Recent NAEP assessments in various subject areas
have found a positive relationship between discussing studies at home and student perfdrmance.

The NAEP 1996 assessment asked students to report on how frequently they discuss
schoolwork at home. As shown in Table 6.1, the results for fourth graders attending DDESS
schools indicate that:

» The percentage of students who said they discussed schoolwork with
someone at home once or twice a week was not significantly different in
DDESS schools (18 percent) than in the nation’s public schools (21 percent).
The average scale scores for these two groups (153 for DDESS, 151 for the
nation) were not significantly different.

* The average scale score for DDESS students who discussed their
schoolwork almost every day (156) was higher than that for the nation’s
students (150); however, the percentages of students in this category in
DDESS and the nation did not differ significantly (54 and 53, respectively).

60 campbell, J.R., P.L. Donahue, C.M. Reese, and G.W. PhINAEP 1994 Reading Report Card for the Nation and the States.
(Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Beatty,A.S., C.M. Reese, H.R. Persky, antlRER 894
U.S. History Report Card(Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Persky, H.R., C.M. Reese, C.Y.
O’'Sullivan, S. Lazer, J. Moore, and S. Shakrafh\EP 1994 Geography Report Car@Vashington, DC: National Center for
Education Statistics, 1996).
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THE NATION'S
TABLE 6.1
REPORT
CARD [F

6 g‘\' Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Discussing Studies at Home

199
State Assessment

How often do you discuss things you have studied in school with Percentage and Average Scale Score
someone at home?
DDESS Nation
Never or hardly ever 20 (1.2) 19 (0.9)
148 (2.4) 142 (1.6)
Once or twice a month 8 (0.9 7 (0.4)
152 (3.8) 143 (2.3)
Once or twice a week 18 (1.0) 21 (0.7)
153 (2.6) 151 (1.4)
Almost every day 54 (1.6) 53 (1.1)
156 (1.1) 150 (1.0)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE 75



Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

Literacy Materials in the Home

Students can learn much about science by reading materials outside the classroom. For
example, scientific information can often be found in mainstream newspaper and magazine
articles. Also, the availability of reading and reference materials at home may be an indicator of
the value placed on learning by the paréhTdMSS reported that in most countries, the more
books students reported in their homes, the higher their science achie¥dmeatent NAEP
assessments, a positive relationship has been reported between print materials in the home and
average scale scor®s.

The NAEP assessment asked students whether their families used more than 25 books,
an encyclopedia, a newspaper, or any magazines in their home. Table 6.2 shows the percentages
of fourth-grade public school students reporting that their families have all four types, only three
types, or two or fewer types of these literacy materials and the corresponding students’ average
scale scores. Based on their responses:

» About one third of the DDESS students (34 percent) reported having all four
types of literacy materials in their homes. This percentage was not
significantly different from the percentage for the nation (36 percent).

* In comparison, the percentage of DDESS students reporting having two or
fewer types of these materials (29 percent) was smaller than the percentage
having all four types (34 percent). For the nation, the percentage having two
or fewer types (33 percent) was not significantly different from the
percentage having all four types (36 percent).

* The average science scale score for DDESS students with all four types of
literacy materials (162) was greater than that for students with two or fewer
types (147).

%1 Rogoff, B.,Apprenticeship in Thinking: Cognitive Development in Social Cor(téety York: Oxford University Press, 1990).

2 Martin, M. O., I.V.S. Mullis, A.E. Beaton, E.J. Gonzalez, T.A. Smith, and D.L. K8lijence Achievement in the Primary School
Years: IEA’s Third International Mathematics and Science S{lbston: TIMSS International Study Center, 1997).

6 Campbell, J.R., P.L. Donahue, C.M. Reese, and G.W. PhINREP 1994 Reading Report Card for the Nation and the States.
(Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Beatty, A.S., C.M. Reese, H.R. Persky, anNAER 41994
U.S. History Report CardWashington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996).
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THE NATION’S
TABLE 6.2
REPORT
carD |NEP

1096 g‘\' Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Literacy Materials in the Home

State Assessment

How many of the following types of reading materials are in your Percentage and Average Scale Score

home (more than 25 books, an encyclopedia, a newspaper,

magazines)? DDESS Nation

Zero to two 29 (1.2 33 (1.2)
147 (1.8) 137 (1.3)

Three 37 (1.2) 31 (0.6)
151 (1.8) 150 (1.0)

Four 34 (1.3) 36 (1.4)
162 (1.6) 157 (1.2)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can s®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Television Viewing Habits

The recent TIMSS report discusses television watching, and compares it with amount of
time spent on other activities, including homework. It was found that the relationship between
science achievement and amount of time spent watching television was similar to the relationship
between achievement and time spent on homework. Watching less than one hour per day was
associated with lower academic achievement; perhaps low television watching is a surrogate
socioeconomic indicator. Watching from one to two hours per day was associated with the
highest science achievemé&ht.

Past NAEP assessments have shown that over 40 percent of fourth-grade students
reported watching four or more hours of television each day. A major concern is that time spent
watching television reduces the time spent on homework and related academic activities.
Although the effects of such extensive television exposure are difficult to document, a generally
negative relationship exists between NAEP score results and number of television hours
watched”

Students were asked how much television (including videotapes) they usually watched
each school day. The results for fourth-grade DDESS students are shown in Table 6.3.

» Among fourth graders watching six hours or more, the proportion of DDESS
students (20 percent) was not significantly different than at the national level
(21 percent).

* The average science scale score for DDESS fourth-grade students who
reported watching six hours or more of television on a school day (148) was
higher than that for students nationwide (136).

8 Martin, M. O., 1.V.S. Mullis, A.E. Beaton, E.J. Gonzalez, T.A. Smith, and D.L. K8lijence Achievement in the Primary School
Years: IEA’s Third International Mathematics and Science S{lbston: TIMSS International Study Center, 1997).

8 Campbell, J.R., P.L. Donahue, C.M. Reese, and G.W. PhIMREP 1994 Reading Report Card for the Nation and the States
(Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Beatty, A.S., C.M. Reese, H.R. Persky, anNAER 41994
U.S. History Report Card(Washington, DC: National Center for Education Statistics, 1996); Campbell, J.R., C.M. Reese, C.
O’Sullivan, and J.A. DosseyNAEP 1994 Trends in Academic Progrefé/ashington, DC: National Center for Education
Statistics, 1996).
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THE NATION’S
REPORT TABLE 6.3
cARD |NOEP

1996 %‘\' Grade 4 Students’ Reports on Television Viewing Habits

State Assessment

On a school day, about how many hours do you usually watch TV or Percentage and Average Scale Score
videotapes outside of school hours?
DDESS Nation
1 hour or less 28 (1.4) 29 (0.8)
154 (2.0) 148 (1.2)
2 to 3 hours 34 (1.4) 34 (0.7)
157 (1.7) 153 (1.1)
4 to 5 hours 17 (1.0) 16 (0.6)
155 (1.8) 153 (1.5)
6 hours or more 20 (1.2) 21 (0.7)
148 (1.7) 136 (1.5)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can lb@said with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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Parental Support

When parents are involved in their children’s education, both children and parents are
likely to benefit. Research on students at risk has shown that parents’ participation in their
children’s education has more effect on the child’s performance than parent income or parent
educatior® Parental involvement is naturally part of the home environment, but it is also
increasingly sought in the school.

As part of the NAEP assessment, the principals of participating students were asked
about parental involvement in their schools. Table 6.4 presents the results for fourth graders in
DDESS schools.

* Combining data from two categories shows that, overall, all or nearly all of
the fourth-grade students attended schools where principals characterized

parental support as somewhat positive or very positive: 100 percent for
DDESS, 97 percent for the nation.

* The average scale score for DDESS fourth graders attending schools where
parental support was characterized as somewhat positive (158) was higher
than that for the students in comparable schools nationwide (147).

THE NATION’S

TABLE 6.4
) o

1996 %‘\' Schools’ Reports on Parental Support at Grade 4

State Assessment

How would you characterize parental support for student Percentage and Average Scale Score
achievement within your school?
DDESS Nation
Somewhat to very negative 0 (**) 3 (15)
*kk ( ****) 135 ( 53)
Somewhat positive 47 (0.9) 57 (4.8)
158 (1.5) 147 (1.7)
Very positive 53 (0.9) 40 (4.6)
152 (1.4) 150 (2.1)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can x@skid with a
95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendils)A for deta
*** Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate. **** Standard error estimates cannot be accurately determined.

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

% Office of Educational Research and Improvemtapping out the National Assessment of Title I: The Interim Report — 1996
(Washington, DC: Office of Educational Research and Improvement, U.S. Department of Education, 1996).
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Student Mobility

The United States has long been a nation “on the move.” Research indicates that moving
more than once or twice during the school year lowers student performance. Students who attend
the same school throughout their careers are most likely to graduate, whereas the most mobile of
the school populations have the highest rates of failure and droppiffg Bug. effects of high
mobility are far-reaching; schools with high mobility rates depress performance even for students
who do not move.

To examine the relationship between mobility and science performance, the NAEP
assessment asked students how many times since starting first grade they had changed schools
due to changes in where they lived. Table 6.5 shows results for fourth-grade DDESS students.

* In terms of student mobility, there was no significant difference in the
percentages of fourth graders in DDESS schools (19 percent) or nationwide
(22 percent) who reported moving only once since starting first grade. For
fourth graders moving two times, the percentage of DDESS students (17
percent) was higher than the percentage of comparably mobile students
nationwide (8 percent).

