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Foundation Skills Assessment: Marking Monitoring

Large-scale assessments - like British Columbia’s Foundation Skills Assessment (FSA) - are
continuously evaluated based on evidence-based best practices as recommended by national
and international assessment experts and psychometricians (e.g., “Standards for Educational
and Psychological Testing”, published collaboratively by the American Educational Research
Association [AERA], American Psychological Association, and National Council of Measurement
in Education, 2014)'. This document, referred to as the “Standards”, provides guidance on all
aspects of the assessment process, including development, administration, scoring and
reporting. According to Standard 10.2: Monitoring Accuracy and Reliability of Scoring, test
developers have a responsibility to “monitor and document the accuracy and reliability of
scoring, and correct sources of scoring errors” (p. 118). In adherence to this standard, the B.C.
Ministry of Education and Child Care monitors district and school-based scoring of the written-
response sections of the FSA through re-assessment of a sample of student response booklets
from each district and a select number of independent schools.

The purpose of this report is to describe the degree of consistency between local or district
marker-assigned scores to their students’ responses in district/school-based scoring sessions
and scores assigned by provincial monitoring session participants. The report also provides
general comments regarding student performance based on participants’ observations during
the monitoring session.

The scoring of constructed-response questions for the FSA is based on rubrics developed under
guidance from Standard 10.1: Developing Procedures for Human Scoring (AERA et al., 2014) and
adapted from the B.C. Performance Standards. Scoring rubrics and related scoring materials
are available at https://www.gov.bc.ca/foundation-skills-assessment.

Scorers

Fifty-five scorers from public and independent schools participated in a virtual marking
monitoring session (see Appendix 1: Monitoring Session Scorer Demographics).

Scoring Process

Using the FSA Scoring Guide, scorers were familiarized with the scoring rubrics for each
component and trained in holistic marking. The training they received is similar to training
markers were offered at their local marking sites.
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Scorers used professional judgment, guided by training using established scoring materials, to
assign each student response an accurate score. Based on advice from assessment experts if
80% of sample scores are within a one-point discrepancy between the monitoring session score
and the score from district/school-based scoring sessions, the scoring alignment with the
provincial scoring standards specific to each assessment is considered to be high.

-ﬁ Note: Percentage differences may not add up to 100% due to rounding.

Approximately 3,000 student response booklets from grades 4 and 7 were re-assessed during
the monitoring session.

Scoring Feedback

A compilation of session participant observations from the session is organized by item. A
general summary of observations for literacy and numeracy at each grade is included at the
end of each section of the report, respectively.

Scorers also provided general feedback on marking support materials and the session itself.

Overall, session feedback was positive - participants agreed that it was a valuable professional
development experience and suggested they learned useful information to improve their local
scoring activities (refer to Appendix 1).
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Grade 4 Numeracy

Written Response Question 1
Curriculum Theme: Number and Computational Fluency

Score Discrepancies for Grade 4 Numeracy Question 1
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Written Response Question 2
Curriculum Theme: Data and Probability / Number and Computational Fluency
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Grade 4 Numeracy (continued)

Written Response Question 3
Curriculum Theme: Geometry and Measurement / Number and Computational Fluency

Score Discrepancies for Grade 4 Numeracy Question 3
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Monitoring Comments: Grade 4 Numeracy

General comments regarding student performance on numeracy constructed response
questions, according to the 2025 FSA monitoring session participants:

Student Strengths

Great creativity with approaches to responses.

First question was attainable for students and they were able to show work in most cases.

Generally students understood the first [two] questions (Parts A and B) but had trouble with [Part C].
Most students were able to attempt each question, demonstrating perseverance and a willingness to
engage with the task.

Students showed different ways to solve these math problems pictorially, in words and
mathematically.

Students were able to answer one-step questions and use basic addition and subtraction

There was nice creativity shown in Q3 of the Bison/Wolf question. Addition skills are strong. A nice
mix of use of pictures and numbers to represent thinking.

Areas Requiring Improvement

Showing work + explaining their thought process.

