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	SUBJECT

California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress: Approve California Next Generation Science Standards Alternate Assessment Concept and Provide an Update on Program Activities Related to the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress System.
	
	Action

	
	
	Information

	
	
	Public Hearing


SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

This agenda item reflects the collaborative efforts of several divisions within the California Department of Education (CDE) to provide an update on the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP) System and is an action item to seek approval of the concept for the California Next Generation Science Standards (CA NGSS) alternate assessment. 
RECOMMENDATION

The CDE recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve the conceptual design for the CA NGSS alternate assessment and directs the CDE to implement the conceptual design for the 2016–2017 pilot administration. 

BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES

CURRENT HIGHLIGHTS 

This new section to the CAASPP update item is designed to provide highlights about recently completed assessment projects and activities that directly support local educational agencies (LEAs) and other stakeholders. 

· Student scores for the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments continued to be delivered to LEAs within a three week timeframe throughout the spring test administration.
· The CDE, along with its testing contractor, conducted 11 regional post-test workshops and a Webcast for local educational agency (LEA) teams. This year, the post-test workshop focused specifically on connecting the summative assessment data to teaching and learning. In contrast to previous years’ post-test workshops, “Connecting Assessment to Instruction” has been designed on the premise that multiple staff within the LEA will be responsible for sharing how the summative assessment data are best and most effectively used. The meetings were dynamic, with time provided for LEA teams to interact with materials, ask questions of experts, and plan next steps. Over 1,000 registered participants attended the day long training, which was also archived on the CAASPP.org Portal under the training tab for the current administration at http://www.caaspp.org/training/caaspp/index.html and made available for LEAs who were unable to attend. 
· The CDE is proposing an innovative approach to the CA NGSS alternate assessment. The concept allows for authentic assessment that is embedded within the CA NGSS alternate assessment curriculum. This is an action item that will be expanded upon later in this item.
Update on Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments

Public Reporting Web Site—Redesigned 

The redesigned CDE CAASPP public reporting Web page is scheduled to be released in August. The Web page now has the capacity to add new assessments, such as the California Alternate Assessments (CAAs) for this year, and other assessments currently under development, such as science and primary language. The Web page also offers the following additional features which will allow users to:

· View results for both 2014–15 and 2015–16 school years to see progress over two years.

· Overall student progress can be viewed at statewide, county, LEA or school levels as well as by subgroups.

· View aggregate reports of up to three entities (i.e., statewide, county, LEA, or school) side by side. 
· While results can be viewed by entities side by side within a single year, caution is recommended in making comparisons of the summary results or achievement levels unless the entities have a similar student demographic profile. 

New Test Score Guide Web Page Now Available

The Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium developed, in collaboration with the CDE, a Test Score Guide Web page that was launched on June 13, 2016. On this new interactive Web page, located at http://testscoreguide.org, parents can look up information related to their child’s performance on the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments for English language arts/literacy (ELA) and mathematics. Parents can use the information from the CAASPP Student Score Report (SSR) to understand what an overall score means as well as how well a student performed in specific areas or claims. Several sample test items are currently available for both mathematics and ELA that reflect the types of items that may be encountered by a student who scored at a particular achievement level for a particular grade. 
The new Web page:

· Explains the knowledge and skills that are expected at each grade level by subject area.

· Explains how student performance by claim and subject area is reported.

· Provides sample items that are associated with a particular achievement level by subject area.

Resources for the Smarter Balanced Assessments Posted

Teacher Guides to the Smarter Balanced Assessments (Teacher Guides) were posted in June 2016, and can be found on their Web page at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/sbteacherguides.asp.

The Teacher Guides for ELA and mathematics are designed to assist teachers in understanding, interacting with, and utilizing the Smarter Balanced assessments (i.e., both interim and summative assessments), and thereby to serve as a bridge between the assessments and their corresponding instructional frameworks. The Teacher Guides are available for grades three through five, grades six through eight, and grade eleven. The Teacher Guides were created in collaboration with WestEd, and included input from the California Teachers Association and the California Federation of Teachers. The Guides are available on the CDE CAASPP Web page under the Teacher Tab at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/sbteacherguides.asp. 
Additional resources for parents and students can also be found on the CDE CAASPP Student Score Report Information Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/caasppssrinfo.asp. Some of the additional resources found on the CAASPP Student Score Report Information Web page include: (1) sample student score reports in both English and Spanish, (2) brief videos in English and Spanish that highlight the features of the student score report, and (3) a two page informational flyer called Understanding Your Student Score Report that is available in English, Spanish and seven other languages.
Student Progress

