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Change in SBAC States

romtoriakson = Consortium of 28 states

State Superintendent
of Public Instruction

« 21 Governing

] 28 states representing 44% of K-12 students
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The SBAC Goals

To develop a set of comprehensive and
Innovative assessments for grades 3-8 and
11 in English language arts and mathematics
aligned to the Common Core State Standards

Students leave high school prepared for
postsecondary success in college or a
career through increased student learning and
Improved teaching

The assessments shall be operational across
Consortium states in the 2014-15 school year



SBAC Balanced System
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English Language Arts and Mathematics, Grades 3—8 and High School

DIGITAL CLEARINGHOUSE of formative tools, processes and exemplars; released items and tasks;
model curriculum units; educator training; professional development tools and resources; scorer training
modules; and teacher collaboration tools.

r )
! '

Optional Interim Optional Interim Summative R
Assessment Assessment Performance Tasks Summative End

for Accountability of Year Adaptive

. : '

! Computer Adaptive ; Computer Adaptive * Reading Assessment for
1 Assessment and 1 Assessment and * Writin Accountabilit
| Performance Tasks ; Performance Tasks § o Math ! !
\ ® OSSR /

Scope, sequence, number, and timing of interim assessments locally determined “-,M'

* Time windows may be adjusted based on results from the research agenda and final implementation decisions.



SBAC Governance

State Representatives Serve on
Executive Committee

+ 2 elected co-chairs

Education Chiefs 4 representatives elected by
State Legislatures governing states

State Boards of Education | * Lead procurement state (WA)
Higher education representative |
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State Superintendent

of Public Instruction States Join Consortium as
Governing or Advisory State

Governors

SMARTER Staff

WestEd, Project

Management Partner

Advisory
Committees




SBAC Team

Two Co-chairs Judy Park (UT)
Carissa Miller (ID)
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State Superintendent Executive Committee Dan Hupp (ME); Joseph Martineau (MI); Michael Hock (VT);

of Public Instruction

Mike Middleton (WA); Lynette Russell (Wl); Charlie Lenth
(SHEEO)

Executive Director Joe Willhoft

Chief Operating Officer | Tony Alpert

Project Management WestEd (Stanley Rabinowitz, PMP Director)

Policy Coordinator Sue Gendron (former Maine Education Commissioner)

Senior Research Advisor | Linda Darling-Hammond (Stanford University)

Lead Psychometrician Marty McCall

Director of Higher Jacqueline King
Education Collaboration

To be filled this quarter... | Communications director; stakeholder coordination; ELA lead;
math lead




T Work group engagement of 90 «1
of Public Instruction State_level Staff E . .
A ormative Asse.ssment Practlces and
Each work group: Professional Learning
* Led by co-chairs from goveming states 3
* 6 or more members from advisory or
* 1 liaison from the Executive Committee
* Higher Ed representative
X
Work group responsibilities: (7
* Define scope and time line forwork initsarea « 8
*» Develop a work plan and resource -
* Determine and monitor the allocated budget Slanadios
* Oversee Consortium work in its area, 0 10

including identification and direction of
vendors



CDE & SBAC Work Groups

Transition to CCSS
Technology Approach*
Assessment Design: Item Development*
Assessment Design: Performance Tasks*
Assessment Design: Test Design*
Assessment Design: Test Administration
Reporting
Formative Processes and Tools/Professional
Development*
9. Accessibility and Accommodations*

— English Learner

—  Students with Disabilities
10. Validation and Psychometrics
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* California representatives on the national SBAC Work Groups



SBAC Advisory Boards

* Technical Advisory Committee*
* ELL Advisory Panel
» Advisory Panel for Students with
Disabilities*
* Formative Assessment Advisory Panel

» Technology Technical Advisory
Committee*

* Higher Education Advisory Panel*

* Denotes Nominations sent in by CDE to date.
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IT Systems
Architecture Feedback

CA Local Education Agency representative
provided feedback on the IT Systems
Architecture:

Patrick Traynor, Ph.D., Assistant
Superintendent, Student Assessment and
Accountability Hesperia Unified School District
was chosen as the California LEA
representative provided feedback on the
SBAC IT Systems Architecture. The intent is to
develop an LEA panel that has a variety of
technical infrastructure sophistication and a
diversity of urban, suburban, and rural areas.
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IT Readiness Tool

The IT Readiness Tool will:

1.

support the member State education agencies (SEA) and
their local education agencies (LEAS) as they evaluate their
current technology and infrastructure in terms of readiness to
Implement the new assessment system and identify
strategies to update their technology based on gaps
identified.

iInclude an evaluation of rules, policies, infrastructure,
hardware, software, staffing size and preparedness, requwed
data coIIectlon and associated information systems deemed
essential to a successful Implementation of the new
assessment system.

guide the SEA, LEA, or school through a process of
establishing strategies to address technology needs
identified by the readiness tool.

