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Summary of Key Issues

In August and September 2011, approximately 15 experts from the California Department of Education (CDE) SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC) work groups reviewed and offered feedback on the SBAC Draft English Language Arts and Literacy and Mathematics Content Specifications. Attachment 7 provides a summary of the CDE Content Specifications Survey Feedback Reviews.
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California Department of Education (CDE) SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC) English Language Arts (ELA) and Mathematics Content Specifications Survey Feedback Reviews Summary (3 Pages)
California Department of Education (CDE)

SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC) English Language Arts (ELA) and Mathematics Content Specifications Survey Feedback Reviews

Summary 

CDE SBAC ELA Specification Survey Feedback (Rounds 1 and 2) 

August 29, 2011 and September 26, 2011
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General comments on the overall approach used and/or the five claims for ELA/Literacy described in the SBAC ELA Specifications document are summarized as follows:

The SBAC ELA specifications are well aligned to Common Core State Standards (CCSS) however the current version of the specifications only addresses three grades. The descriptions of the claims are concise yet cover an immense amount of content to be assessed. From an instructional perspective, the approach of this document is excellent; from an assessment perspective, however, there are concerns about operationalizing the proposed approach. The CDE SBE workgroup staff identified the following items as needing additional consideration:
· Standardization of the proposed assessments.
· Breadth, depth, and complexity of academic language skills and functions.
· Use of Artificial Intelligence (AI) for scoring.
· Assessments intrusion on instructional time (i.e., performance tasks).
· Inclusion of listening and speaking skills on ELA assessment.

· Issues related to reading text in order to gather and present information.

· Issues associated with scoring collaborative tasks.

· Issues associated with combining oral and writing skill in one reporting cluster.

· Issues associated with access.
CDE SBAC Mathematics Specification Survey Feedback (Round 1) 

September 19, 2011
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General comments on the overall approach used and/or the four claims for mathematics described in the SBAC Mathematic Specifications document are summarized as follows:

The general considerations are all laudable, particularly the call to make clear and intelligent content priorities in assessment. The statement on judicious coverage of the CCSS gives a very high-level idea of how high priority content should be approached, but it is unclear with respect to identifying priority content within a standard and grade level. The current version of the specifications only addresses three grades. The CDE SBAC workgroup staff identified the following items as needing additional consideration:

· Identify priority content within a standard and grade level.
· Identify a manageable number of constructs along which the assessment can spread test-takers and vertically align with adjacent grade-levels.

· Identify subject matter that is a good candidate for technology-enhance items.

· Assessments intrusion on instructional time (e.g., performance tasks, scenarios).

· Item types that will insure representative coverage of the learning that compose the standards.
SBAC Mathematics Specification Survey Feedback (Round 2) release for comment was delayed until mid-November at the time of this posting.




Five Major Claims for SBAC Assessments of the Common Core State Standards for ELA and Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects





Claim #1 - Students can read closely and critically to comprehend a range of increasingly complex literary and informational texts.





Claim #2 - Students can produce effective writing for a range of purposes and audiences.





Claim #3 - Students can employ effective speaking and listening skills for a range of purposes and audiences.





Claim #4 - Students can engage appropriately in collaborative and independent inquiry to investigate/research topics, pose questions, and gather and present information.





Claim #5 - Students can skillfully use and interpret written language across a range of literacy.





Four Major Claims for the SBAC assessments of the CCSS for Mathematics





Claim #1 - Students can explain and apply mathematical concepts and carry out mathematical procedures with precision and fluency. 





Claim #2 - Students can frame and solve a range of complex problems in pure and applied mathematics. 





Claim #3 - Students can clearly and precisely construct viable arguments to support their own reasoning and to critique the reasoning of others. 





Claim #4 - Students can analyze complex, real-world scenarios and can use mathematical models to interpret and solve problems.
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