Continue working on number sense and when they look back at their answer does it make sense to
them. Building the understanding of how to break numbers apart and build them.

Students need to explain their thinking for abstract problems clearer. Just because there is no one
way to solve a problem, they still need to show their thinking.

Checking work, reading questions carefully, adding units to answers

Identifying only needed information to solve the problem. Organizing solutions to be able to follow
thinking. Having a solution statement. (ex. the boys carried 13 buckets all together.)

Many students struggled with understanding what the questions were asking and identifying the
appropriate method needed to successfully solve the equations.

Implications for Instruction
The marking team suggests teachers could focus on

Highlighting key information and crossing out extraneous information.

Multi-step question practice, math vocabulary building

Just always reminding students to show their work!

Using smaller numbers and then translating them. Such as instead of 40 and 640 use 4 and 64 then
adjust for the missing hundred.

Work on not just finding the answer but what that answer means.

Being able to clearly picture a problem.

More word problems, how to solve, how to break down, include units

Grade 7 Numeracy
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Written Response Question 1
Curriculum Theme: Data and Probability / Number and Computational Fluency

Score Discrepancies for Grade 7 Numeracy Question 1
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Grade 7 Numeracy (continued)
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Written Response Question 3
Curriculum Theme: Number-Computational Fluency

Score Discrepancies for Grade 7 Numeracy Question 3
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Monitoring Comments: Grade 7 Numeracy

General comments regarding student performance on numeracy written response
questions, according to FSA monitoring session participants:

Student Strengths

Overall really good - students seem to understand questions. There was room for interpretation too.
There were many great ways that students showed their work.

[Most] students demonstrated at least some understanding of the question and made some attempt
at answering. Even those scoring a 1 made an attempt, often related to the topic but with incorrect
numbers. Appeared to be an ability to read the questions and tease out something to work with.
Graphing skills are there and most knew how to get one started. Students explained their thinking in
words if they felt they needed to elaborate their computations.

I was pleasantly surprised with students’ ability to calculate percentages of numbers, and to use
logical thinking if they were unsure how to complete questions.

Areas Requiring Improvement

Show their thinking more clearly, spend more time reading the questions

Some students have strong numeracy calculations, others quite weak with things like multiplication
and division facts.

Estimating! Some answers were so far off. They would benefit from considering if the answer was
reasonable, or splitting the number in half to make it more manageable [then] doubling it again.
Operations with decimals! Students are not consistently showing that they understand how to add or
multiply with decimals.

Labelling graphs and how to create them.

Implications for Instruction
The marking team suggests teachers could focus on

Practice re: ensuring that all thoughts are out and down on paper in an organized way

Answering the questions, explaining answers, being clear about problem-solving approaches.
Teaching students how to label a graph. Making sure answer makes logical sense. Dollar signs and
having 2 decimal places after the decimal in a $ question.

Strategies to [tackle] problems and opportunities to act out word problems with models and then
translate their models into drawings as a passage to abstraction.

Making sure that we are teaching all the [math] strands. Some kids didn’t understand probability in
the spinner questions. I think the themes for the questions were all very engaging. Explicitly teach
math vocabulary.

Encouraging students to continue to show their work. Graphing instruction could be a focus for
students to review/learn. Scale, spacing, labelling, etc.
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Grade 4 Literacy

Written Response Question 1

Score Discrepancies for Grade 4 Literacy Question 1
(Theme 1)
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Grade 4 Literacy (continued)

Written Response Question 3

Score Discrepancies for Grade 4 Literacy Question 3
(Theme 1)
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Grade 4 Literacy (continued)

Written Response Question 2

Score Discrepancies for Grade 4 Literacy Question 2

(Theme 2)
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Monitoring Comments: Grade 4 Literacy

General comments regarding student performance on literacy written response questions,
according to the participants of the July 2025 monitoring session:

Student Strengths

Students could identify main ideas and points.

Some students used humour and had some insights.

Students get the gist of the text.

