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	SUBJECT

Standardized Testing and Reporting Program: Including but not limited to Program Update 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION  


The following item is provided to the State Board of Education (SBE) for information and action as deemed necessary and appropriate.
	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


STAR Released Test Questions

The SBE has approved the release of 25 percent of the questions from the California Standards Test (CST) both in 2003 and in 2004. These test questions are posted on the STAR Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sr/resources.asp. 

Alternate Assessments

At a special SBE meeting in May 2005, the California Department of Education (CDE) asked the SBE for approval to send a letter of intent to the United States Secretary of Education stating that California wished to take advantage of the flexibility provided to states to allow them to develop assessments for an additional two percent of students for whom both the CSTs and the California Alternate Performance Assessment (CAPA) are inappropriate. At the July SBE meeting, the SBE approved a scope of work to the current STAR contract for this new alternate assessment, named the California Modified Assessment (CMA). The current contractor will carry out this scope of work through December 2006. 

The CDE administers the CAPA to students with significant cognitive disabilities, about one percent of disabled students participating in STAR. The CAPA was initially developed in 2003 by the CDE’s Special Education Division to meet the Individuals with Disabilities Education ACT (IDEA) requirements. The SBE approved adding the CAPA to the STAR Educational Testing Service (ETS) contract in 2004. At the May 2005 SBE meeting, the CDE discussed the federal peer review for all STAR tests that are used as part of the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act and informed the SBE that it will be necessary to review and possibly revise the CAPA to meet the NCLB requirements.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


 Grade Four and Seven Writing Tests

In October 2004, a Writing Test Task Force was convened to examine the Grade Four and Grade Seven Writing Tests. The SBE was informed of the recommendations put forth by the task force in November 2004.

Peer Review

Background information about the NCLB Act of 2001 Assessment Peer Review process was provided to the SBE in August 2005.

Released Test Questions

Senate Bill 755, signed into law this session, requires the State Superintendent of Public Instruction, with the approval of the SBE, to annually release at least 25 percent of the questions from the CSTs each year. The Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Office has worked with the Assessment Review Panels (ARP) to choose test questions for release and is now working with the test contractor to finalize them for posting. Currently, there are released CST questions approved by the SBE on the STAR Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sr/resources.asp from 2003 and 2004. The new released test questions will be added to this Web site this fall.

Alternate Assessments

The CDE and the test contractor recruited two new ARPs this summer; one for the CAPA and one for the CMA. Both panels met together in October to begin the development of blueprints for the CMA. The CMA panel will meet again in November to finalize the blueprints for the CMA and the CAPA panel will meet in December to revise the blueprints for the CAPA to bring this test in line with federal requirements. The CDE will bring these blueprints to the SBE for approval in January 2006. The key requirement is that the test questions must be linked to grade level content standards for the grades being assessed.

Grade Four and Seven Writing Tests

In April 2005, Educational Testing Service (ETS) administered a pilot test to try out modifications to Grade 4 and Grade 7 Writing Test formats that had been recommended by the October 2005 Writing Test Task Force. The modifications that proved most successful in the pilot test were incorporated into ETS’ field test of new writing prompts administered on September 21 and 22, 2005.

On October 15 and 16, 2005, ETS scored student responses from the September 2005 field test. Scorers read student responses to 20 prompts that were field tested at grade 5 (for operational use at grade 4) and 20 prompts that were field tested at grade 8 (for operational use at grade 7). Rangefinding for the scoring session was conducted on October 12–14, 2005. At the rangefinding, experienced scoring leaders used consensus 

	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


scoring to identify appropriate training papers at each score point. The scoring leaders created anchor sets, training sets, qualification/calibration sets, topic notes, and annotations for each prompt. Scoring leaders used these materials along with the state scoring rubrics to train scorers. The October 15-16 scoring session involved over 200 experienced scorers and scoring leaders. The scoring was done using the model that will be used in operational scoring: a single score model with a 10 percent back read. At grade 5, 24,244 papers were scored, and at grade 8, 23,253 papers were scored.

The English-language arts Assessment Review Panel (ELA ARP) will review the field tested prompts and the statistical results from the field test scoring at an 

October 27, 2005, ELA ARP meeting. Based on this review, they will make recommendations about which prompts to administer for the spring 2006 California Writing Standards Tests.

Peer Review

In March 2002, California was granted a waiver of timeline until November 2003 to complete its final assessment system. The waiver permitted California to continue receiving Title I funds while completing assessment activities necessary to comply with Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) as reauthorized by the Improving America’s Schools Act of 1994 (IASA). Activities included the following: providing the United States Department of Education (ED) with information on the technical quality of Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program and the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE); completing the development and implementation of inclusions policies (particularly for English learners) and performance standards; completing the development and implementation of an alternate assessment; and providing information on the alignment of content and standards with the CAHSEE. Quarterly updates with supporting documentation were provided to ED. In December 2004, we were notified the California’s Assessment System under Title I of the IASA.

The federal NCLB Act of 2001, reformed federal educational programs to support State efforts to establish challenging standards, to develop aligned assessments, and to build accountability systems for districts and schools that are based on educational results. The upcoming Peer Review is being conducted to ensure that states meet the new Title I requirements for standards and assessments under NCLB. Included in this Peer Review process will be California assessments used in determining adequate yearly progress (AYP). These tests are the CSTs, CAPA, and CAHSEE. The ED is using a peer review process involving experts in the fields of standards and assessments to determine whether States have met NCLB standards and assessment requirements. Unlike the process under IASA, the ED has informed us that no timeline waivers will be granted during the standards and assessment review. 

The peer review process examines evidence compiled and submitted by each state that is intended to show that its assessment system meets NCLB requirements. The intent is to help States develop comprehensive assessment systems that provide accurate and 
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valid information for holding districts and schools accountable for student achievement against State standards.

The federal government has provided guidance that describes NCLB requirements, as well as examples of acceptable and unacceptable evidence of meeting those requirements. Materials submitted by a state are sent to members of a federal peer review team in advance of a review meeting. At the meeting, the reviewers discuss the materials and record a consensus opinion.

Depending on the outcome of the peer review, a state’s system would receive one of the following:

· Full Approval is granted if the system meets all statutory and regulatory requirements

· Full Approval with Recommendations is granted if the system meets all requirements, but some components could be improved

· Deferred Approval is granted if the system meets most but not all of the requirements. In this case, the State must take specific steps to come into full compliance and submit evidence of that compliance

· Final Review Pending is granted if the system does not meet a preponderance of the requirements. In this case, the State has time to resubmit evidence by 

2005-06 to show that it is in compliance, pending the outcome of an additional peer review

· A Not Approved System does not meet a preponderance of the requirements or is missing an essential component. In such cases, one or more of the following remedies will be applied: withholding state funds, compliance agreement, or mandatory oversight status

The Standards and Assessment Division is assembling the required evidence to be submitted for this peer review

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


Costs for the STAR activities are included in the 2006 contracts for the current test contractor. The 2005-06 state budget provides $2,000,000 in federal funds to pay for independent evaluation studies of California’s statewide assessment programs in order to meet NCLB Assessment Peer Review requirements. A request for proposals for the evaluation studies is being developed.

	ATTACHMENT(S)


None.
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