(the SEA, LEA, or school) will be able to use the tool as a
continuing work space to monitor and evaluate changes that
are made in the “system” and determine the impact of
readiness updates.

It is anticipated that the tool will be ready in spring 2012.



Higher Education Engagement
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« 175 public systems/institutions of higher education,
representing 74% of direct matriculation students across all
SMARTER Balanced States, agreed to partner on assessment
development

Higher education representatives serve on:
Executive Committee
Assessment scoring and item review committees

Standard-setting committees
Work Groups — currently recruiting

» Director of Higher Education Collaboration started in October;
Higher Education Leads Panel now forming

« Senior Higher Education Consultants will work with states
on CCSS implementation.



Higher Education Engagement
Structure
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—Communication node for state
—Convening state-level teams (inc. faculty senate leaders)

—Nominate individuals for work groups and other consortium
committees

—Work closely with state K-12 State Leads, Common Core
implementation committees

—One Lead to serve on Executive Committee

Regional Senior Consultants

—Present on SMARTER Balanced at key state meetings, listen and
communicate back issues, provide implementation advice

Director, Higher Education Collaboration
—Qverall coordination and communication
—Inform Executive Director of concerns, work toward resolution
—Represent consortia at national higher education gatherings
—Convene leads regularly by phone, periodically in person



ltem and Performance Task
Development
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Theory Of Action Large Scale Iltem

and CCSS ieanelotng Wiriting

Initial Item
Content Writing
Specifications Alignment and
Bias Review

Large Scale
Alignment and
Bias Review

ltem and Test Field Testing and
Specifications Prototyping Scaling




Draft Assessment Claims for English
Language Arts/Literacy

(Draft not released yet)

TOM TORLAKSON

State Superintendent
of Public Instruction




Draft Assessment Claims for English
Language Arts/Literacy Cont’ d

(Draft not released yet)
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_ “Students can read closely and analytically to
Readmg comprehend a range of increasingly complex literary
and informational texts.”

Writi “Students can produce effective and well-grounded
rtng writing for a range of purposes and audiences.”

“Students can employ effective speaking and listening
skills for a range of purposes and audiences.”

Speaking/Listening

“Students can engage in research and inquiry to

Research/ Inquiry investigate topics, and to analyze, integrate, and
present information.”




Draft Assessment Claims for
Mathematics (Draft not released yet)
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Draft Assessment Claims for
Mathematics Cont’ d (Draft not released yet)
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of Public Instruction Concepts and “Students can explain and apply mathematical
P d concepts and carry out mathematical procedures with
roceaures precision and fluency.”

Problem Solving

problems in pure and applied mathematics.”

Communicating “Students can clearly and precisely construct viable
Reasoning arguments to support their own reasoning and to

“Students can frame and solve a range of complex ]
critique the reasoning of others.” }

Data Analysis and “Students can analyze complex, real-world scenarios
. and can use mathematical models to interpret and solve
Modeling

problems.”




Test Question Types &
Designs

e o [tems and the collection of items MUST measure
deeper understanding and application of
conceptions.

» Therefore a variety of item types are necessary:

» selected response, short constructed
response, extended constructed response,
technology enhanced, and performance tasks

» |nteractive ltems — Sample
« Samples are from Kathleen Scalise, University of Oregon




ltem Exemplars: Technology Enhanced
and Constructed Response

TOM TORLAKSON The Hardwood Furniture Company manufactures small tables and chairs. It costs $30 to make each table and $20 to make
Stf‘lt:,e Ell_lp?”':te”tc!e"t each chair. The amount available to produce all the tables and chairs in one week is $1,200. Let t represent the number of
(0] cIn ction

HPHC INSHUCH tables produced and c represent the number of chairs produced.

a. The equation for the cost of making furniture for one week is 30t + 20¢ = 1,200. On the grid below, construct a graph
of this equation (with correct labels and scales).

b. The Hardwood Furniture Company always produces two chairs with each table. Write an equation that represents the

number of chairs (¢) in terms of the number of tables (t). Graph and label this equation on the same grid used for
part a.

Draw angle 4]
Draw line / l
Label A l
Point U |
Pencil ~ ’

Protractor

Eraser =2 |

Calculator

Submit |

(continued)



ltem Exemplars: Technology Enhanced
and Constructed Response
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c. Determine the number of tables and chairs the Hardwood Furniture Company can produce per week based on the
production costs and the amount of money available (i.e., $1,200). Round the answer appropriately.

d. Explain how the answer to part ¢ is indicated on the graph.

