
ASSESSMENT:  The lesson/unit regularly assesses whether students are mastering standards-based content. 

Math 
 Is designed to elicit direct, observable evidence of the degree 

to which a student can independently demonstrate the 
targeted CCSS.  

 Assesses student proficiency using methods that are accessible and 
unbiased, including the use of grade-level language in student 
prompts. 

 Are the assessments that students are asked to do quality 
demonstrations/ performances that give you confidence that 
students are getting good at what you really want them 
getting good at? 

 How will formative assessment be sustained throughout the 
unit?  

 Did what you ask them to do in the assignments and tasks 
that you provided feedback on, really look like what we 
asked them to be able to do independently at the end of the 
unit?  

Note: Evidence of what students can do may be produced by the 
assessment but it may not provide evidence of proficiency of the 
targeted standards. When developing the unit for this criterion, 
developers should consider all of the assessment across the 
entire unit, not only the summative assessment at the end. This 
is not about looking good, but a true alignment of standards, 
tasks, and assessment. 

 How will students be allowed to show what they have learned? 
 Does the unit support the user by providing for possible student responses 

to discussion questions? 
 Does the unit/lesson provide teacher and student with exemplars? 
 Does the formative and summative exemplar(s) model the standards? 
 Do tasks use age-appropriate contexts as well as reflect the experience of 

the students? 

Note: This criterion is about considering the diversity of the students in 
the classroom.  

 Includes aligned rubrics, answer keys and scoring guidelines 
that provide sufficient guidance for interpreting student 
performance. 

 Use varied modes of curriculum-embedded assessments that may 
include pre-, formative, summative and self-assessment measures. 

 Does the unit provide users with clear criteria for interpreting 
student work as developing toward or mastery of the targeted 
instruction? 

 Does the unit provide students annotated student work or 
descriptive rubrics/checklists directly aligned to the targeted 
standards? 

Note: The criterion speaks to enough guidance that the user can 
identify common student errors and the misconceptions behind them. 
The bottom line is the student independent at the targeted standard.  

 How will students be provided enough formative assessment 
opportunities (quality with feedback) to know they are on their way 
to becoming independent with the learning targets? 

Note: While this criterion is about an assessment system it certainly 
speaks to materials that encourage students to monitor their own 
progress from a growth mindset perspective. In addition the pre-
assessment is about gathering student prior knowledge or 
misconceptions.  

Assessments: Type 
Standards 
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P = Pre-Assessment     F = Formative     S = Summative     SA = Self-Assessment 

 

HELP Doc 

http://achievethecore.org/page/1019/before-and-after-the-math-shifts-in-common-core-aligned-assessments
http://edglossary.org/standards-based/
http://map.mathshell.org/materials/lessons.php
http://www.isbe.net/common_core/pls/level2/html/assess-unbiased.htm
http://www.isbe.net/common_core/pdf/da-form-asmt-chart.pdf
https://www.teachingchannel.org/videos/peer-teaching--2
http://map.mathshell.org/materials/pd.php
http://ohiorc.org/adlit/InPerspective/Issue/2014-05/Article/feature.aspx
http://map.mathshell.org/materials/background.php?subpage=formative
http://map.mathshell.org/materials/background.php?subpage=summative

