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About the Fountas and Pinnell Benchmark Assessment 
System
“F & P Gradient of Text Difficulty”
Texts are examined according to 10 criteria and then 
assigned to levels A through Z
Goal of leveled text for students
● Read increasingly complex fiction and nonfiction
● Develop strategies to read independently
One-on-one assessment to determine independent and 
instructional reading levels and for placing students 
on the F & P Text Gradient™, A-Z



About the Fountas and Pinnell Benchmark Assessment 
System

The F & P assessment 
process
Student reads a leveled text

Teacher listens to reading, records 
rubric score from 0 to 3

Measures of accuracy, fluency, 
comprehension

Overall independent and 
instructional reading levels



Methods

● Combined data from Bellingham, Issaquah and Marysville
● 2014-15
● Grades 3-5
● Only students who had three data points

○ Fall F & P level
○ SBA ELA scale score
○ Spring F & P level



Methods

Grade Bellingham Issaquah Marysville

3 414 570 641

4 399 396 619

5 159 0 535

Sample sizes
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Review:  What does a correlation look like?



Results: Pearson correlations to Smarter Balanced 
ELA

Grade N Fall F & P Spring F & P

3 1,625 0.67 0.69

4 1,414 0.68 0.68

5 694 0.60 0.65



Results: Diagnostic Accuracy of F & P

Observations
Except for 5th grade. . .?
F & P is very sensitive to 
proficiency
Correctly classified of 
90% of SBA-proficient 
students in 3rd and 4th
But also overpredicted 
proficiency by hundreds of 
students
Or did SBA under-classify 
proficient students?



Implications for our work

F & P is a valuable tool, enjoys a lot of support
● One-on-one; teachers hear students read
● Written records (i.e., low tech?)
● Diagnostic and actionable
● Not just an assessment, is part of an instructional system 

that provides clear instructional implications and resources



Implications for our work

Always good when new data expands our 
understanding of assessment/s
● THREE reading assessments laying claim to grade level 

proficiency
● We now know that STAR is a stronger predictor of SBA than 

F & P . . . for what that’s worth
● Correlations and criterion validity are new ways of evaluating 

the quality of our assessments



Implications for our work

These results sharpen thinking about our reading 
assessments
● More clearly distinguish screening from diagnosis as 

formative purposes
○ Let STAR accurately screen students into risk groups and 

measure growth
○ Let F & P provide diagnosis and guide intervention and 

instruction 



Implications for our work

But the aggregate F &P data raises questions for 
more validity studies:
● There is subjectivity in scoring F & P.  This introduces rater 

variance.  How to isolate that?
● F&P is ordinal measurement: levels are not equidistant.  This 

limits what we can do (i.e., classical statistics based on interval 
data)

● F & P growth and STAR growth?  Do they complement?
● How does F & P growth relate to SBA proficiency?