The Assessment Development and Administration Division is continuing to explore options for modifying the 2016–17 CAASPP SSR to include more information on student progress. Please note how student progress is displayed is independent from how student growth is measured and incorporated in an accountability system. Our goal is to display student results in a clear and user-friendly format to allow easy access for students, parents, educators, and other stakeholders. In April 2016, the CDE prepared an Information Memorandum to the SBE describing this approach. We will continue to provide progress reports to the SBE and propose the revised draft student score report to the SBE in the fall of 2016–17. 

Peer Review Update
On June 11, 2016, the CDE sent in its submission of evidence to the U.S. Department of Education (ED) Peer Review of Standards and Assessment Systems. The submission included information documenting the procedures used to administer, score, and report the results of the Smarter Balanced assessments in ELA and mathematics. The submission included over 200 documents including samples of training videos, administration manuals, technical reports, and reporting materials. CDE should receive feedback on the submission in late July. Additional tests, such as the CAAs for ELA and mathematics, that are used to meet federal obligations will be submitted one year after they are operational.
The peer review process is ongoing and iterative. After review by the ED, the CDE and Smarter Balanced will receive feedback from the ED that may include requests for additional evidence. Also, each component of the CAASPP System used to meet federal requirements will need to go through peer review in the year following the first operational administration. The CAAs first operational administration was in the spring of 2016, so peer review evidence will be assembled for submission in the spring of 2017. The new science assessments will also need to undergo peer review once they have been administered operationally. 

Smarter Balanced Digital Library Update

On June 15–17, 2016, the CDE hosted a collaboration workshop for California members of the Digital Library State Network of Educators (SNE). Thirty-three California educators, nine CDE staff, and two Smarter Balanced staff participated in this workshop. The focus of the workshop was on developing and vetting formative assessment resources for the Digital Library and on identifying Digital Library resources to support educators in using the Smarter Balanced Interim Assessments. These Digital Library resources will be made available on the CDE Web site in late summer. 

Interim Assessments Update for the 2016–17 School Year

The CDE will make available approximately 11 new mathematics and 18 new ELA IABs in the 2016–17 school year. The 2016–17 school year interim assessments are expected to be available at the beginning of September.

New Interim Assessment Blocks for the 2016–17 School Year
	Grade
	English Language Arts
	Mathematics

	3
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	Number and Operations in Base 10

	4
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	Geometry

Measurement and Data



	5
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	Geometry

Operations and Algebraic Thinking



	6
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	The Number System

Statistics and Probability

	7
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	Geometry

Statistics and Probability

	8
	N/A

	Expressions and Equations II

	High School
	Language and Vocabulary Use

Revision*

Editing*
	Statistics and Probability


*The 2015–16 Edit/Revise IAB has been separated into two IABs.
For comparison purposes, the 2015–16 Mathematics IAB Blueprint is available at http://www.smarterbalanced.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/Math_Blueprint_IAB_2015-16.pdf, and the ELA/Literacy IAB fixed form blueprint is available at http://www.smarterbalanced.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/ELA-IAB-Blueprint_2015-16.pdf. 

Technology Update

The CDE continues to assist the K–12 High Speed Network (K12HSN) with the implementation of the Broadband Infrastructure Improvement Grant (BIIG) programs, which are designed to assist schools improve their connection to the Internet to administer computer-based assessments. As of May 2016, 74 sites from the first round of funding have been completed, with data passing through the circuits. There are 17 sites with circuits installed waiting for equipment, and 75 sites with work in progress. Two sites are pending and three are proceeding with solutions procured through the second round of funding. In total, 156 unique sites are moving forward in the second round of BIIG funding.