» The average scale scores of DDESS students who moved once (157), twice
(153), or three or more times (153) since the first grade were higher than
those of their national public school counterparts who moved once (148),
twice (141), or three or more times (138).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [nqep TABLE 6.5
CARD
=
1996 \ ' ili
Statep e ] Students’ Reports on Mobility
Since you started first grade, how many times have you changed Percentage and Average Scale Score
schools, not counting when you were promoted to the next grade?
DDESS Nation
None 22 (11) 55 (1.2)
153 (1.7) 152 (1.2)
One 19 (1.0 22 (1.0
157 (2.5) 148 (1.5)
Two 17 (0.8) 8 (0.5)
153 (2.3) 141 (2.4)
Three or more 42 (1.4) 15 (0.7)
153 (1.8) 138 (1.4)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ®@shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdtesrors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendig)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

7 ERIC Clearinghouse on Urban Educatiétighly Mobile Students: Educational Problems and Possible Solutidlesy York,
NY: ERIC Clearinghouse on urban Education, ERIC/CUE Digest, Number 73, 1991).
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Students’ Views About Science

Science educators have been interested in the relationship between student attitude and
student performance for several decades now. A considerable body of research has shown a
correlation between students attitudes and their performance in science, with positive attitudes
typically resulting in higher performané®.Therefore, the 1996 NAEP science assessment asked
several questions to gauge students’ attitudes towards science. Table 6.6 shows the responses for
fourth graders to both a positive and a negative statement about science.

* In DDESS schools, 37 percent of fourth graders agreed that science is useful
for solving everyday problems, about the same as at the national level (34
percent). The average scale score for these DDESS students (156) was
greater than that for comparable students in the nation (149).

* In DDESS schools, 43 percent of students agreed with the statement that
learning science is mostly memorizing facts. The percentage of students in
the nation who also held that attitude (40 percent) was not significantly
different. The average scale score for DDESS fourth graders (152) who felt
that learning science is mostly memorizing was higher than the average scale
score of students nationwide (144) who also held that opinion about science.

% Weinburg, M. “Gender Differences in Student Attitudes Toward Science: A Meta Analysis of the Literature from 1970 to 1991,” in
Journal of Research in Science Teaching, 1985pB2387-398.
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [ngep TABLE 6.6
CARD
(@ - .
1996 i \ Grade 4 Students’ Views About Science
State Assessment
. ) Percentage and Average Scale Score
How much do you agree with the following statements?
DDESS Nation
Science is useful for solving everyday problems.
Disagree 32 (11) 32 (0.8)
151 (1.4) 148 (1.3)
Not sure 32 (1.4) 34 (0.7)
154 (1.8) 149 (1.2)
Agree 37 (1.2) 34 (0.8)
156 (2.0) 149 (1.2)
Learning science is mostly memorizing.
Disagree 20 (1.1) 23 (0.7)
157 (1.7) 152 (1.1)
Not sure 38 (1.3) 37 (0.9
155 (1.4) 151 (1.3)
Agree 43 (1.1) 40 (0.8)
152 (1.7) 144 (1.1)

The NAEP science scale ranges from 0 to 300. The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can ls®shid with a

95 percent confidence that, for each population of interest, the value for the entire population is within + 2 standafdherors
estimate for the sample. In comparing two estimates, one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendis)A for deta
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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APPENDIX A

Reporting NAEP 1996 Science Results
for DODEA Schools at Grade 4

The DoDEA schools were assessed at grade 8 as part of the NAEP 1996 science state
assessment. The DoDEA arranged to assess its grade 4 students at the same time, although grade
4 was not included in the state science assessment. The grade 4 assessment of DoDEA students
was in most ways operationally identical to the national assessment. Appendices A through C,
originally written for the state reports, have been rewritten to reflect this.

A.1 Participation Guidelines

As was discussed in the Introduction, unless the overall participation rate for a
jurisdiction is sufficiently high, the assessment results for that jurisdiction may be subject to
appreciable nonresponse bias. Moreover, even if the overall participation rate is high, significant
nonresponse bias may exist if the nonparticipation that does occur is heavily concentrated among
certain types of schools or students. The following guidelines concerning school and student
participation rates in the state assessment program were established to address four significant
ways in which nonresponse bias could be introduced into the jurisdiction sample estimates. For
DoDEA schools reported as jurisdictions (as in this report), the guidelines for public schools
apply.

The first three guidelines describe the determination of whether a jurisdiction is eligible
to have its results published. Guidelines 4-11 describe conditions under which a jurisdiction’s
published results will include a notation. Such a notation would indicate the possibility of bias in
particular results, due to nonresponse from segments of the sample. Note that in order for a
jurisdiction’s results to be published without notations, that jurisdiction must comply with all
guidelines. (A thorough discussion of the NAEP participation guidelines can be found in the
Technical Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Science
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Guidelines on the Publication of NAEP Results

Guideline 1 — Publication of Public School Results

A jurisdiction will have its public school results published inK#EP 1996 Science
Report Card(or in other reports that include all state-level results) if and only if its
weighted participation rate for the initial sample of public schools is greater than or
equal to 70 percent. Similarly, a jurisdiction will receive a sepMatEP 1996 Science
State Reporif and only if its weighted participation rate for the initial sample of public
schools is greater than or equal to 70 percent.

Guideline 2 — Publication of Nonpublic School Results

A jurisdiction will have its nonpublic school results published inNIR&EP 1996 Science
Report Card(or in other reports that include all state-level results) if and only if its
weighted participation rate for the initial sample of nonpublic schools is greater than or
equal to 70 perce®ND meets minimum sample size requiremérsiurisdiction

eligible to receive a separdf\EP 1996 Science State Reparder guideline 1 will

have its nonpublic school results included in that report if and only if that jurisdiction’s
weighted participation rate for the initial sample of nonpublic schools is greater than or
equal to 70 perce®ND meets minimum sample size requirements. If a jurisdiction
meets guideline 2 but fails to meet guideline 1, a sepEvsEP 1996 Science State
Reportwill be produced containing only nonpublic school results.

Guideline 3 — Publication of Combined Public and Nonpublic School Results

A jurisdiction will have its combined results published in fh&EP 1996 Science Report
Card (or in other reports that include all state-level results) if and only if both guidelines
1 and 2 are satisfied. Similarly, a jurisdiction eligible to receive a sepédi® 1996
Science State Reparhder guideline 1 will have its combined results included in that
report if and only if guideline 2 is also met.

Guidelines for Notations of NAEP Results

Guideline 4 — Notation for Overall Public School Participation Rate

A jurisdiction that meets guideline 1 will receive a notation if its weighted participation
rate for the initial sample of public schools was below 85 peiDt the weighted
public school participation rate after substitution was below 90 percent.

Guideline 5 — Notation for Overall Nonpublic School Participation Rate

A jurisdiction that meets guideline 2 will receive a notation if its weighted participation

rate for the initial sample of nonpublic schools was below 85 pefdé¢Dtthe weighted
nonpublic school participation rate after substitution was below 90 percent.

1 Minimum participation size requirements for reporting nonpublic school data consist of two components: (1) a schodzsample s
of six of more participating schools and (2) an assessed student sample size of at least 62.
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Guideline 6 — Notation for Strata-Specific Public School Participation Rate
A jurisdiction that is not already receiving a notation under guideline 4 will receive a
notation if the sample of public schools included a class of schools with similar
characteristics that had a weighted participation rate (after substitution) of below 80
percent, and from which the nonparticipating schools together accounted for more than
five percent of the jurisdiction’ s total weighted sample of public schools. The classes of
schools from each of which a jurisdiction needed minimum school participation levels
were determined by degree of urbanization, minority enroliment, and median household
income of the area in which the school is located.

Guideline 7 — Notation for Strata-Specific Nonpublic School Participation Rate
A jurisdiction that is not already receiving a notation under guideline 5 will receive a
notation if the sample of nonpublic schools included a class of schools with similar
characteristics that had a weighted participation rate (after substitution) of below 80
percent, and from which the nonparticipating schools together accounted for more than
five percent of the jurisdiction’s total weighted sample of nonpublic schools. The classes
of schools from each of which a jurisdiction needed minimum school participation levels
were determined by type of nonpublic school (Catholic versus non-Catholic) and
location (metropolitan versus nhonmetropolitan).

Guideline 8 — Notation for Overall Student Participation Rate in Public Schools
A jurisdiction that meets guideline 1 will receive a notation if the weighted
student response rate within participating public schools was below 85 percent.

Guideline 9 — Notation for Overall Student Participation Rate in Nonpublic Schools
A jurisdiction that meets guideline 2 will receive a notation if the weighted student
response rate within participating nonpublic schools was below 85 percent.

Guideline 10—Notation for Strata-Specific Student Participation Rates in Public Schools
A jurisdiction that is not already receiving a notation under guideline 8 will receive a
notation if the sampled students within participating public schools included a class of
students with similar characteristics that had a weighted student response rate of below
80 percent, and from which the nonresponding students together accounted for more than
five percent of the jurisdiction’s weighted assessable public school student sample.
Student groups from which a jurisdiction needed minimum levels of participation were
determined by the age of the student, whether or not the student was classified as a
student with a disability (SD) or of limited English proficiency (LEP), and the type of
assessment session (monitored or unmonitored), as well as school level of urbanization,
minority enroliment, and median household income of the area in which the school is
located.
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Guideline 11 — Notation for Strata-Specific Student Participation Rates in Nonpublic Schools
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A jurisdiction that is not already receiving a notation under guideline 9 will receive a
notation if the sampled students within participating nonpublic schools included a class
of students with similar characteristics that had a weighted student response rate of
below 80 percent, and from which the nonresponding students together accounted for
more than five percent of the jurisdiction’s weighted assessable nonpublic school student
sample. Student groups from which a jurisdiction needed minimum levels of

participation were determined by the age of the student, whether or not the student was
classified as a student with a disability (SD) or of limited English proficiency (LEP), and
the type of assessment session (monitored or unmonitored), as well as type and location
of school.
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A.2 NAEP Reporting Groups

The NAEP assessment program provides results for groups of students defined by shared
characteristics — region of the country, gender, race/ethnicity, parental education, type of
school, and participation in federally funded Title | programs and the free/reduced-price lunch
component of the National School Lunch Program. (Region of the country and type of school are
not applicable to DoDEA schools and hence are not included here, but there are descriptions in
the grade 8 DoDEA science state assessment reports.)