There were some great responses to the story about the caribou, with some inferring that the
caribou was actually the girl's grandmother. Additionally, some talked about how people and animals
can communicate and connect.

Great understanding of the texts. Strong social and emotional connection to the texts.

I love how students were interested in sharing their funny stories, and a day they would like to have.
Great questions that anyone could answer.

The students were able to make personal connections to several of the questions. Used transition
words, and tried to incorporate details.

Areas Requiring Improvement

Writing in their own words instead of copying. Hard at this grade. It would be nice to hear more
student voice.

Students struggle with using examples and adding insight to their responses.

Some students lacked an introductory sentence that reflected the question. Endings are often
abrupt. Better responses included personal insights that were very good.

Students need to move beyond very direct information, to analyze and synthesize other parts of the
text to include in their answers.

Student responses were vague and lacked sequence.

Need to work on adding details to their writing. Lots of lists. Good ideas but very little explanation.
Text organization is still lacking (intro, middle and end). Students could provide more detail and use more
descriptive words to really show their voice and make their story ‘come alive’ more; some endings could be
stronger

Implications for Instruction
The marking team suggests teachers could focus on

[Looking at all the FSA marking exemplars]. I think it would be great for teachers to have daily
questions around small paragraphs to answer for practice.

Working on adding details that support own insight, not just verbatim responses.

Paragraph development and transition words.

Organization and adding supporting details from the text.

Instilling pre-writing strategies and use of graphic organizers to help with organization and details.
Students need to work on balancing details from the text with their own thoughts and opinions.
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Grade 7 Literacy

Written Response Question 1

Score Discrepancies for Grade 7 Literacy Question 1
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Grade 7 Literacy (continued)

Written Response Question 3

Score Discrepancies for Grade 7 Literacy Question 3

(Theme 1)
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Grade 7 Literacy (continued)

Written Response Question 2

Score Discrepancies for Grade 7 Literacy Question 2
(Theme 2)
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Monitoring Comments: Grade 7 Literacy

General comments regarding student performance on literacy constructed response questions,
according to the participants of the July 2025 monitoring session:

Student Strengths
e Lots of good insight. Lots of connections to empathy. Lots of humour. So much growth in printing or

handwriting between grade[s] 4 and 7!

e Students did seem to understand the texts for the most part and seemed to understand what the
questions were asking them.

e Students were engaged with the text and demonstrated solid understanding. Their inferencing skills
are quite strong and some students use great expression and humour.

e Overall, students grasped the main idea of the texts read. Also, they were able to articulate and
sequence events in their writing well.

e There was an evident progression from Grade 4 to Grade 7 writing. The responses were more
elaborate and on topic.

Areas Requiring Improvement

e Students need support with adding details and structuring their writing chronologically and logically.
They also need to work on sentence and paragraph structure.

e Trying to get students to give more supporting details in their writing.

e Paragraph structure, punctuation, and voice definitely seem to be weak overall.

e Beginnings and endings were abrupt. Lack of punctuation made some writing difficult to read.

e Neatness - putting in the time for printing/handwriting practice should be a focus in the primary
years far more. Basic conventions - starting sentences with upper-case letters and capitalizing words
such as "I" should be mastered by grade 7. Synthesizing ideas into themes, summarizing, and
organizing based on simple things like "3 main points to support a theme" are typically lacking.

e Alotof rephrasing without insight. The non-fiction texts led to verbatim recall for some students.

e Understanding that ‘show evidence’ does not mean copy directly from the text. Many still need to
flesh out their idea.

Implications for Instruction

The marking team suggests teachers could focus on

e paragraph development, organization or chunking of ideas into different paragraphs.
e writing complete and detailed sentences. Flow of ideas within a paragraph.

e improving writing stamina.

e transition words.

e proper sentence structure.

e grammar and vocabulary instruction.

e trying to get students to give more supporting details in their writing.
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Summary of Scoring Reliability

Maintaining FSA scoring standards helps to ensure provincewide consistency when a student’s
response is assessed. The purpose of the FSA marking monitoring session was to gather
evidence from schools across the province for reliability, validity, and fairness of the FSA scoring
process in accordance to the Standards' at a provincial level. Overall results show a high level of
agreement as 96.2 to 99.3% of scores assigned at the monitoring session were within 1 point of
local or district scores. No significant difference in scoring consistency was found between
grades.