Additional information about the status of the remaining sites receiving upgraded connections from BIIG 1.0 is available on the K12HSN BIIG Circuit Installation Web page at https://sites.google.com/a/icoeapps.org/biig/. (Note: If the preceding link does not display properly, copy and paste the Web address directly into a Web browser.)
Twenty-nine sites were approved to use paper-based versions of the CAASPP for the 2016 administration. As of May 2016, 70 LEAs have requested braille paper-based versions of the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments for the 2016 or 2017 administration.
California Alternate Assessment for Science Concept
This item seeks direction for the CDE to develop an embedded performance tasks design plan for the California Alternate Assessment for Science (CAA for Science), as well as conduct the 2017 pilot.
Educational Testing Service (ETS) provided three options for the CDE’s consideration in the development of the new CAA for Science (see Attachment 2). These options included: 

· Multi-stage, adaptive, on-demand assessment 

· Linear, on-demand assessment 

· Embedded performance tasks
In processing/developing the options, the CDE sought input from members of the Advisory Committee on Special Education, the CAASPP Stakeholder Group, the Special Education Administrators of County Offices, Special Education Local Plan Area Directors, ETS NGSS Design Team, California Science Teachers Association (CSTA), and California Alliance for Next Generation Science Standards (Alliance) to develop a plan for the CAA for Science. On June 13, 2016, the CDE cohosted a meeting on the conceptual design with representatives of the Alliance and CSTA. This meeting allowed for a deeper discussion on the potential benefits of a design that moves an assessment as close to CA NGSS instruction as possible and continues to encourage science instruction in all grades for all students.

In response to this input, the CDE is proposing the development of a collection of embedded performance tasks for the CAA for Science. This authentic assessment approach is being recommended because it: (1) provides meaningful information to both students and educators, (2) supports and promotes the transition to the new science standards, (3) embeds an assessment event into instructional practice, and (4) is developmentally appropriate. 

ETS, the current contractor for the CAASPP System, is responsible for developing the CAA for Science. The Concept Paper: California Alternate Assessment for Science (Attachment 2), represents the concept the CDE is currently recommending for eligible students with significant cognitive disabilities. The proposed timeline in the chart below provides an extra year to pilot this new approach.
	Year
	CAA for Science

	2017
	Pilot test

	2018
	Pilot test

	2019
	Field test

	2020
	Operational test


If this conceptual design is approved, this action would direct the CDE to begin the work of developing a high-level test design, as well as begin the development of materials for the 2017 pilot. The test design would deliberately take into consideration the feasibility from the perspectives of the state and educators. 

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION
In May 2016, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities and approved both the 2015–16 CAASPP CAA SSR templates and the proposed CAA performance level descriptors (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item07.doc). In addition, the SBE approved two letters to the ED requesting a waiver (under Title 1, part A, Section 8401) to waive the:

· Double testing of the science requirement (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item08.doc)

· Applicable speaking and listening assessment requirements for the 2015–16 and 2016–17 school years (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/may16item13.doc)

In March 2016, the SBE approved the development of three online CA NGSS summative assessments to meet the requirements of the federal Every Student Succeeds Act and California Education Code (EC) Section 60640(b)(2)(B) consistent with the proposed test design in grades five and eight and high school (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/mar16item02.doc). In addition, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities  
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/mar16item03.doc). 
In January 2016, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the CAASPP activities (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item03.doc). In addition, the CDE presented the CAASPP SSRs for approval 

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item04.doc and http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item04a1.pdf). Lastly, the SBE approved the general performance level descriptors for the CAAs (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr16/documents/jan16item06.doc).
In December 2015, the CDE provided the SBE with two Information Memoranda on the Conducted and Planned Studies of the Validity, Reliability, and Fairness of the CAASPP System (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-adad-dec15item01.doc) and an Update on the Successor Primary Language Test (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memo-dsib-adad-dec15item02.doc).

In November 2015, the CDE provided the SBE with an update on the various CAASPP activities including the enhancements to the test delivery system, regional trainings held throughout the state, (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/nov15item03.doc) and an Early Assessment Program presentation by Carolina Cardenas, Director, Academic Outreach and Early Assessment  

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/nov15item03a1.pdf). 

In October 2015, the CDE provided the SBE with two Information Memoranda on the Summary of Post-Test Survey and Focus Group Results from the 2015 CAASPP Administration of the Smarter Balanced Online Assessments 

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memodsibadad-oct15item02.doc) and the 
California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress: Annual Assessment Results for 2014–15

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/im/documents/memodsibadad-oct15item03.doc). 