Based on criteria described later in this appendix, results are reported for subpopulations
only when sufficient numbers of students and adequate school representation are present. For
public school students, there must be at least 62 students in a particular subgroup from at least 5
primary sampling units (PSU&)-or nonpublic school students, the minimum requirement is 62
students in a particular subgroup from at least 6 different schools. However, the data for all
students, regardless of whether their subgroup was reported separately, were included in
computing overall results for DoDDS or DDESS. Definitions of the subpopulations referred to in
this report are presented on the following pages.

Gender
Results are reported separately for males and females.

Race/Ethnicity
The racial/ethnic results presented in this report attempt to provide a clear picture based

on several sources. The race/ethnicity variable is an imputed definition of race/ethnicity derived
from up to three sources. This variable is used for race/ethnicity subgroup comparisons. Two
guestions from the student demographics questionnaire were used in the determination of derived
race/ethnicity:

If you are Hispanic, what is your Hispanic background?

e | am not Hispanic.
 Mexican, Mexican American, or Chicano
e Puerto Rican

e Cuban

e Other Spanish or Hispanic Background

Students who responded to this question by filling in the second, third, fourth, or fifth
oval were considered Hispanic. For students who filled in the first oval, did not respond to the
guestion, or provided information that was illegible or could not be classified, responses to the
guestion below were examined in an effort to determine race/ethnicity.

2 For the DDESS and DoDDS, a PSU is most often a single school (as it is for the jurisdictions in the state assessiments); for t
national assessment, a PSU is a selected geographic region (a county, group of counties, or a metropolitan statistical area).
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Which best describes you?

» White (not Hispanic)

e Black (not Hispanic)

» Hispanic (“Hispanic” means someone who is from a Mexican, Mexican
American, Chicano, Puerto Rican, Cuban, or other Spanish or Hispanic
background.)

» Asian or Pacific Islander (“Asian or Pacific Islander” means someone wholis
from a Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Filipino, Viethamese, or other Asian or
Pacific Island background.)

* American Indian or Alaskan Native (“American Indian or Alaskan Native”
means someone who is from one of the American Indian tribes, or one of the
original people of Alaska.)

e Other (specify)

Students’ race/ethnicity was then assigned on the basis of their response. For students
who filled in the sixth oval ("Other") or provided illegible information or information that could
not be classified, or did not respond at all, race/ethnicity was assigned as determined by school
records’

Derived race/ethnicity could not be determined for students who did not respond to
either of the demographic questions and for whom a race/ethnicity designation was not provided
by the school.

The details of how race/ethnicity classifications are derived is presented so that the
readers can determine the usefulness of the results for their particular uses. It should be noted
that a nonnegligible number of students indicated a Hispanic background (e.g., Puerto Rican or
Cuban)and indicated that a racial/ethnic category other than Hispanic best described them.
These students were classified as Hispanic according to the rules described above. Also,
information from the schools did not always correspond to students’ descriptions of themselves.

3 The procedure for assigning race/ethnicity was modified for Hawaii. S@etheical Report for the NAEP 1996 State Assessment
Program in Sciencéor details.
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Parents’ Highest Level of Education

The variable representing level of parental education is derived from responses to two
guestions from the set of general background questions. Students were asked to indicate the
extent of their mothers’ education:

How far in school did your mother go?

* She did not finish high school.

» She graduated from high school.

» She had some education after high school.
» She graduated from college.

e | don’t know.

Students were asked a similar question about their fathers’ education:

How far in school did your father go?

* He did not finish high school.

* He graduated from high school.

* He had some education after high school.
* He graduated from college.

e | don’t know.

This information was combined into one parental education reporting variable through
the following procedure. If a student indicated the extent of education for only one parent, that
level was included in the data. If a student indicated the extent of education for both parents, the
higher of the two levels was included in the data. For students who did not know the level of
education for both parents or did not know the level for one parent and did not respond for the
other, the parental education level was classified as "l don’t know." If the student did not respond
for either parent, the student was recorded as having provided no response.

It should be noted that, nationally, approximately one-third of fourth graders reported not
knowing the education level of either of their parents.

Title | Participation
On the basis of available school records, students were classified either as currently
participating in a Title | program or receiving Title | services, or as not receiving such services.
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The classification only refers to the school year when the assessment was administered (i.e., the
1995-96 school year) and is not based on participation in previous years. If the school did not
offer any Title | programs or services, all students in that school were classified as not
participating.

Free/Reduced-Price School Lunch Program Eligibility

On the basis of available school records, students were classified either as currently
eligible or not eligible for the free or reduced-price component of the Department of
Agriculture’s school lunch program. The classification refers only to the school year when the
assessment was administered (i.e., the 1995-96 school year) and is not based on eligibility in
previous years. If the school did not participate in the program or if school records were not
available, all students in that school were classified as "Information not available.”

A.3 Guidelines for Analysis and Reporting

This report describes science performance for fourth graders and compares the results for
various groups of students within this population — for example, those who have certain
demographic characteristics or who responded to a specific background question in a particular
way. The report examines the results for individual demographic groups and individual
background questions. It does not include an analysis of the relationships among combinations of
these subpopulations or background questions.

Drawing Inferences from the Results

Because the percentages of students in these subpopulations and their average scale
scores are based on samples — rather than on the entire population of fourth graders in a
jurisdiction — the numbers reported are necessastimatesAs such, they are subject to a
measure of uncertainty, reflected in gtandard errorof the estimate. When the percentages or
average scale scores of certain groups are compared, it is essential to take the standard error into
account, rather than to rely solely on observed similarities or differences. Therefore, the
comparisons discussed in this report are basedadistical test¢hat consider both the
magnitude of the difference between the averages or percentages and the standard errors of those
statistics.

One of the goals of the science assessment program is to estimate scale score
distributions and percentages of students in the categories described in A.2 for the overall
populations of fourth-grade students in each participating jurisdiction based on the particular
samples of students assessed. The usertidence intervalsdased on the standard errors,
provides a way to make inferences about the population average scale scores and percentages in a
manner that reflects the uncertainty associated with the sample estimates. An estimated sample
average scale score * 2 standard errors approximatepercent confidence interviar the
corresponding population average or percentage. This means that one can conclude with
approximately 95 percent confidence that the average scale score of the entire population of
interest (e.qg., all fourth-grade students in public schools in a jurisdiction) is within £ 2 standard
errors of the sample average.
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As an example, suppose that the average science scale score of the students in a
particular jurisdiction’s fourth-grade sample were 156 with a standard error of 1.2. A 95 percent
confidence interval for the population average would be as follows:

Average + 2 standard errors = 156 %2(1.2) = 156 £ 2.4 =
156 - 2.4 and 156 + 2.4 = (153.6, 158.4)

Thus, one can conclude with 95 percent confidence that the average scale score for the entire
population of fourth-grade students in public schools in that jurisdiction is between 153.6 and
158.4.

Similar confidence intervals can be constructed for percentfigies, percentages are
neither extremely large nor extremely smalbr extreme percentages, confidence intervals
constructed in the above manner may not be appropriate, and accurate confidence intervals can
be constructed only by using procedures that are quite complicated.

Extreme percentages, defined by both the magnitude of the percentage and the size of the
sample from which it was derived, should be interpreted with caution. (The forthcoming
Technical Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Scietaies a more
complete discussion of extreme percentages.)

Analyzing Subgroup Differences in Averages and Percentages

The statistical tests determine whether the evidence, based on the data from the groups in
thesample is strong enough to conclude that the averages or percentages are actually different
for those groups in theopulation.If the evidence is strong (i.e., the difference is statistically
significant), the report describes the group averages or percentages as being different (e.g., one
group performedhigher thanor lower thananother group), regardless of whether the sample
averages or sample percentages appear to be about the same or not. If the evidence is not
sufficiently strong (i.e., the difference is not statistically significant), the averages or percentages
are described as beingt significantly different —again, regardless of whether the sample
averages or sample percentages appear to be about the same or widely discrepant. When
determining whether sample differences are likely to represent actual differences between the
groups in the population, the results of the statistical tests should be relied on rather than the
apparent magnitude of the difference between sample averages or percentages.

In addition to the overall results, this report presents outcomes separately for a variety of
important subgroups. Many of these subgroups are defined by shared characteristics of students,
such as their gender or race/ethnicity. Other subgroups are defined by the responses of the
assessed students’ science teachers to questions in the science teacher questionnaire.

In Chapter 1 of this report, differences between the jurisdiction and the nation were
tested for overall science scale score and for each of the fields of science. In Chapter 2,
significance tests were conducted for the overall scale score for each of the subpopulations. In
Chapters 3 through 6, comparisons were made across subgroups for responses to various
background questions.
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As an example of comparisons across subgroups, consider the quastindents who
reported discussing studies at home almost every day exhibit higher average science scale scores
than students who report never or hardly ever doing so?

To answer the above question, begin by comparing the average science scale score for
the two groups being analyzed. If the average for the group that reported discussing their studies
at home almost every day is higher, it may be tempting to conclude that that group does have a
higher science scale score than the group that reported never or hardly ever discussing their
studies at home. However, even though the averages differ, there may be no real difference in
performance between the two groups in the population because of the uncertainty associated with
the estimated average scale scores of the groups in the sample. Remember that the intent is to
make a statement about the entire population, not about the particular sample that was assessed.
The data from the sample are used to make inferences about the population as a whole.