Submit
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ltem Exemplars Performance

Task

Gas Bills, Heating Degree Days, and Energy Efficiency

Here is a typical story about an Ohio family concerned with saving money and energy by better
insulating their house.

Kevin and Shana Johnson’s mother was surprised by some very high gas heating bills during

the winter months of 2007. To improve the energy efficiency of her house, Ms. Johnson found a
contractor who installed new insulation and sealed some of her windows. He charged her $600 for
this work and told her he was pretty sure that her gas bills would go down by “at least 10 percent
each year.” Since she had spent nearly $1,500 to keep her house warm the previous winter, she
expected her investment would conserve enough energy to save at least $150 each winter (10% of
$1,500) on her gas bills.

Ms. Johnson’s gas bill in January 2007 was $240. When she got the bill for January 2008, she was
stunned that the new bill was $235. If the new insulation was going to save only $5 each month, it
was going to take a very long time to earn back the $600 she had spent. So she called the insulation
contractor to see if he had an explanation for what might have gone wrong. The contractor pointed
out that the month of January had been very cold this year and that the rates had gone up from
last year. He said her bill was probably at least 10% less than it would have been without the new
insulation and window sealing.

Ms. Johnson compared her January bill from 2008 to her January bill from 2007. She found out
that she had used 200 units of heat in January of 2007 and was charged $1.20 per unit (total = $240).
In 2008, she had used 188 units of heat but was charged $1.25 per unit (total = $235) because gas
prices were higher in 2008. She found out the average temperature in Ohio in January 2007 had been
32.9 degrees, and in January of 2008, the average temperature was more than 4 degrees colder, 28.7
degrees. Ms. Johnson realized she was doing well to have used less energy (188 units versus 200
units), especially in a month when it had been colder than the previous year.

Since she used gas for heating only, Ms. Johnson wanted a better estimate of the savings due to
the additional insulation and window sealing. She asked Kevin and Shana to look into whether the
“heating degree days™ listed on the bill might provide some insight.

Argon Customer Bill Date
Ms. Arlene Johnson January 31, 2008
Energy 42 Bluebonnet Account #
Co. Avenue 55-733428
Columbus, OH 43205 Residential

Current Itemized Bill

December 30 reading actual B300
January 31 reading actual 8488
Total units used January 2008 188

January 2008:

1108 heating degree days
cooling degree days

Price per unit @ $1.25 §235
Energy Use History
Total units used January 2007 200

January 2007:

1000 heating degree days
0 cooling degree days

TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES

$235

{ nantiniinA\
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ltem Exemplars Performance

Task Cont’ d

a. Assess the cost-effectiveness of Ms. Johnson’s new insulation and window sealing. You will need to research “heating
degree days” on the internet. In your response, you must do the following:

Compare Ms. Johnson's gas bills from January 2007 and January 2008.

Explain Ms. Johnson's savings after the insulation and sealing.

Identify circumstances under which Ms. Johnson's January 2008 gas bill would have been at least 10% less than her
January 2007 bill.

Decide if the insulation and sealing work on Ms. Johnson’s house was cost-effective and provide evidence for this
decision.

Submit

Performance Task taken from the Ohio Assessment Project.



ltem Exemplars Performance
Task Cont’' d
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b. Create a short pamphlet for gas company customers to guide them in making decisions about increasing the energy
efficiency of their homes. The pamphlet must do the following:

o List the quantities that customers need to consider in assessing the cost-effectiveness of energy efficiency measures.

o Generalize the method of comparison used for Ms. Johnson's gas bills with a set of formulas, and provide an explanation
of the formulas.

o Explain to gas customers how to weigh the cost of energy efficiency measures with savings on their gas bills.

When you have completed your pamphlet, upload it using the button below.

Submit
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Master Plan
Developed and

Formative
Processes, Tools,
and Practices
Development Begins

Work Groups

Item Writing and
Review Activities
Completed (Summative

2010-2011
School Year

2011-2012
School Year

Launched

Updated SBAC Timeline

Field Testing Final Achievement

of Summative Standards
Assessment (Summative) Verified
Administered | and Adopted

_

2012-2013
School Year

2013-2014
School Year

2014-2015
School Year

Common Core Common Core
Translation and State Standards
Item Specifications Adopted by
Completed All States 4

and Interim)
Pilot Testing
of Summative and

Interim Assessments
Conducted J

Preliminary Achievement
Standards (Summative)

Operational
Summative
Assessment
Administered

Proposed and Other Policy
Definitions Adopted




Resources

TOM'T‘ORL_AKVSON  CDE/SBAC presentations and an electronic mailing
o Pusi svucion list is found on the CDE SBAC Web page at

 If you prefer to receive more frequent SBAC
updates, bookmark the SBAC website found at
http://www.k12.wa.us/SMARTER (Outside source)