In September 2015, the CDE provided a pre-release CAASPP briefing to the SBE including a preview of the new public reporting Web site to report the results for the ELA and mathematics assessments. The CDE also announced the posting of the Parent Guide to the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments, Overview and Sample Questions for three grade spans (three through five, six through eight, and eleven). 
These guides are posted on the CDE CAASPP Web page under the Students and Parents tab at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ca/index.asp?tabsection=3. (http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/sep15item01.doc)

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/sep15item01a2.pdf) 

(http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/ag/ag/yr15/documents/sep15item01addendum.doc)

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)
The costs for reporting CAASPP results to LEAs for the 2015–16 through 2017–18 test administrations, including the development and distribution of CAASPP SSRs specific to each test administration, are included in the approved ETS CAASPP contract budget approved by the SBE, the CDE, and the Department of Finance in May 2015.

The 2015 Budget Act includes $76 million for the CAASPP ETS contract work in fiscal year 2015–16. Funding for 2016–17 and beyond will be contingent on an annual appropriation from the Legislature. 

The 2015 Budget Act provides $50 million for the K12HSN for the BIIG program grants for LEAs and $10 million for the K12HSN professional development and technical assistance activities.

The 2015 Budget Act also provides $94 million in funding for CAASPP contract activities in 2015–16. This funding is being utilized for the following CAASPP contracts:

· Contract activities provided by ETS ($83.6 million: $7.6 million in Contract 5417; $76 million in CN150012) were approved by the SBE for test administration and development activities, including the development of CAA for Science and primary language assessments.
· A contract with the University of California, Los Angeles ($8 million) was approved by the SBE for Smarter Balanced consortium-managed services, including access to the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments, Interim Assessments, and Digital Library tools.
· A contract with the Human Resources Research Association ($774,117) was approved by the SBE for a multiyear independent evaluation of the CAASPP System per requirements in California EC Section 60649.
· A contract with the Sacramento County Office of Education ($1.5 million in one-time funding) for CAASPP support activities, including regional CAASPP Institutes and Senior Assessment Fellows services per authority in the 2015 Budget Act (6100-113-0001, Provision 13).
Funding for 2016–17 and beyond will be contingent upon an annual appropriation being made available from the Legislature in future fiscal years. The proposed Governor’s budget for 2016–17 includes $93.03 million for ongoing costs for the CAASPP contracts listed above. However, the proposed budget does not include ongoing funding for the Senior Assessment Fellows’ services.

ATTACHMENT(S)
Attachment 1:   California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress Outreach and Professional Development Activities (5 Pages) 
Attachment 2:   Concept Paper: California Alternate Assessment for Science (10 Pages) 

California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress Outreach and Professional Development Activities

The California Department of Education (CDE), in coordination with its assessment contractor and CDE Senior Assessment Fellows, has provided a variety of outreach activities to prepare local educational agencies (LEAs) for the administration of the California Assessment of Student Performance and Progress (CAASPP) System. Outreach efforts have included Webcasts, in-person test administration workshops, focus group meetings, and presentations for numerous LEAs throughout the state. The following table lists presentations during May and June 2016. In addition, the CDE continues to release information regarding the CAASPP System, including weekly updates, on its Web site and through listserv e-mail. 

	Advisory Panel/Review Committee Meetings

	Date
	Event Location
	Assessment
	Estimated Number of Attendees
	Description

	5/5/16– 5/6/16
	Sacramento
	CAASPP System
	34
	CAASPP Technical Advisory Group.

	5/14/16
	Sacramento
	CAASPP System
	20
	State Parent Advisory Council Meeting.


	Webcasts

	Date
	Assessment
	Estimated Number of Attendees
	Description

	5/19/16
	2015–16 CAASPP Post-Test Workshops: Connecting Assessments to Instruction Webcast
	600+
	Webcast to provide information about the principles of scoring, understanding reports, using the Online Reporting System, a timeline for reporting; focus on using the available reports, including Assessment Target Reports, and to improve classroom instruction. The Webcast is archived on the CAASPP Archived Webcast Web page at http://www.caaspp.org/rsc/videos/archived-webcast_051916.html.


	
In-Person Regional Trainings

	Date
	Event Location
	Event Name
	Estimated Number of Attendees
	Description

	5/14/16– 5/15/16
	Fresno
	CAASPP Weekend Summative Hand Scoring Workshops
	239
	Weekend workshops spread over May and June to provide hand scoring training to educators for operational English language arts/literacy and mathematics summative assessments in grades three through eight and grade eleven. Hand Scoring Workshops were conducted March 2016 through May 22, 2016.

