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Request for Proposals (RFP)
English Language Proficiency Assessments for California (ELPAC)
To all Prospective Bidders:
Please use this Addendum to update your copy of the RFP. This addendum hereby revises RFP CN140284, as follows: 

RFP Cover Page

Delete:

Proposals Due Date

Mail or hand-deliver

By Friday, January 23, 2015, 12 noon PT

Attn: Kerri Wong

Assessment Development and Administration Division

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 4409

Sacramento, CA 95814

Replace with:

Proposals Due Date

Mail or hand-deliver

By Monday February 2, 2015, 3:00 p.m. PT

Attn: Kerri Wong

Assessment Development and Administration Division

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 4409

Sacramento, CA 95814

Section 2.2 Regulations

Delete the following:

During this contract period, the regulations that will govern the ELPAC (hereinafter referred to as the ELPAC Regulations) will be written and submitted to the SBE for approval in order to begin the rulemaking process. Emergency ELPAC Regulations may be enacted for the standalone field test administration. Current regulations for the CELDT, Title 5, California Code of Regulations (5 CCR) sections 11510–11517.5, can be found on the CDE CELDT Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/el/ under the “CELDT Info” tab. 

In accordance with efforts by the State of California to reduce paper waste, information that is available on the Internet will only be referenced in this RFP with a URL link, and will not be appended to the RFP.

Replace with the following:

During this contract period, the regulations that will govern the ELPAC (hereinafter referred to as the ELPAC Regulations) will be written and submitted to the SBE for approval in order to begin the rulemaking process. Emergency ELPAC Regulations may be enacted for the standalone field test administration. For estimation of costs, please note that the CDE is proposing that students who take the initial assessment from July 1 through January 1 and were initially identified as English learners will also be required to take the summative assessment during the annual summative assessment window in the same school year for accountability purposes. Students who take the initial assessment from January 2 through June 30 will not take the summative assessment until the following school year.
Current regulations for the CELDT, Title 5, California Code of Regulations (5 CCR) sections 11510–11517.5, can be found on the CDE CELDT Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/el/ under the “CELDT Info” tab. In accordance with efforts by the State of California to reduce paper waste, information that is available on the Internet will only be referenced in this RFP with a URL link, and will not be appended to the RFP.
Section 3.1.1 Overlap of Contracts and Continuity of Assessments, Table 3. Major ELPAC Deliverables by Edition
Delete Table 3:

Table 3. Major ELPAC Deliverables by Edition

	ELPAC
Edition
	Develop Training Workshop
Materials
	Provide Training Workshops
	Develop Test Materials and Manuals
	Printing/
Distribution System
	Scoring and Score Reports
	Reporting, Data Files and Annual Results
	Technical Reports

	2017–18
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder

	2018–20
	2015–18 successful bidder
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	2015–18 successful bidder
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*


*If an amendment for the 2015–18 contract is not approved by the CDE, a new RFP will be released in 2017.

Replace Section 3.1.1 Section 3.1.1 Overlap of Contracts and Continuity of Assessments, Table 3. Major ELPAC Deliverables by Edition with:
Table 3. Major ELPAC Deliverables by Edition 
	ELPAC
Edition
	Develop Training Workshop
Materials
	Provide Training Workshops
	Develop Test Materials and Manuals
	Printing/
Distribution System
	Scoring and Score Reports
	Reporting, Data Files, and Annual Results
	Technical Reports

	2017–18
Initial
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder

	2017–18
Summative
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder

	2018–19

Initial
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	2015–18 successful bidder
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*

	2018–19

Summative
	2015–18 successful bidder
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	2015–18 successful bidder
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*

	2019–20
Initial
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*

	2019–20
Summative
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*
	(amendment or new RFP)*


*If an amendment for the 2015–18 contract is not approved by the CDE, a new RFP will be released in 2017.

Section 3.1.1 Overlap of Contracts and Continuity of Assessments, Table 4. File Formats of Electronic Deliverables
Delete Table 4:

Table 4. File Formats of Electronic Deliverables

	Deliverable
	File Format

	Data
	Fixed-length; comma separated values (csv) format; Structured Query Language (SQL) Server 2012 Enterprise Edition backup file or SQL Server 2012 Enterprise Edition .MDF file; Extensible Markup Language (XML) 

	Reports
	Microsoft (MS) Word and Adobe Acrobat (upon prior CDE approval)

	Web Applications
	ASPX*

	Test Forms
	Adobe Acrobat and InDesign

	Braille Special Test Versions
	Readable by Braille 2000 with .abt or .bml extensions

	Large Print Special Test Versions
	MS Word and Adobe Acrobat (upon prior CDE approval)

	CD-ROM Special Test Versions
	.pdf

	Audio CD
	Windows Media File or MP4

	Item Response Data
	Fixed-length and delimited files

	Item Graphics
	.tif (or .tiff), .gif, and .eps


* Subject to change based on CDE Web posting standards.