« To receive press releases and other
announcements from SBAC, please email
Info@smarterbalanced.org

26


http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/smarterbalanced.asp

Contact Information

i Kristen Brown, PhD
el SBAC Coordinator
Education and Research Evaluation Consultant
Assessment Development & Administration Division
kbrown@cde.ca.gov
916-319-0334

Deborah V.H. Sigman

SBAC State Lead

Deputy Superintendent of Public Instruction
District School and Innovation Branch
dsigman@cde.ca.gov

916-319-0637




Assembly Bill 250:
Reauthorization of the Statewide
Pupil Assessment System
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January 20,2012

Diane Hernandez, Interim Director
Assessment Development and Administration Division



Statutory Authorization

TOM TORLAKSON

wammeet o Assembly Bill (AB) 250, also known
as the Curriculum and Reform Act,
modifies California Education Code
(EC) addressing the development
and adoption of new curriculum
frameworks, instructional materials,
professional development practices,
and high-quality assessments.




Statutory Authorization (con’t)

e California EC Section 60604.5

— Clarifies the legislative intent that the
reauthorization of the statewide
assessment system conform to
assessment requirements of any
reauthorization of the Elementary and
Secondary Act (ESEA) or any other
federal law that replaces ESEA.



Statutory Authorization (con’t)

— Requires that the State

Superintendent of Public Instruction
(SSPI) develop recommendations for
the reauthorization of the statewide
pupil assessment system, which
iIncludes a plan for transitioning to a
system of “high-quality” assessments
as defined in EC Section 60603.



Statutory Authorization (con’t)

— Requires that the SSPI consult with

TOM TORLAKSON  The State Board of Education

 Pubic Schools Accountability Act (PSSA
Committee)

« Measurement experts from California
private and public universities

* Individuals with expertise working with
students with disabilities and English
learners

« Teachers, administrations, and governing
boards from California’s local educational
agencies.

 Parents
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Statutory Authorization (con’t)

— Requires that the SSPI's
recommendations include a plan for
transition for and address sixteen
areas outlined In statute.

— The recommendations are to be
reported to the Legislature on or
before November 1, 2012.
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Areas of Consideration

« Examples include:

— Looking at student achievement at a
point in time as well as over time

— Providing both formative and interim
assessments

— Providing for the return of test results
sooner

— Minimizing testing time
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Coordination for the Reauthorization of
the Statewide Pupil Assessment System

Stakeholder
(Parent groups)
Provide Input

[ Stakeholder |
(Teacher/ Admin
Groups)
Provide input

Stakeholder
(Local Governing
Boards)
Provide Input

DRAFT

Flow Chart

Coordination for the Reauthorization of the Statewide Pupil

Assessment System (Assembly Bill 250)

Stakeholder
(Studentswith
Disabilities Groups)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(English Learner
Groups)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Charter School
Groups)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Higher Ed. Groups)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Accountability reps)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Legislative
Committee Saff)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Business
Community)
Provide Input

Stakeholder
(Educational
Organizations)

ADAD Testing Program
Staff
Represent assessment
programs, lead
stakeholder groups, staff
advisory meetings as
needed, etc.

CDE SBAC Staff and
National Leads
Coordinate SBAC
with AB 250
activities

T

T

Other CDE Divisions

QGCSS NGSs HD
Sandards, etc.

T

v

Advisory Committee

For the Reauthorization of the California

Assessment System
EC 60604.5 (¢)
Representatives for SBE,

PSAA Committee, Measurement Experts,
Sudentswith Disabilites, English Learners
Teachers, Administrators, Local Governing

Boards, and Parents

Build systems architecture (conceptual
model), consider input from stakeholders,

and make recommendations to S5

Provide input

California Department of Education

A

y

ADAD Director
Provide oversight,
assist with

coordinati

to others

on, liasion

A

A

A

A

AB 250

Coordi

Provide oversight,
coordinate work,

prepare report

nation

Superintendent of
Public Instruction

recommendations

State

(SSPI1)
Present

L—»

State Board of
Education

Legislature
(Report due
11/1/2012)

KEY

CDE Galifornia Department of Education

ADAD: Assessment Development and Administration Division

SSPI: Sate Superintendent of Public Instruction
AB 250: Assembly Bill 250
SBAC. SVIARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium

QOCSs Common Core Sate Sandards

NGSS Next Generation Science Sandards

HD Sandards: English Language Development Sandards




Contact Information

Assessment Development and
Administration Division

State Superintendent
of Public Instruction

English Language Proficiency Assessments Office
916-319-0/84

STAR Program and Assessment Transition Office
916-445-8765

High School and Physical Fitness Office
916-445-9449