	5/21/16– 5/22/16
	Irvine
	
	208
	

	5/13/16
	Sacramento
	Post-Test Workshop: Connecting Assessments to Instruction
	177
	Educational Testing Services conducted Post-test Workshops in May and June to provide information about the principles of scoring, understanding reports, using the Online Reporting System, a timeline for reporting; and focus on using the available reports, including Assessment Target Reports to improve classroom instruction. 

	5/17/16
	Fresno
	
	146
	

	5/20/16
	Shasta
	
	63
	

	5/26/16
	Monterey
	
	78
	

	5/26/16
	Sonoma [live remote Webinar]
	
	5
	

	5/26/16
	Humboldt [live remote Webinar]
	
	14
	

	5/26/16
	Kern [live remote Webinar]
	
	5
	

	5/31/16
	San Diego
	
	103
	

	6/7/16
	Riverside
	
	169
	

	6/8/16
	Ventura
	
	119
	

	6/9/16
	Los Angeles
	
	207
	

	5/17/16
	Alhambra
	CAASPP Institutes
	78
	Session two CAASPP Institutes; professional development for teams from LEAs and schools on how to best implement all components of the CAASPP System (Session two began in February and ran through May 2016).


	Presentations by CDE Staff

	Date
	Event Location
	Event Name
	Estimated Number of Attendees
	Description

	5/17/16
	Norwalk
	California Next Generation Science Standards (CA NGSS) Symposium Rollout 3
	400
	Assessment literacy and CA NGSS summative assessments development.

	5/18/16
	Sacramento
	Regional Assessment Network
	25
	General update on the CAASPP System.

	5/19/16
	WebEx
	CAASPP Stakeholders Meeting
	12
	CAASPP update.

	5/20/16
	Sacramento
	Instructional Quality Commission Meeting
	18
	CAASPP update. 

	5/20/16
	Sacramento
	Special Education Administrators of County Offices Meeting
	60
	General update on CAASPP development and the proposed conceptual design for the CA NGSS alternate assessment.

	5/25/16
	Sacramento
	Migrant Education Program Director Meeting
	30
	Assessment update including summative testing, waiver requests, CA NGSS and science alternate, developments for the English Language Proficiency Assessments for California (ELPAC), and the successor to the Primary Language Test.

	06/03/16
	San Diego
	Special Education Local Plan Area Directors Meeting
	135
	Proposed conceptual design for the CA NGSS alternate assessment.

	06/06/16
	Sacramento
	Western Association of Schools and Colleges Train the Trainers Workshop
	10
	CAASPP update.

	06/13/16
	Sacramento
	Joint Meeting of the CDE, California Science Teachers Association, and the California Alliance for Next Generation Science Standards
	34
	Proposed conceptual design for the CA NGSS alternate assessment.


	CAASPP Presentations by Senior Assessment Fellows

	Date
	Event Location
	Estimated Number of Attendees
	Target Audience
	Topic

	5/6/16
	San Luis Obispo County Office of Education (COE)
	28
	Curriculum Education Committee
	CAASPP update.

	5/10/16
	San Diego COE
	50
	Site administrators, coaches, and classroom teachers
	Understanding and using Smarter Balanced Interim Assessments; leveraging summative assessment claim and target results to select interim assessments and plan instruction.

	5/17/16
	Orange COE
	25
	LEA test coordinators
	CAASPP update.

	5/19/16
	San Diego COE
	50
	Site administrators, coaches, and classroom teachers
	Understanding and using Smarter Balanced Interim Assessments; leveraging summative assessment claim and target results to select interim assessments and plan instruction.

	5/26/16
	San Diego COE
	35
	LEA assessment coordinators
	CAASPP update.

	5/26/16
	Ventura COE
	48
	Instructional leaders from LEAs in Ventura county
	​Target reports and using assessment results for teaching and learning.

	5/27/16
	Riverside COE
	35
	Assessment and categorical program administrators from various LEAs throughout Riverside county
	CAASPP update.
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Section 1 Background

The term alternate assessment typically refers to an assessment of academic performance that is designed specifically for students with significant cognitive disabilities. James Ysseldyke, who is thought to have first used the term in this context in the 1990s, defined alternate assessment as “any assessment that is a substitute way of gathering information on the performance and progress of students who do not participate in the typical state assessment used with the majority of students who attend school” (Ysseldyke, Olsen, & Thurlow, 1997). 

