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How Have Test Refusers Affected District Proficiency? 
Would A District’s Scores Have Been Higher or Lower  

without Refusals? 
 

by Fred Cohen 
 

No one can say for  sure how test refusals affected district scores for 2015, 

but we can make some good generalizations for our Nassau County Re-

gion and help districts make solid conjectures about their own scores.  

County-wide we do know that the students who opted-out in 2015 had 

statistically lower average scale scores on the 2013 and 2014 assess-

ments than the students who actually took the 2015 assessments.   
 

But that fact does not mean that all districts within Nassau County ex-

hibited this same pattern.  To find out more about our district’s popula-

tion, in detail, there are a number of reports we can use which give us a 

general idea of which students opted out and, therefore, how representa-

tive our test taking population actually was in 2015. 
 

A great place to start is with one of our new “Dashboards” reports reached 

from the “Welcome” or “Launch Page.” Just click on the “Dashboards” 

icon and choose the first report, “Demographic Single Year Dashboard.” 

Currently the default year is still listed as 2014, so the user should change 

the “slider” filter to 2015.  Districts will then see enrollment counts dis-

aggregated by Disability, Ethnicity, Poverty and LEP Eligibility.   

 

Thus, our enrollment dashboard gives us a sense of how our district 

breaks down by these four subgroup categories. These breakdowns rep-

resent the entire population of the district, not the test-taking population 

of the districts.  Our task, therefore, will be to compare the test-taking 

population to the overall population.  Fortunately, the Instructional Data 

Warehouse (IDW) has reports which make the comparison easy. 

 

The Demographic Single Year Dashboard shows total subgroup popula-

tions for the entire district.  There is no grade level breakdown, but one 

can generally assume that breakdowns are similar from grade to grade.  

The test-taking population, however, is reported by grade level and can 

be found on the “Report List” icon under “Subgroup Analysis by Per-

formance Level.”  There is a separate report for each assessment, ELA 

and Math, and for each grade level.  Let’s take a look at one such sub-

group report and compare the data on the subgroup report to the data on 

the enrollment report. 

 



Department of Curriculum, Instruction and Technology 
Contact Us:  Data Warehousing, Meador Pratt, Ed.D., Supervisor II 

Phone: 516-608-6612 • Email: mpratt@mail.nasboces.org 

 

Subgroup Analysis Report 

Notice that I have masked the Performance Level scores achieved by subgroups in order to focus 

on only one column, the “% of Total” (red arrow) which represents the percent of the test-taking 

population each subgroup represents.  So we can see, for example, that “Asian” students represent 

15.1% of the test-taking population, “Hispanic or Latino” students represent 15.9% of the test-

taking population, “Disabled” students represent 15.1% of the test-taking population, and students 

“From Low Income Families” represent 15.9% of the test-taking population. 

 

Demographic Single Year Dashboard Report 

For brevity sake, on this “Demographic Sin-

gle Year” dashboard, we are displaying the 

enrollment report for “Disabled/Non-

Disabled” students only. This dashboard typ-

ically displays similar charts for “Poverty,” 

“Ethnicity,” and “LEP Eligibility.” In addi-

tion, for precision, when the user hovers over 

any column, the exact number represented by 

the column height is shown.  Thus, the total 

for each subgroup population can be viewed, 

and a  percentage of total population for each 

subgroup easily calculated.  

 

For this district, I calculated the percent of 

total demographic enrollment for the same 

four subgroups listed at the top of this page. 

Asian   11.0% 

Hispanic or Latino 19.9% 

Disabled  17.5% 

Low Income Family 17.2% 

 

Grade 4 ELA 

Performance 

Level Scores 

Masked 
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We can see that differences between the two reports are relatively minor. The table below 

compares results. 

 

Subgroup  % Enroll %Test-Takers 

Asian     11.0%     15.1% 

Hispanic or Latino   19.9%     15.9% 

Disabled    17.5%     15.1% 

Low Income Family   17.2%     15.9% 

 

Note that Asian students are over-represented in the tested population when compared to the 

actual number enrolled and Latino students under-represented.  Also, disabled students and 

students from low income families  were slightly under-represented in the tested population.  

Thus, in this district, Hispanic, Disabled and Low Income Family students were slightly 

more likely to opt-out than the general population and Asian students slightly less likely.  

This, of course, assumes that the test-takers for the Grade 4 ELA assessment are typical of 

other grade levels.   Separate subgroup grade level analyses should therefore be made. 

 

In general, it is safe to say that this district is somewhat unusual.  County-wide, in 2015, cer-

tain subgroups were more likely to opt-out than others.  To compare your opt-out (or refusal) 

rates to Nassau County subgroup averages, you can use this chart for ELA assessments. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The key to using this table is knowing that the overall refusal rate was 32.8% (for ELA as-

sessments).  Note that, county-wide, Hispanic students were less likely to opt-out—only 23%

—than the county average.  But in the district shown at the top of the page, Hispanic students 

opted out in numbers greater than their 19.9 enrollment would indicate—only 15.9% took 

the assessment. 
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Similarly, Disabled students opted out, county-wide, at a greater rate than their enroll-

ment percentage would suggest. But, in this district, the percentages are quite close— 

17.5% compared to 15.1%.  In many districts,  Disabled students represent a far greater 

percentage of a district’s enrollment than of the district’s test-takers.  This is because 

almost 42% of “Disabled” test takers opted out while only about 32% of the “Non-

Disabled” population opted out.  

 

By completing the analyses suggested in this newsletter, districts can see how repre-

sentative their Performance Level scores actually were.  For most districts, because 

fewer “Disabled” students took the assessments, scores likely would have been 

somewhat lower than those reported if those who refused the assessments in 2015 

actually took them. 

 

 

 

As always, IDW personnel are available to provide telephone assistance and in-district 

training for any district seeking to learn more about this newsletter or about other best 

practices for the IDW.  Call Fred Cohen at 608-6640 or Meador Pratt at 608-6612 to 

schedule a training session or to discuss any Instructional Data Warehouse questions.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