As discussed in the previous section, each estimated sample average scale score (or
percentage) has a degree of uncertainty associated with it. It is therefore possible that if all
students in the population (rather than a sample of students) had been assessed or if the
assessment had been repeated with a different sample of students or a different, but equivalent,
set of questions, the performances of various groups would have been different. Thus, to
determine whether there ig@al difference between the average scale score (or percentage of
students with a certain attribute) for two groups in the population, an estimate of the degree of
uncertainty associated with the difference between the scale score averages or percentages of
those groups must be obtained for the sample. This estimate of the degree of uncertainty —
calledthe standard error of the differenbetween the groups — is obtained by taking the square
of each group’s standard error, summing these squared standard errors, and then taking the
square root of this sum.

In a manner similar to that in which the standard error for an individual group average or
percentage is used, te@ndard error of the differenaan be used to help determine whether
differences between groups in the population are real. The difference between the mean scale
score or percentage of the two groups + 2 standard errors of the diffezpresents an
approximate 95 percent confidence interval. If the resulting interval includes zero, there is
insufficient evidence to claim a real difference between groups in the population. If the interval
does not contain zero, the difference between grouwgiatistically significan{different) at the
0.05 level.
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As another example, to determine whether the average science scale score of fourth-
grade males is higher than that of fourth-grade females in a particular jurisdiction’s public
schools, suppose that the sample estimates of the average scale scores and standard errors for
males and females were as follows:

Group Average Scale Score Standard Error
Males 148 0.9
Females 146 11

The difference between the estimates of the average scale scores of males and females is two
points (148-146). The standard error of this difference is

VO.g+1.F =14
Thus, an approximate 95 percent confidence interval for this difference is

Mean difference = 2 standard errors of the difference =
2+2x(1.4)=2+28=228and?2+2.8=H0.8, 4.8)

The value zero is within this confidence interval, which extends f@8 to 4.8 (i.e.,
zero is between- 0.8 and 4.8). Thus, there is insufficient evidence to claim a difference in
average science scale score between the populations of fourth-grade males and females in public
schools in the hypothetical jurisdiction.

Throughout this report, when the average scale scores or percentages for two groups
were compared, procedures like the one described above were used to draw the conclusions that
are presented in the textif a statement appears in the report indicating that a particular group
had ahigher(or lower) average scale score than a second group, the 95 percent confidence
interval for the difference between groups did not contain zero. An attempt was made to
distinguish between group differences that were statistically significant but rather small in a
practical sense and differences that were both statistically and practically significant. A
procedure based on effect sizes was used. Statistically significant differences that are rather small
are described in the text ssmewhat higheor somewhat loweMWhen a statement indicates that
the average scale score or percentage of some attributetsignificantly differenfor two
groups, the confidence interval included zero, and thus no difference could be inferred between
the groups. The reader is cautioned to avoid drawing conclusions solely on the basis of the
magnitude of the difference. A difference between two groups in the sample that appears to be
slight may represent a statistically significant difference in the population because of the
magnitude of the standard errors. Conversely, a difference that appears to be large may not be
statistically significant.

4 The procedure described above (especially the estimation of the standard error of the difference), is, in a strigt sense, onl
appropriate when the statistics being compared come from independent samples. For certain comparisons in the report, the groups
were not independent. In those cases, a different (and more appropriate) estimate of the standard error of the diffeeshce was u
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The procedures described in this section, and the certainty ascribed to intervals (i.e., a 95
percent confidence interval), are based on statistical theory that assumes that only one confidence
interval or test of statistical significance is being performed. However, in each chapter of this
report, many different groups are being compared (i.e., multiple sets of confidence intervals are
being calculated). In sets of confidence intervals, statistical theory indicates that the certainty
associated with the entire set of intervals is less than that attributable to each individual
comparison from the set if considered individually. To hold the certainty level for the set of
comparisons at a particular level (i.e., 0.95), modifications (called multiple comparison
procedures) must be made to the methods described in the previous section. One such procedure
— theBonferronimethod — was used in the analyses described in this report to form confidence
intervals for the differences between groups whenever sets of comparisons were cohsidered.
Using this method, the confidence intervals in the text that are based on sets of comparisons are
more conservative than those described on the previous pages. In other words, some comparisons
that were individually statistically significant using the methods previously described may not be
statistically significant when the Bonferroni method was used to take the number of related
comparisons into account.

Most of the multiple comparisons in this report pertain to relatively small sets or
“families” of comparisons. For example, when comparisons were discussed concerning students’
reports of parental education, six comparisons were conducted — all pairs of the four parental
education levels. In these situations, Bonferroni procedures were appropriate. However, consider
another example in Chapter 1 of the grade 8 DoDEA reports: these reports contain a map
comparing DoDDS or DDESS average scores with those of the 43 other jurisdictions reporting
public school results for the state assessment. To control the certainty level for a large family of
comparisons such as this (43), the false discovery rate (FDR) cfitevamused. Unlike the
Bonferroni procedures which control the familywise error rate (i.e., the probability of making
even one false rejection in the set of comparisons), the Benjamini and Hochberg (BH) approach
using the FDR criterion controls the expected proportion of falsely rejected hypotheses as a
proportion of all rejected hypotheses. Bonferroni procedures may be considered conservative for
large families of comparisorisin other words, using the Bonferroni method would produce
more statistically nonsignificant comparisons than using the BH approach. A more detailed
description of the Bonferroni and BH procedures appears ifigblenical Report of the NAEP
1996 State Assessment Program in Science.

5 Miller, R.G. Simultaneous Statistical Inferen¢dlew York, NY: McGraw-Hill, 1966).

6 Benjamini, Y. and Hochberg. “Controlling the false discovery rate: A practical and powerful approach to multiple testing,” i
Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, SerieSH1). (pp. 289-300, 1994).

7 Williams, V.S.L., L.V. Jones, and J.W. Tuk&pntrolling Error in Multiple Comparisons, with Special Attention to the National
Assessment of Educational Progrgg&search Triangle Park, NC: National Institute of Statistical Sciences, December 1994).
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Statistics with Poorly Estimated Standard Errors

Not only are the averages and percentages reported in NAEP subject to uncertainty, but
their standard errors are as well. In certain cases, typically when the standard error is based on a
small number of students or when the group of students is enrolled in a small number of schools,
the amount of uncertainty associated with the standard errors may be quite large. Throughout this
report, estimates of standard errors subject to a large degree of uncertainty are followed by the
symbol “I". In such cases, the standard errors — and any confidence intervals or significance
tests involving these standard errors — should be interpreted cautiously. Additional details
concerning procedures for identifying such standard errors are discussedéchhé&al Report
of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Science.

Minimum Subgroup Sample Sizes

Results for science performance and background variables were tabulated and reported
for groups defined by gender, race/ethnicity, parental education, type of school, and participation
in federally funded Title | programs and the free or reduced-price school lunch component of the
National School Lunch Program. NAEP collects data for five racial ethnic subgroups (White,
Black, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, and American Indian/Alaskan Native) and four levels of
parents’ education (Graduated From College, Some Education After High School, Graduated
From High School, and Did Not Finish High School) plus the category “| Don’'t Know.”

In many jurisdictions, and for some regions of the country, the number of students in
some of these groups was not sufficiently high to permit accurate estimation of performance
and/or background variable results. As a result, data are not provided for the subgroups with
students from very few schools or for the subgroups with very small sample sizes. For results to
be reported for any state assessment subgroup, public school results must represent at least 5
primary sampling units (PSUs) and nonpublic school results must represent at least 6 schools.
For results to be reported for any national assessment subgroup, at least 5 PSUs must be
represented in the subgroup. In addition, a minimum sample of 62 students per subgroup is
required. For statistical tests pertaining to subgroups, the sample size for both groups has to meet
the minimum sample size requirements.

The minimum sample size of 62 was determined by computing the sample size required
to detect an effect size of 0.5 total-group standard deviation units with a probability of 0.8 or
greater. The effect size of 0.5 pertains totthe difference between the average scale score of
the subgroup in question and the average scale score for the total fourth-grade public school
population in the jurisdiction, divided by the standard deviation of the scale score in the total
population. If therue difference between subgroup and total group mean is 0.5 total-group
standard deviation units, then a sample size of at least 62 is required to detect such a difference
with a probability of 0.8. Further details about the procedure for determining minimum sample
size appear in th€echnical Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in Science
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Describing the Size of Percentages

Some of the percentages reported in the text of the report are given qualitative
descriptions. For example, the number of students currently taking a biology class might be
described as "relatively few" or "almost all," depending on the size of the percentage in question.
Any convention for choosing descriptive terms for the magnitude of percentages is to some
degree arbitrary. The descriptive phrases used in the report and the rules used to select them are
shown below.

98

Percentage Descriptive Term Used in Report
p=0 None

0<p<8 A small percentage

8<p<L13 Relatively few
13<p<18 Less than one fifth
18<p<22 About one fifth
22<p<27 About one quarter
27<p<30 Less than one third
30<p<36 About one third
36<p<47 Less than half
47< p<53 About half
53<p<L64 More than half
64<p<71 About two thirds
71<p<79 About three quarters
79< p<89 A large majority
89< p<100 Almost all

p =100 All
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APPENDIX B

The NAEP 1996 Science Assessment

The science framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Progress was
produced under the auspices of the National Assessment Governing Board through a consensus
process. The consensus process, managed by the Council of Chief State School Officers, with the
National Center for Improving Science Education and the American Institutes for Research,
developed the framework over a ten-month period between October 1990 and August 1991. The
following factors guided the process for developing consensus on the science frathework:

» the active participation of individuals such as curriculum specialists, science
teachers, science supervisors, state supervisors, administrators, individuals from
business and industry, government officials, and parents;

» the representation of what is considered essential learning in science, and the
recommendation of innovative assessment techniques to probe the critical abilities
and content areas;

» the recognition of the lack of agreement on such things as common scope of
instruction and sequence, components of scientific literacy, important outcomes of
learning, and the nature of overarching themes in science.