Since that time, considerable attention has been devoted to improving the design, development, and implementation of alternate assessments. Research and development in this area reveal that successful implementation of alternate assessments requires balancing the standardization of system components with the necessary and appropriate flexibility to accommodate the particular needs of students with significant cognitive disabilities.
Section 2 Assessment Options

As the California Department of Education (CDE) launches development of its new California Alternate Assessment for Science (CAA for Science), it has considered a range of options for how students with significant cognitive disabilities may be most appropriately assessed on the California Next Generation Science Standards (CA NGSS.) These options include:
· A collection of embedded performance tasks
: This model of assessment evaluates student performance on the basis of a body of a student’s work that is collected over time, typically by the student’s classroom teacher. Please see additional details in Section 3 below.

· Multistage, adaptive, on-demand assessment: This type of assessment presents a student with questions that vary in difficulty according to the student’s ability. The student’s responses to questions in the first stage of the test are used to determine whether questions presented subsequently will become progressively easier or more difficult. The student responds to questions on demand within one or more test administration sessions that occur within a pre-established testing window. This assessment model is used for the California Alternate Assessments for English language arts/literacy and mathematics.

· Linear, on-demand assessment: In this model, the student is presented with a fixed set of questions that are presented in the same order to all students (i.e., ordered by the difficulty of the questions). Starting points and stopping points may be used to eliminate questions that may be too easy or too difficult and, therefore, have little or no measurement value. The student responds to questions on demand within one or more test administration sessions that occur within a pre-established testing window.
The CDE has considered each of these options in consultation with Educational Testing Service, California educators, and others with expertise in serving students with significant cognitive disabilities. For each of these options, the CDE evaluated the extent to which each option has the potential to:
1) provide meaningful information to both students and educators; 

2) support and promote educators’ implementation of the CA NGSS; 

3) integrate assessment into instructional practice; and 

4) maximize developmental appropriateness.

Based on the CDE’s evaluation of these options, it has determined that an alternate assessment based on a collection of embedded performance tasks appears best suited to serve as the basis for the CAA for Science.

This particular assessment model offers tremendous promise. In cases where implementation has been particularly successful, alternate assessments based on a collection of embedded performance tasks (sometimes referred to as portfolio assessments) have been shown to leverage higher academic learning expectations for this population of students while promoting enhanced curricular and instructional supports for teachers (Gong & Marion, 2006).

The assessment is to be based on the CA NGSS Core Content Connectors (Connectors), which have been developed to represent the CA NGSS with appropriate levels of challenge and rigor for this population of students. Even though the Connectors represent alternate achievement standards, it is expected that they may pose a considerable academic challenge for many of the students in this population. An assessment based on a collection of embedded performance tasks allows students to demonstrate their content knowledge and skills over the course of time in an environment that is minimally burdensome and minimally stressful to students. 
The state’s relatively small population of students with significant cognitive disabilities who are eligible for an alternate science assessment at grades three, five, and high school (~15,000) also make the use of this assessment model practically and fiscally viable.

Section 3 Embedded Performance Tasks

Embedded performance tasks may be collected through: (1) locally developed classroom tasks/assignments that are aligned with state assessment academic objectives; (2) state-developed classroom tasks/assignments that are aligned with state assessment academic objectives; or (3) a combination of these two approaches. In each approach, the California assessment academic objectives would be linked to the California Next Generation Science Standards (CA NGSS) by the Core Content Connectors (Connectors). The specification of performance expectations (PEs) and Connectors, for which evidence of student performance would be collected, is akin to a traditional assessment blueprint.

Typically, work products included in an embedded performance assessment are sampled at particular intervals as specified by the state, and are administered and recorded by the student’s primary teacher. Student responses to embedded performance tasks, similar to the contents of a student portfolio, are typically scored according to state-defined scoring criteria, usually through the application of a scoring rubric to the varying samples of student work (Roeber, 2002).