These results allow the ministry to assess the reliability of the marks assigned at district levels,
provide useful information to markers about the FSA marking process in terms of how to
effectively use the assessment rubric and knowing what to look for when marking student
responses, etc.

All public school districts receive a report from an analysis of sample responses from their
district, offering feedback on their local scoring activities.

An overall independent school-level summary report is also provided to the Executive Director
of Independent Schools. It is expected that such reports will highlight the importance of
ensuring high scoring standards are followed so that FSA scoring is reliable, valid, and fair.
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Considerations for Marking

Score holistically and for overall fit. Holistic scoring gives an overall score for the student
response. The focus is on what the student can do, and the strengths demonstrated in the
student’s work. No one aspect of the student’s work carries more importance or weight than
another when scoring holistically.

Give the student response a complete and careful readthrough for a general impression. Using
both professional experience and rubric descriptors, assign each response a score. Be aware of
personal biases when scoring.

A student response may be represented by descriptors at different levels in the rubric. The final
score should reflect where most of the student’s response lies.

Based on the balance of strengths and weaknesses according to the rubric, arrive at an overall
score for the response.

Refer to the rubrics and training exemplar papers to stay focused. Scoring rubrics form the
basis for assessment; refer to them often, especially if unsure what score to give the student’s
work. Markers should review the rubrics at the beginning of each scoring session, and continue
to refer to them during scoring, adding notes and highlighting aspects of importance. Exemplar
papers, with provided scores and rationales, establish a standard against which all student
responses can be assessed.

] @."Q'G'-‘ FiA Numerncy Scoring Aubric
i I ] | L

The student’s work received the greatest
number of checkmarks for Score 4
descriptors, therefore, the overall fit would
be a score of 4 (even though if, for example,
the student made a calculation error).
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Some noteworthy participant comments

Great pro-d
Well done! lots to take back to the district.

As someone who participates in marking at the district level, I found this incredibly valuable. You
have answered a lot of questions and clarified some misconceptions. I look forward to taking
what I have learned back to our marking team. Thanks!

I really enjoyed this session. I really learned a lot this year. I look forward to bringing all the
knowledge that I learned back to my district team!

A surprisingly fun experience! Streamlined and interesting. Thank you!

Thanks so much for the time and effort you put into this session for all of us. It reinforced so much
of what we do in our district when we calibrate. It's great to be able to go back and share these
are the same conversations and points being shared at the Ministry session.

First time and looking forward to coming again.
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Appendix 1: Scorer demographics

Who were the participants?
e 32% classroom educators
e 60% administrators

e 8% other

Years of experience:
e 16% had 15 years or less experience
e 83% had 16 years or more experience

Where did they teach?

e 89% taught at English language schools

e None taught at French immersion schools

e 11% taught at other schools (e.g., multilingual school, postsecondary)

Experience with the FSA:

e 38% had participated in previous marking monitoring sessions
e None had experience with FSA standard setting

e 93% had participated in the FSA district-level marking

Summary of responses to Likert scale statements (sample)

e 100% agreed or strongly agreed that the training provided an opportunity to develop a
common understanding of the scoring criteria.

e 100% agreed or strongly agreed that the exemplar papers were useful in explaining and
supporting score allocation.

e 100% agreed or strongly agreed that the marking leaders were effective in guiding and
coordinating the monitored marking process.

e 100% agreed or strongly agreed that the monitored marking process was efficient and well-
coordinated.

e 98% agreed or strongly agreed that marking was a valuable professional development
experience.

" American Educational Research Association, American Psychological Association, & National Council on
Measurement in Education. (2014). Standards for educational and psychological testing. Washington, DC: American
Psychological Association.
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