8 Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Prg@vaskington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1993).
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While maintaining some conceptual continuity with the 1990 NAEP Science
Assessment, the 1996 framework takes into account the current reforms in science education, as
well as documents such as the science framework used for the 1991 International Assessment of
Educational Progress. In addition, the Framework Steering Committee recommended that a
variety of strategies, including the following, be used for assessing students’ perfofmance:

» performance tasks that allow students to manipulate physical objects and draw
scientific understanding from the materials before them;

» constructed-response questions that provide insights into students’ levels of
understanding and ability to communicate in the sciences as well as their ability to
generate, rather than simply recognize, information related to scientific concepts and
their interconnections; and

* multiple-choice items that probe students’ conceptual understanding and ability to
connect ideas in a scientifically sound way.

B.1 Percentage of Assessment Time by Domain

The framework for the 1996 science assessment can be described as a two-dimensional
matrix. The three fields of science (earth, physical, and life ) make up the first dimension and
ways of knowing and doing science (conceptual understanding, scientific investigation, and
practical reasoning) make up the second dimension. Every question or task in the assessment is
classified according to the two major dimensions. There are also two overarching domains—
nature of science (that includes nature of technology) and themes (systems, models, and patterns
of change).

In addition to describing the content of the assessment, the framework also recommends
what percentage of time should be devoted to each field of science, each way of knowing and
doing science, the nature of science, and themes.

In this section, each figure describes an element of the framework, and is followed by a
table showing thactualdistribution of assessment time as well as the distribuéoommended
by the framework. Care was taken to ensure congruence between the proportions actually used in
the assessment and those recommended in the assessment specifications. Note that the tables
represent all three grades assessed nationally; only grade 8 was assessed at the state level.

Figure B.1 describes the fields of science and Table B.1 shows the actual and
recommended distribution of assessment time across each field. The ways of knowing and doing
science are outlined in Figure B.2. The distribution of assessment time for this dimension, both
actual and recommended, is depicted in Table B.2.

% Ibid.
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THE NATION’

REPORT [rcapp FIGURE B.1

Statlggsﬁsessmen; Description of the Three Fields of Science

Earth Science

The earth science content assessed centers on objects and events that are relatively accessible or visible. The cpncepts and

topics covered are solid Earth (lithosphere). water (hydrosphere), air (atmosphere), and the Earth in space. The
consists of composition; forces that alter its surface; the formation, characteristics and uses of rocks; the change

solid Earth
5 and uses

of soil; natural resources used by humankind; and natural forces within the Earth. Concepts and topics related to|water

consist of the water cycle; the nature of oceans and their effects on water and climate; and the location of water,

ts

distribution, characteristics, and effect of and influence on human activity. The air is broken down into compositign and
structure of the atmosphere (including energy transfer); the nature of weather; common weather hazards; and ain quality

and climate. The Earth in space consists of the setting of the Earth in the solar system; the setting and evolution
solar system in the universe; tools and technology that are used to gather information about space; apparent dai
of the Sun, the Moon, the planets and the stars; rotation of the Earth about its axis, and the Earth’s revolution ar
Sun; and tilt of the Earth’s axis that produces seasonal variations in the climate.

Physical Science

of the
y motions
bund the

The physical science component relates to basic knowledge and understanding concerning the structure of the yniverse as

well as the physical principles that operate within it. The major subtopics probed are matter and its transformatio

ns,

energy and its transformations, and the motion of things. Matter and its transformations are described by diversity of

materials (classification and types and the particulate nature of matter); temperature and states of matter; proper
uses of material (modifying properties, synthesis of materials with new properties); and resource management. E

ies and
nergy and

its transformations involve different forms of energy; energy transformations in living systems, natural physical systems,

and artificial systems constructed by humans; and energy sources and use, including distribution, energy conver

sion, and

energy costs and depletion. Motion is broken down into an understanding of frames of reference; force and changes in

position and motion; action and reaction; vibrations and waves as motion; general wave behavior; electromagnet|c

radiation; and the interactions of electromagnetic radiation with matter.

Life Science
The fundamental goal of life science is to attempt to understand and explain the nature and function of living thin

gs. The

major concepts assessed in life science are change and evolution, cells and their functions (not at grade 4), organisms, and

ecology. Change and evolution includes diversity of life on Earth; genetic variation within a species; theories of

adaptation and natural selection; and changes in diversity over time. Cells and their functions consists of information
transfer; energy transfer for the construction of proteins; and communication among cells. Organisms are described by
reproduction, growth and development; life cycles; and functions and interactions of systems within organisms. The topic

of ecology centers on the interdependence of life — populations, communities, and ecosystems.

SOURCE:Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Prqgves$ington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board; 1993).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [rep TABLE B.1
1996 [ Distribution of Assessment Time by Field of Science
State Assessment
Earth Physical Life
Actual | Recommended Actual |Recommended Actual FItecommended
Grade 4 33% 33% 34% 33% 33% 33%
Grade 8 30% 30% 30% 30% 40% 40%
Grade 12 33% 33% 33% 33% 34% 33%
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REPORT (o] FIGURE B.2
CARD “-‘“EE '
E@i' .. . . .
1096 Description of Knowing and Doing Science
State Assessment

Conceptual Understanding

Conceptual understanding includes the body of scientific knowledge that students draw upon when conductin
scientific investigation or engaging in practical reasoning. Essential scientific concepts involve a variety of infoI
including facts and events the student learns from science instruction and experiences with the natural enviro

a

mation
ment and

scientific concepts, principles, laws, and theories that scientists use to explain and predict observations of the [natural

world.

Scientific Investigation

Scientific investigation probes students’ abilities to use the tools of science, including both cognitive and laboratory
tools. Students should be able to acquire new information, plan appropriate investigations, use a variety of scientific

tools, and communicate the results of their investigations.

Practical Reasoning

Practical reasoning probes students’ ability to use and apply science understanding in new, real-world applications

SOURCE: Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Prq@vaskington, DC: National Assessment
Governing Board, 1993).

THE NATION’S
REPORT [naep] TABLE B.2
CARD I\HIE|II
A
State hoemet Distribution of Assessment Time by Knowing and Doing Science
Conceptual Understanding Scientific Investigation Practical Reasoning
Actual | Recommended Actual |Recommended Actual FI?ecommended
Grade 4 45% 45% 38% 45% 17% 10%
Grade 8 45% 45% 29% 30% 26% 25%
Grade 12 44% 45% 28% 30% 28% 25%
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The two overarching dimensions are described and accounted for by Figure B.3 and
Table B.3, which describe the nature of science and the themes that transcend the scientific

disciplines.
THE NATION’S
REPORT [raeq] FIGURE B.3
CARD “‘IE!:
StarpS Description of Overarching Domains
tate Assessment

The Nature of Science
The nature of science incorporates the historical development of science and technology, the habits of mind t
characterize these fields, and methods of inquiry and problem-solving. It also encompasses the nature of tech

at
nology

that includes issues of design, application of science to real-world problems, and trade-offs or compromises that need

to be made.

Themes
Themes are the “big ideas” of science that transcend the various scientific disciplines and enable students to

onsider

problems with global implications. The NAEP science assessment focuses on three themes: systems, modelq, and

patterns of change.

e  Systems are complete, predictable cycles, structures or processes occurring in natural phenomena. S
should understand that a system is an artificial construction created to represent, or explain a natural
occurrence. Students should be able to identify and define the system boundaries, identify the compo
their interrelationships and note the inputs and outputs to the system.

¢ Models of objects and events in nature are ways to understand complex or abstract phenomena. As s
have limits and involve simplifying assumptions but also possess generalizability and often predictive
Students need to be able to distinguish the idealized model from the phenomenon itself and to underg
limitations and simplified assumptions that underlie scientific models.

« Patterns of change involve students’ recognition of patterns of similarity and differences, and recogniz

udents

hents and

Lich they
hower.
tand the

e how

these patterns change over time. In addition, students should have a store of common types of patterps and

transfer their understanding of a familiar pattern of change to a new and unfamiliar one.

SOURCE: Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Prq@vaskington, DC: National Assessment

Governing Board, 1993).

THE NATION’S
REPORT TABLE B.3
CARD naep
=&
1996 \ - . . . . -
st hossssment | Distribution of Assessment Time by Overarching Domains
Nature of Science Themes
Actual | Recommended Actual* | Recommended
Grade 4 19% 215% 53% 33%
Grade 8 21% 215% 49% 50%
Grade 12 31% 215% 55% 50%

* Several of the hands-on tasks were classified as themes.

SOURCE: Science Framework for the 1996 National Assessment of Educational Prq@vaskington, DC: National Assessment

Governing Board, 1993).
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B.2 The Assessment Design

The DoDEA grade 4 science assessment used booklets that were identical to those used
at grade 4 for the national assessment. Each student in the science assessment received a booklet
containing six sections. Three of these sections were Bfamksognitive questions that assessed
the knowledge and skills outlined in the framework, and the other three sections were sets of
background questions. Two of the three cognitive sections were paper-and-pencil, and the third
section consisted of a hands-on task with related questions. Students at grade 4 were given
cognitive blocks that each required 20 minutes to complete.

There were 15 different sections or blocks of cognitive questions, but each student’s
booklet contained only three of these blocks of items. Every block consisted of both multiple-
choice and constructed-response questions. Short constructed-response questions required a few
words or a sentence or two for an answer (e.g., briefly stating how nutrients move from the
digestive system to the tissues) while the extended constructed-response questions generally
required a paragraph or more (e.g., outlining an experiment to test the effect of increasing the
amount of available food on the rate of increase of the hydra population). Some constructed-
response questions also required diagrams, graphs, or calculations. It was expected that students
could adequately answer the short constructed-response questions in about 2 to 3 minutes and the
extended constructed-response questions in about 5 minutes.