There are a variety of models for scoring student responses to embedded performance tasks, ranging from fully centralized systems to those where all student responses are exclusively scored locally. A mixed model, which relies primarily on local scoring with state-audited scores (e.g.,10 percent read-behinds), has proven an effective means of helping teachers integrate instruction and assessment goals and activities for their students while also providing external validation of results.  
The evaluation of the student’s body of work is usually based, minimally, on completeness and accuracy. In one example of a state-mandated alternate portfolio program, a student’s body of work is evaluated on the basis of five characteristics:

· completeness of materials submitted;

· demonstration of the level of complexity at which the student addresses the learning standards in each content area;

· demonstration of the accuracy of the student’s responses and performance on each product;

· evidence of the degree of independence the student demonstrated in performing each task or activity; and

· evidence of the student’s ability to make decisions and/or self-evaluate as he or she engages in a task or activity (Massachusetts Department of Education, 2002).
Professional development is an especially important component of successful implementation of embedded performance assessment systems. In particular, teachers typically require training in the following areas:

· the state’s assessment blueprint and associated content standards (i.e., PEs and Connectors) 

· sample instructional modules and embedded performance tasks associated with target standards (i.e., Connectors); and

· the process of scoring student responses on the basis of established criteria to support score accuracy and reliability.

While there are a variety of effective models for delivering training and technical support to teachers, a model that has proven to be particularly practical and effective for many states, including California, is a train-the-trainer model.

Table 1 on the next page lists some of the major components and activities associated with a state assessment system based on a collection of embedded performance tasks, and shows the typical division of responsibilities between the state and schools/teachers.

Table 1.  Typical Division of Responsibilities Associated with Embedded Performance Assessment Systems

	No.
	Major Component or Activity
	Entity Responsible

	
	
	State
	School/

Teacher

	1.
	Establish content standards (i.e., Connectors) for which student work must (minimally) be collected (i.e., embedded performance assessment blueprint).
	X
	

	2.
	Establish protocols for teachers to collect and store student responses, and for their submission to the state at the end of the school year.
	X
	

	3.
	Provide examples of model instructional units with associated classroom assignments based on the Connectors required by the embedded performance assessment blueprint.
	X
	

	4.
	Provide training that will help teachers integrate instructional activities with the collection of evidence of student performance required by embedded performance tasks/assignments.
	X
	

	5.
	Participate in state and local training and professional development activities provided to support the use of embedded performance tasks/assignments.
	
	X

	6.
	Provide ongoing training, professional development, and technical support to aid teachers with all facets of the system. (This may be offered through a train-the-trainer approach.)
	X
	

	7.
	Provide criteria (e.g., scoring rubrics, annotated student responses, anchor papers) for scoring student responses and for evaluating the student responses to embedded performance tasks/assignments.
	X
	

	8.
	Score student work and log scores according to state protocol.
	
	X

	9.
	Audit local scoring by conducting read-behinds and evaluating the authenticity of the source of work samples submitted.
	X
	X

	10.
	Establish metrics for reporting student performance.
	X
	


Section 4 Benefits and Challenges of Embedded Performance Assessments
Benefits

Some of the major benefits of an assessment system for students with significant cognitive disabilities that is based on a collection of embedded performance tasks are listed below. 

Embedded performance assessments:

· provide an opportunity for students to demonstrate, in real time, concrete evidence of knowledge, skills, and abilities through classroom work samples based on state assessment academic objectives specified by the embedded performance assessment blueprint;

· allow for individualized instruction and classroom work assignments to be integrated with summative assessment goals and outcomes;

· build on the principles of universal design for learning;

· offer the least restrictive environment possible for teachers/students to select/produce evidence in a variety of instructional settings, from inclusive general education to self-contained, special day class–settings;

· generate data that can be used by educators to improve teaching and student learning outcomes;

· allow for a process that is minimally burdensome and typically less stressful for students than on-demand assessments; and

· support teachers in delivering challenging, yet developmentally appropriate, academic content to their students.
Challenges

Some of the challenges associated with the development and implementation of embedded performance assessments are listed below.

· Depending on the particulars of implementation, some educators may see the use of embedded performance tasks as distinct from the instructional process and, therefore, as additional work. Successful implementation typically requires significant, long-term investment in professional development to build educators’ understanding of and support for the system.

· Scoring and professional development activities can be costly. Care must be taken to adopt models that maximize cost-effectiveness.

· States and testing vendors must be diligent in ensuring the technical integrity of the results of this assessment model. This can be done, in part, by standardizing, to the greatest extent possible, key components, such as content representation requirements and validation of score accuracy and reliability.
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