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Board of Public Education
List of Approved Screening Tools
Numeracy Application

Purpose: According to ARM 10.54.903, the Board of Public Education must review the list of approved evaluation methodology screening tools in odd years to ensure continuous adherence to developmentally appropriate and research-based screening tool requirements. This document is for application to the List of Approved Evaluation Methodology Numeracy Screening Tools. 

Submission Procedures: Applications must be received by the Board of Public Education at bpe@mt.gov between December 1 and January 1 at 5PM. The Board will take action on the applications and recommendations at the following March Board meeting. 

Name of Assessment:						Date of Application:
	
Name of Applicant:			

1. [bookmark: _Hlk176248930]The evaluation methodology denotes the instrument or assessment used to determine if the child is above, at, or below a developmental trajectory leading to math proficiency upon completion of 3rd grade and may address one or all of the following domains. Please check the boxes to indicate which domain(s) are assessed in the instrument(s) and provide links to supporting documents for reviewers (check all that apply).
· Number Naming
· One-to-One Correspondence
· Oral Counting
· Quantity Comparison
· Cardinality
· Number Order
· Strategic Counting
· Numeral Identification
· Subitizing
· Number Comparison
· Addition and Subtraction
· Problems in Context
· Math Composite

2. [bookmark: _Hlk176248903]Is this evaluation methodology a/an (check all that apply): 
· Early Numeracy Screener
· Computer-Based
· Number Sense Interview
· Computer-Based
· Criterion-Referenced Scoring 
· Norm-Referenced Scoring 

Please provide evidence to support responses to the following questions.

3. Is the assessment developmentally appropriate? 


4. Is the assessment research-based? 


5. Does the assessment demonstrate classification accuracy (sensitivity and specificity) for math performance? (.70 or higher)


6. [bookmark: _Hlk179535159]Does the assessment demonstrate predictive validity for math performance? (.60 or higher)


7. Does the assessment demonstrate reliability for math performance? (.70 or higher)


8. Is the assessment available for use across 3.5 years of age through age 9 (third grade)? 


9. Has a normative update of the assessment been published within the last 5 years?


10. Is the assessment clearly described as a “screener”?


11. Is the assessment clearly described as an efficient protocol with an administration time of 20 minutes or less?


12. Is the assessment aligned with formative assessments?


13. Can the assessment be given in English and Spanish?


14. Under 20-7-1803, MCA, the evaluation must be cost-effective. What is the average per year cost, and please describe how you determine these rates.

image1.jpeg