Other features were built into the blocks of cognitive questions. Four of the blocks were
hands-on tasks in which students were given a set of equipment and asked to conduct an
investigation and answer questions relating to it. Every student was assessed on one of these four
blocks. A second feature was the inclusion of three theme blocks — one assessing systems, one
assessing models, and one assessing patterns of change. For example, students were shown a
simplified model of part of the Solar System with a brief description, and then asked a number of
guestions based on this scenario. Theme blocks were randomly placed in booklets, but not in all
booklets. No student received more than one theme block.

Each booklet in the assessment also included three sets of student background questions.
The first, consisting of general background questions, asked students about such things as
mother’s and father’s level of education, reading materials in the home, homework, and school
attendance. The second, consisting of science background questions, asked students questions
about their classroom learning activities such as hands-on exercises, courses taken, use of
specialized resources such as computers, and views on the utility and value of science. To
complete these two questionnaires, students at all grades were given 5 minutes (with the
exception of the general background questionnaire for grade 4 students where more time was
necessary because the questions were read aloud to the students). The third background
guestionnaire contained five questions about students’ motivation to do well on the assessment,
their perception of the difficulty of the assessment, and their familiarity with the types of
cognitive questions asked. This section took 3 minutes or less to complete.

Using information gathered from the field test, the booklets were carefully constructed to
balance time requirements for the question types in each block. For more information on the
design of the assessment, refer to Appendix C.

10«Blocks” are separately-timed collections of questions grouped, in part, according to the amount of time required toeamswer th
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B.3 Usage of Question Types

The data in Table B.4 reflect the number of questions by type and by grade level for the
1996 assessment. One hundred and sixty-five multiple-choice (MC), 219 short constructed-
response (SCR), and 59 extended constructed-response (ECR) questions make up the assessment,
giving a total of 443 unique questions in the pool. Some of these questions were used at more
than one grade level; thus, the sum at each grade level is greater than the total number of unique
guestions. For the assessment at grade 4, students responded to subsets (determined by booklet)
of 51 multiple-choice questions, 73 short constructed-response questions, and 16 extended
constructed-response tasks.

THE NATION’S
REPORT TABLE B.4
CARD [NoF
E‘,
1998 L . .
sais ——+ | Distribution of Items by Question Type
Grade 4 Grade 8 Grade 12
MC SRC ERC MC SRC ERC MC SRC ERC
Grade 4 only 42 57 12
Grades 4 & 8 overlap 9 16 4 9 16 4
Grade 8 only 44 58 13
Grades 8 & 12 overlap 21 26 3 21 26 3
Grade 12 only 49 62 27
TOTAL by grade 51 73 16 74 100 20 70 88 30

MC — multiple-choice questions; SRC — short constructed-response questions; ERC — extended constructed-response questions
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APPENDIX C

Technical Appendix: The Design, Implementation, and
Analysis of the 1996 Assessment in Science for Grade 4
DoDEA Students

C.1 Overview

In 1996, NAEP included a national science assessment at grades 4, 8, and 12, and a state
science assessment at grade 8 only. DoDDS and DDESS were the only separate jurisdictions in
which a fourth grade science assessment was conducted. The purpose of this appendix is to
provide technical information about the 1996 DoDEA fourth grade assessment in science. It
describes the design of the assessment and gives an overview of the steps used to implement the
program, from the planning stages through the analysis of the data.

This appendix is one of several documents that provide technical information about the
1996 assessment program. Additional details are iINAEP 1996 Technical Repand the
Technical Report of the NAEP 1996 State Assessment Program in STiesmestical
information about the models and procedures used in NAEP can be found in the special NAEP-
related issue of théournal of Educational Statisti¢gSummer 1992/Volume 17, Number 2) as
well as previous national technical reports.

Educational Testing Service (ETS) was awarded the cooperative agreement for the 1996
NAEP programs, including the DoDEA assessments. ETS was responsible for overall
management of the programs as well as for development of the overall design, the cognitive
guestions and questionnaires, data analysis, and reporting. National Computer Systems (NCS)
was a subcontractor to ETS on both the national and state NAEP programs. NCS was responsible
for printing, distributing, and receiving all assessment materials, and for scanning and scoring the
assessments. The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) awarded a separate
cooperative agreement to Westat, Inc., for handling all aspects of sampling and field operations
for the national, state, and fourth-grade DoDEA assessments for 1996.
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Organization of the Technical Appendix

This appendix has the following organization:

Section C.2 provides an overview of the design of the 1996 assessment in science for
DoDEA schools.

Section C.3 discusses the patrtially-balanced incomplete block (PBIB) spiral design
used to assign cognitive questions to assessment booklets and assessment booklets to
students.

Section C.4 outlines the sampling design used for the 1996 assessment.
Section C.5 summarizes Westat'’s field administration procedures.

Section C.6 describes the flow of the data from receipt at NCS through data entry
and professional scoring.

Section C.7 summarizes the procedures used to weight the assessment data and to
obtain estimates of the sampling variability of subpopulation estimates.

Section C.8 describes the initial analyses performed to verify the quality of the data.

Section C.9 describes the item response theory scales and the overall science
composite scale created for the final analyses of the data.

Section C.10 provides an overview of the linking of the DoDEA grade 4 science
results to those from the national assessment.

C.2 Design of the NAEP 1996 Assessment in Science for DODEA Schools

108

The design for the assessments in science included the following major aspects:

The fourth-grade science assessment instruments used for the DODEA assessments
program and the national assessment consisted of 15 blocks of questions, of which 4
were hands-on tasks. Each block could contain a mixture of question types —
constructed-response or multiple-choice — that was determined by the nature of the
task. In addition, the constructed-response questions were of twodkipes:
constructed-responsguestions required students to respond to a question with a few
words or a few sentences, whietended constructed-resporeggestions required
students to respond to a question with a paragraph or more, sometimes including
graphs or calculations. The hands-on tasks were similar to laboratory exercises. Each
student was given 2 of the 11 cognitive blocks of questions, and one of the 4 hands-
on blocks.

A complex form of matrix sampling called a partially balanced incomplete block
(PBIB) spiraling design was used. With PBIB spiraling, students in an assessment
session received different booklets containing 3 of the 15 blocks. This provided for

THE NAEP 1996 ASSESSMENT IN SCIENCE



The Department of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools

greater science content coverage without the undue testing burden that would have
resulted from administering the full set of questions to each student.

» Sets of background questions given to the students, the students’ science teachers,
and the principals or other school administrators provided a variety of contextual
information. The background questionnaires for the DoODEA assessments were
identical to those used in the national fourth-grade assessment.

» The total assessment time for each student was approximately two hours, including
cleanup and collection of materials from hands-on tasks. Each assessed fourth-grade
student was assigned a science booklet that contained 3 of the 15 blocks of science
guestions requiring 20 minutes each (including a hands-on task block in the last
position), followed by a 5-minute general background questionnaire (with additional
time for the administrator to read each question), a 5-minute science background
guestionnaire, and a 3-minute motivation questionnaire. Thirty-seven different
booklets were assembled.

» The assessments were administered in the five-week period between January 29 and
March 4, 1996. One-fourth of the schools in each jurisdiction were assessed each
week throughout the first four weeks. Because of the severe weather throughout
much of the country, the fifth week was used for regular testing as well as for
makeup sessions.

To assure that the assessment was administered under standard, uniform procedures, data
collection at DoDEA schools employed the same methods that were used for the national sample.
Security and uniform assessment administration were high priorities. For both DDESS and
DoDDS, the presence of Westat staff members, who were on site administering the national
assessment at the same time, provided that the grade 4 science assessment was held to the same
standards as the national assessment.

C.3 Assessment Instruments

Thestudent assessment bookletsitained six sections and included both cognitive and
noncognitive questions. The assembly of cognitive questions into booklets and their subsequent
assignment to assessed students were determined by a matrix sampling design using a variant of
a balanced incomplete block design (BIB), with spiraled administration. Each assessed student
received a booklet containing 3 of the 15 cognitive blocks according to a design that ensured that
each block was administered to a representative sample of students within each jurisdiction. The
third cognitive block was always one of the four hands-on blocks; this requirement meant that the
BIB was partially balanced (PBIB).

For grade 4, in addition to two 20-minute sections of cognitive questions and the 20-
minute performance task section, each booklet included two 5-minute sets of gemeral
science background questions designed to gather contextual information about students, their
experiences in science, and their attitudes toward the subject, and one 3-minute section of

1 The general background questions took longer than 5 minutes for fourth graders, because each question was read aloud by the
administrator.
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motivation questions designed to gather information about the student’s level of motivation while
taking the assessment.

In addition to the student assessment booklets, three other instruments provided data
relating to the assessment: a science teacher questionnaire, a school characteristics and policies
guestionnaire, and an SD/LEP student questionnaire (for students categorized as students with
disabilities or with limited English proficiency).

Theteacher questionnaireas administered to the science teachers of the fourth-grade
students participating in the assessment. The questionnaire consisted of three sections and took
approximately 20 minutes to complete. The first section focused on the teacher’s general
background and experience; the second, on the teacher’s background related to science; and the
third, on classroom information about science instruction.

Theschool characteristicand policies questionnain@as given to the principal or other
administrator in each participating school and took about 20 minutes to complete. The questions
asked about the principal’'s background and experience, school policies, programs, and facilities,
and the demographic composition and background of the students and teachers.

The SD/LEPstudent questionnair@as completed by the staff member most familiar
with any student selected for the assessment who was classified in either of two ways: students
with disabilities (SD) who had an Individualized Education Plan (IEP) or equivalent special
education plan (for reasons other than being gifted and talented); students with limited English
proficiency were classified as LEP students. The questionnaire took approximately 3 minutes to
complete and asked about the student and the special programs in which the student participated.
It was completed for all selected SD or LEP students regardless of whether or not they
participated in the assessment. Selected SD or LEP students participated in the assessment if they
were determined by the school to be able to participate, considering the terms of their IEP and
accommodations provided by the school or by NAEP.

C.4 The Sampling Design

The sampling design for NAEP is complex, in order to minimize burden on schools and
students while maximizing the utility of the data. For additional details séABe 1996
Technical ReportThe target populations for the science assessment reported here consisted of
fourth-grade students enrolled in either domestic or overseas DoDEA schools. The representative
samples of fourth graders came from 39 DDESS schools or 91 DoDDS schools.

The school samples in DDESS or DoDDS were designed to produce aggregate estimates
for the jurisdiction and for selected subpopulations (depending upon the size and distribution of
the various subpopulations within the jurisdiction) and to ensure comparability with the national
sample.

The national results cited in this report are based on nationally representative samples of
fourth-grade students. The samples were selected using a complex multistage sampling design
involving the sampling of students from selected schools within selected geographic areas across
the country. The sample design had the following stages:

(1) selection of geographic areas (a county, group of counties, or a metropolitan
statistical area);

(2) selection of schools (public and nonpublic) within the selected areas; and
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(3) selection of students within selected schools.

Each selected school that participated in the assessment and each student assessed
represent a portion of the population of interest. To make valid inferences from student samples
to the respective populations from which they were drawn, sampling weights are needed.
Discussions of sampling weights and how they are used in analyses are presented in sections C.7
and C.8.

Because the fourth-grade DoDEA science samples were too small for precise estimation
of item parameters, no scaling was conducted on the sample data. Rather, the parameters for the
national fourth-grade sample were used in analyses of the DoDEA data. This facilitates the
comparison between the DoDEA results and national results because it places them on the same
scale without requiring any additional transformations.

C.5 Field Administration

Administering the 1996 program required collaboration among staff in the participating
jurisdictions and schools and the NAEP contractors, especially Westat, the field administration
contractor. Details are available in tRAEP 1996 Technical Report

C.6 Materials Processing, Professional Scoring, and Database Creation

Upon completion of each assessment session, school personnel shipped the assessment
booklets and forms to NCS for professional scoring, entry into computer files, and checking. The
files were then sent to ETS for creation of the database.

After NCS received all appropriate materials from a school, they were forwarded to the
professional scoring area where the responses to constructed-response questions were evaluated
by trained staff members using guidelines prepared by ETS. Each constructed-response question
had a unique scoring guide that defined the criteria to be used in evaluating students’ responses.
The extended constructed-response questions were evaluated with four- or five-level rubrics.
Some of the short constructed-response questions were rated according to three-level rubrics that
permit partial credit to be given; other short constructed-response questions were scored as either
acceptable or unacceptable.

For the national science assessment and the state assessment program in science, over 4.1
million constructed responses were scored. This figure includes rescoring to monitor interrater
reliability. The overall percentage of agreement between scorers for the reliability sample was 93
percent for the tasks in the cognitive blocks and 95 percent for the hands-on tasks.

Data transcription and editing procedures were used to generate the disk and tape files
containing various assessment information, including the sampling weights required to make
valid statistical inferences about the population from which the DoDEA sample was drawn. Prior
to analysis, the data from these files underwent a quality control check at ETS. The files were
then merged into a comprehensive, integrated database.
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C.7 Weighting and Variance Estimation

A complex sample design was used to select the students who were assessed. The
properties of a sample selected through a complex design are very different from those of a
simple random sample in which every student in the target population has an equal chance of
selection and in which the observations from different sampled students can be considered to be
statistically independent of one another. Therefore, the properties of the sample for the complex
state assessment program design were taken into account during the analysis of the assessment
data.

One way that the properties of the sample design were addressed was by using sampling
weights to account for the fact that the probabilities of selection were not identical for all
students. All population and subpopulation characteristics based on the assessment data used
sampling weights in their estimation. These weights included adjustments for school and student
nonresponse.

Not only must appropriate estimates of population characteristics be derived, but
appropriate measures of the degree of uncertainty must be obtained for those statistics. One
component of uncertainty results from sampling variability, which is a measure of the
dependence of the results on the particular sample of students actually assessed. Because of the
effects of cluster selection (schools are selected first, then students are selected within those
schools), observations made on different students cannot be assumed to be independent of each
other (and, in fact, are generally positively correlated). As a result, classical variance estimation
formulas will produce incorrect results. Thus, a jackknife variance estimation procedure that
accounts for the characteristics of the sample was used for all analyses.

Jackknife variance estimation provides a reasonable measure of uncertainty for any
statistic based on values observed without error. Statistics such as the percentage of students
correctly answering a given question meet this requirement, but other statistics based on
estimates of student science performance, such as the average science scale score of a
subpopulation, do not. Because each student typically responds to relatively few questions from a
particular field of science (e.g., physical or life science), a nontrivial amount of imprecision
exists in the measurement of the scale score of a given student. This imprecision adds another
component of variability to statistics based on estimates of individual performance.

C.8 Preliminary Data Analysis

After the computer files of student responses were received and merged into an
integrated database, all cognitive and noncognitive questions were subjected to an extensive item
analysis. For each cognitive question, this analysis yielded the number of respondents, the
percentage of responses in each category, the percentage who omitted the question, the
percentage who did not reach the question, and the correlation between the question score and
the block score. In addition, the item analysis program provided summary statistics for each
block of cognitive questions, including a reliability (internal consistency) coefficient. These
analyses were used to check the scoring of the questions, to verify that the difficulty level of the
guestions was appropriate, and to ensure that students had received adequate time to complete
the assessment. The results were reviewed by knowledgeable project staff members in search of
aberrations that might signal unusual results or errors in the database.
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C.9 Scaling the Assessment Questions

The primary analysis and reporting of the results from the national assessment program
used item response theory (IRT) scale-score models. Scaling models quantify a respondent’s
tendency to provide correct answers to the domain of questions that contribute to a scale as a
function of a parameter called performance, estimated by a scale score. The scale scores can be
viewed as a summary measure of performance across the domain of questions that make up the
scale. Three distinct IRT models were used for scaling: three-parameter logistic models for
multiple-choice questions; two-parameter logistic models for short constructed-response
guestions that were scored correct or incorrect; and generalized partial credit models for short
and extended constructed-response questions that were scored on a multipoint scale (i.e., greater
than two levels).

Three distinct scales were created for the national assessment program in science to
summarize fourth-grade students’ abilities according to the three defined fields of science (earth,
physical, and life). Within each scale, the estimates of the empirical item characteristic functions
were compared with the theoretical curves to determine how well the IRT model fit the observed
data. For correct-incorrect questions, nonmodel-based estimates of the expected proportions of
correct responses to each question for students with various levels of scale proficiency were
compared with the fitted item response curve. For the short and extended partial-credit
constructed-response questions, the comparisons were based on the expected proportions of
students with various levels of scale proficiency who achieved each score level. In general, the
scaling models fit the question-level results well.

Using the item parameter estimates from the national grade 4 assessment in science,
estimates of various population statistics were obtained for DDESS and DoDDS. The NAEP
methods use random draws (“plausible values”) from estimated proficiency distributions for each
student to compute population statistics. Plausible values are not optimal estimates of individual
student proficiencies; instead, they serve as intermediate values to be used in estimating
population characteristics. Under the assumptions of the scaling models, these population
estimates will be consistent, in the sense that the estimates approach the model-based population
values as the sample size increases, which would not be the case for population estimates
obtained by aggregating optimal estimates of individual performance.

The 1996 science assessment was developed using a new framework. Because it was not
appropriate to compare results from the 1996 assessment to those of previous NAEP science
assessments, no attempt was made to link or align scores on the new assessment to those of
previous assessments. Therefore, it was necessary to establish a new scale for reporting. Earlier
NAEP assessments (such as the current mathematics assessment and the 1994 reading
assessment) were developed with a cross-grade framework, in which the trait being measured is
conceptualized as cumulative across the grades of the assessment. This concept was reflected in
the scaling. The score scales developed for these assessments were cross-grade scales on a single
0-500 scale for all three grades in the assessment.

In 1993, the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) determined that future
NAEP assessments should be developed using within-grade frameworks. This removes the
constraint that the trait being measured is cumulative, and there is no need for overlap of
guestions across grades. Consistent with this view, NAGB also declared that scaling be
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performed within-grade. Any items which happened to be the same across grades in the
assessment were scaled separately for each grade, thus allowing common items, potentially, to
function differently in the separate grades. The 1994 NAEP history and geography assessments
were developed and scaled within-grade. After scaling, the scales were aligned so that grade 8
had a higher mean than did grade 4, and grade 12 had a higher mean than grade 8. The results
were reported on a final 0-500 scale that looked similar to those used in mathematics and
reading, despite the differences in development and scaling. This definition of the reporting scale
was a source of potential confusion and misinterpretation.

The 1996 science assessment was also developed and scaled using within-grade
procedures. A new reporting metric was adopted to differ from the 0-to-500 reporting scales used
in other NAEP subject areas in order to minimize confusion with other common test scales and to
discourage inappropriate cross-grade comparisons. For each grade in the national assessment, the
mean for each field of science was set at 150 and the standard deviation was set at 35. First, the
reporting metric was developed using data from the national assessment program; the results for
the DoDEA science assessment were then linked to that scale using procedures described in
Section C.10.

In addition to the plausible values for each scale, a composite of the three fields of
science scales was created as a measure of overall science performance; as for the individual
fields of science scales, the mean of the composite scale was set to 150 with a standard deviation
of 351% This composite was a weighted average of the plausible values for the three fields of
science scales. The scales were weighted proportionally to the relative importance assigned to
each field of science in the science framework (see Table B.1). The definition of the composite
scale for the DoDEA assessments was identical to that used for the national fourth-grade science
assessments.

C.10 Scaling Procedures to Link DoDEA Results to the National Results

Because there was no 1996 fourth-grade state assessment in science, the assessment in
DoDEA schools at this grade level required special data analysis and scaling procedures. The
five steps in linking the state assessment results to the national results were modified to the
following three:

e conventional item analysis;

» estimation of proficiency distributions based on the “plausible values”
methodology; and

» creation of science composite plausible values.

All analyses were performed treating the DDESS and DoDDS schools as two separate
jurisdictions. IRT item statistics from the national grade 4 science analysis were used directly in
the analysis and their use precluded having to link the DoDEA scales to the national science
scales. The use of national item parameters was necessary because there was no fourth-grade

12The national average of students in public and nonpublic schools combined is 150. The national average seen in thistables in t
report is based on the average for public schools only (148).
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state assessment and because the two DoDEA samples are not large enough for an independent
IRT estimation of item parameters, such as was done for the grade 8 state sample.

Following standard practice in NAEP analyses, the item analyses were carried out in
order to check the data. Iltem statistics were compared to those from the national fourth-grade
assessment results, and no data problems were detected.

Using student item responses, data from the background questionnaires (student, teacher,
and school) and national item parameters, conditioning model parameters were estimated using
the CGROUP computer program, separately for the DDESS and the DoDDS samples.

These plausible values were transformed to the final science scales using the same
transformation used with the national fourth-grade plausible values. For each scale, the linear
transformation obtained for the national grade 4 science scale was of the form:

Y =k, +k,Y
where
Y= a scale score level in terms of the system of units of the provisional
scale of the national assessment scaling (or a DoDEA scale score level)
Y = ascale score level in terms of the system of units comparable to those

used for reporting the 1996 national science results
k,= 35/ (Original National Standard Deviation)

ki=  150.0 k; [Original National Mean]

The constants for the three scales are displayed in Table C.1.

THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE C.1
1996 == T i . ;
Stats Assosomant ransformation Constants: Grade 4 National to DoDEA Results
Fields of Science Scales ki ks
Earth Science 150.6685 34.0920
Physical Science 151.1681 34.9092
Life Science 150.5101 35.0857

The composite scale plausible values were computed as the arithmetic mean of the
plausible values on the three scales. This is in accord with the framework specification that each
field of science content area have approximately equal weight in the grade 4 instrument. The
plausible values for all scales were then placed on the database for further analysis. Scale score
means for various subgroups were computed from the results.
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APPENDIX D

Teacher Preparation

Because teachers are key to improving science education, their background and
professional development should be examined. Fourth-grade science teachers completed
guestionnaires about their background and training, including their experience, certification,
undergraduate and graduate course work in science, and involvement in preservice education.

Consistent with procedures used throughout this report, the student was the unit of
analysis. That is, the science teachers’ responses were linked to their students, and the data
reported are thpercentages aftudents taught by these teachether than thpercentages of
teachers

The tables in Appendix D represent only a few of the questions in the teacher
guestionnaire, and this small selection can give only a sketchy profile of the DoDEA teachers. A
report scheduled to appear in early 1998 will explore more of the questions related to school and
classroom policy and practices, to give a better picture of the nation’s téachers

1 The interested reader can obtain additional information on teachers’ characteristics and qualifications and the conditions unde
which they teach iIBASS by Sta(®CES 96-312) from the 1993-94 Schools and Staffing Survey.
URL: http://www.ed.gov/NCES/pubs/96312.html
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THE NATION’S TABLE D.1

REPORT
CARD naep

1996 E\ Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on their Highest Level of Education

State Assessment

Percentage
What is the highest academic degree you hold?
DDESS Nation
Bachelor's degree 40 (1.3) 57 (3.0
Master's degree 47 (1.2) 36 (2.8)
Education specialist’s or professional diploma 12 (0.5) 6 (1.0
Doctorate or professional degree 1 (0.) 0 (")

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thatputatiesmch po
of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestmgaties,
one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details). **** Standard error estimates catuohted/

determined
SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science Assessment.
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [razp TABLE D.2
CARD
1096 \ Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on their Major Fields of Study
State Assessment
Percentage
What were your major fields of study? (multiple responses possible)
DDESS Nation
Undergraduate
Education 41 (1.3) 38 (3.5
Elementary education 86 (1.0) 78 (3.1)
Secondary education 10 (0.4) 4 (0.9)
Science education 8 (0.4) 6 (1.1)
Life science 2 (0.2) 4 (1.0
Physical science 0 (™) 3 (0.8)
Earth science 1 (0.2 2 (08)
Other 25 (1.3 36 (3.0
Graduate
Education 24 (0.8) 30 (3.4)
Elementary education 51 (1.4) 48 (3.4)
Secondary education 1 (0.2) 1 (0.4
Science education 6 (0.4) 5 (1.3)
Life science 1 (0.1) 2 (0.7)
Physical science 1 (0.1) 2 (0.6)
Earth science 1 (0.2) 1 (0.6)
Other 11 (0.9) 19 (2.5)
No graduate study 15 (1.1) 18 (2.5)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thapdatiesch po

of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compesiimaies,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details). **** Standard error estimates cacuohtbly/
determined

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science Assessment.
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RE,I{,*F';T"‘I‘I;‘;'::S TABLE D.3
CARD
1096 g‘\' Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on their Teaching Certification
State Assessment
Percentage
DDESS Nation
What type of teaching certification do you have in this state in your
main assignment field?
| don’t have a certificate in my main assignment field. 0 (**) 0 (*+)
Certification by an accreditation body other than the state 3 (0.4) 0 (*)
Temporary, provisional, or emergency state certificate 2 (0.2 3 (1.1)
Probationary state certificate (Initial certificate) 1 (0.3) 2 (0.8)
Regular or standard state certificate 63 (1.4) 77 (2.2
Advanced professional certificate 31 (1.5) 18 (2.1)
Do you have teaching certification in any of the following areas that
is recognized by the state in which you teach? (multiple responses
possible)
Elementary or middle/junior high school education 93 (0.6) 97 (1.0
Elementary science 36 (1.4) 43 (3.5
Middle/junior high school or secondary science 13 (0.8) 18 (3.0)
Other 45 (2.2) 39 (4.3)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thafpdtatiesmch po
of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestimaies,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details). **** Standard error estimates catuoately
determined.

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [raep TABLE D.4
CARD
—l
1996 Eé\ Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on Years Teaching Experience
State Assessment
Percentage
Counting this year, how many years have you . . .
DDESS Nation
taught at either the elementary or secondary level?
2 years or less 5 (0.8) 9 (1.3
3-5 years 13 (1.0) 13 (1.6)
6-10 years 28 (1.4 21 (2.2)
11-24 years 37 (1.3) 31 (2.7)
25 years or more 16 (0.7) 26 (2.7)
taught science? 2
2 years or less 9 (0.9 12 (1.5)
3-5 years 24 (1.0) 16 (1.6)
6-10 years 21 (1.3) 21 (2.1)
11-24 years 36 (1.3) 32 (2.4)
25 years or more 10 (0.7) 19 (2.3)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thapuéatiesch po

of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestimaiss,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for déFa#s)ers were instructed to include part-time teaching
experience? Teachers were instructed to include full-time and part-time assignments, but not substitute assignments

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NATION’S

REPORT TABLE D.5
CARD NJER
1996 g‘\' Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on Recent Course Taking
State Assessment
Percentage

During the last two years, how many college or university courses
have you taken in science or science education? DDESS Nation
None 88 (0.9 78 (3.0
One 9 (0.8) 17 (2.8)
Two 1 (0.2 3 (0.9
Three or more 3 (0.3) 2 (0.8)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thapudtatieach po
of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compegiingates,
one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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THE NATION’S
REPORT [vap TABLE D.6
CARD
1996 \ Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on Professional Development Activities
State Assessment
Percentage
DDESS Nation
During the past two years, have you taken college or university
courses in any of the following?
Methods of teaching science 19 (0.8) 17 (2.0
Biology!/life science 13 (0.9) 10 (1.6)
Chemistry 6 (0.3) 5 (1.1)
Physics 4 (0.2) 4 (1.0
Earth science 9 (0.6) 8 (1.6)
During the past five years, have you taken courses or participated
in professional development activities in any of the following?
Use of computers for data acquisition 38 (1.2) 33 (2.9
Use of computers for data analysis 39 (1.3) 36 (2.8)
Use of multimedia for science education 46 (1.3) 33 (3.5)
Laboratory management or safety 8 (0.9 9 (1.7)
Integrated science instruction 34 (1.1) 31 (2.9)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thapdéatiesch po

of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestmgaties,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.

THE NATION'S TABLE D.7
REPORT
CARD naep
g‘\' Grade 4 Public School Teachers’ Reports on Professional
199
State Assessment Development
During the last year, how much time in total have you spent in Percentage
professional development workshops or seminars in science or
science education? DDESS Nation
None 29 (0.9) 31 (2.8)
Less than six hours 45 (1.2) 30 (2.6)
6-15 hours 19 (0.7) 23 (3.0)
16-35 hours 4 (0.4) 9 (1.6)
More than 35 hours 2 (0.2) 8 (21)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thafpdtatiesmch po

of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestimaties,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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THE NATION’S
REPORT = TABLE D.8
CARD
{ Grade 4 Teachers’ Reports on Membership in Professional
1996 iati
State Assessment Societies
Percentage
Do you belong to one or more professional organizations related to
science? DDESS Nation
Yes 25 (1.0) 9 (13)
No 75 (1.0) 91 (1.3)

The standard errors of the statistics appear in parentheses. It can be said with about 95 percent confidence thapdatiesch po

of interest, the value for the entire population is within + standard errors of the estimate for the sample. In compestmgaties,

one must use the standard error of the difference (see Appendix A for details).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1996 Science
Assessment.
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