Replace Section 3.1.1 Overlap of Contracts and Continuity of Assessments, Table 4. File Formats of Electronic Deliverables with:
Table 4. File Formats of Electronic Deliverables

	Deliverable
	File Format

	Data
	Fixed-length; comma separated values (csv) format; Structured Query Language (SQL) Server 2012 Enterprise Edition backup file or SQL Server 2012 Enterprise Edition .MDF file; Extensible Markup Language (XML) 

	Reports
	Microsoft (MS) Word and Adobe Acrobat (upon prior CDE approval)

	Web Applications
	ASPX*

	Test Forms
	Adobe Acrobat and InDesign

	Braille Special Test Versions
	Readable by Braille 2000 with .abt or .bml extensions

	Large Print Special Test Versions
	MS Word, InDesign, and Adobe Acrobat (upon prior CDE approval)

	CD-ROM Special Test Versions
	.pdf

	Audio CD
	Windows Media File or MP4

	Item Response Data
	Fixed-length and delimited files

	Item Graphics
	.tif (or .tiff), .gif, and .eps


* Subject to change based on CDE Web posting standards.

Section 3.1.7 SBE Meetings
Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must include a plan for the successful bidder’s Project Manager to present updates to the SBE, if requested by the CDE, and respond to questions from Board members and other interested stakeholders. The plan must include attending for one day, up to six SBE meetings in Sacramento, California. (The SBE must approve the test blueprints, operational tests, performance level descriptors, and the cut scores based on standard setting.) The bidder must budget for these meetings and include all costs in the cost proposal.  

Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must include a plan for the successful bidder’s Project Manager to present updates to the SBE, if requested by the CDE, and respond to questions from Board members and other interested stakeholders. The plan must include attending for one day, up to 12 SBE meetings in Sacramento, California, during the contract term. (The SBE must approve the test blueprints, operational tests, performance level descriptors, and the cut scores based on standard setting.) The bidder must budget for these meetings and include all costs in the cost proposal.  
Section 3.1.8 Technical Advisory Group Meetings

Add the following paragraph as the last paragraph of Section 3.1.8 Technical Advisory Group Meetings:
The hosting of regularly scheduled TAG meetings and honoraria for TAG members are not included in this RFP and are covered under a separate CDE contract. For purposes of this RFP, per Section 3.1.8 Technical Advisory Group Meetings, the proposal must provide a plan for attendance by the successful bidder (and subcontractor[s], if applicable) at meetings with the CDE’s testing technical advisors (TAG members) as required by the CDE when addressing ELPAC topics.
Section 3.3.3 Correspondence to District Coordinators
Delete the following paragraph:
The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will be required to write, e-mail, and archive correspondence to the district coordinators on a monthly basis and as needed to update the LEAs of the successful bidder’s activities, tasks, and upcoming deadlines. The technical proposal must ensure that the bidder will archive the correspondence on the successful bidder’s Web site for these programs, after the e-mail correspondence is sent to the district coordinators. 
Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will be required to write, e-mail, and archive correspondence to the district coordinators on a monthly basis and as needed to update the LEAs of the successful bidder’s activities, tasks, and upcoming deadlines. The technical proposal must ensure that the bidder will archive the correspondence on the successful bidder’s Web site for these programs, after the e-mail correspondence is sent to the district coordinators. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder’s Web site will include and maintain an archive system to provide access to outdated documents for the life of the contract.

Section 3.4.2.A Item Development Plan
Delete the bullet at the end of Section 3.4.2.A Item Development Plan:
· Conduct annual differential item functioning (DIF) review meetings that include appropriate representation of DIF categories

Replace with the following bullet at the end of Section 3.4.2.A Item Development Plan:
· Conduct a differential item functioning (DIF) review meeting annually that addresses any item with statistically significant gender DIF (the DIF meeting may be held by secure videoconference or phone with the CDE and individuals who have experience working with ELs).
Section 3.4.2.C.1.a Selection of Item Writers
Delete the following paragraph: 
Selection of Item Writers. The technical proposal must describe in detail how item writers in California will be selected and trained. The technical proposal must ensure that priority shall be given to experienced item writers. The pool of item writers must include individuals with teaching experience related to ELs, as well as other educators who have experience with, and are knowledgeable of, the 2012 ELD Standards. The technical proposal must state the proposed number of writers to be trained including contractor and/or subcontractor item writers. The technical proposal must include the minimum qualifications for item writers which are: (1) a bachelor’s degree, (2) experience in language acquisition or teaching ELs in grades K–12 in California public schools, (3) experience with the 2012 ELD Standards, and (4) prior item writing or item review experience. The successful bidder must submit the list of proposed item writers, including their qualifications and experience, to the CDE for approval at least 20 working days prior to the training.

Replace with the following paragraph:

Selection of Item Writers. The technical proposal must describe in detail how item writers in California will be selected and trained. The technical proposal must ensure that priority shall be given to experienced item writers. The pool of item writers must be knowledgeable of the 2012 ELD Standards and currently teaching or have recent teaching or other experience related to ELs. The technical proposal must state the proposed number of writers to be trained including contractor and/or subcontractor item writers. The technical proposal must include the minimum qualifications for item writers which are: (1) a bachelor’s degree, (2) experience in language acquisition or teaching ELs in grades K–12 in California public schools, (3) experience with the 2012 ELD Standards, and (4) prior item writing or item review experience. The successful bidder must submit the list of proposed item writers, including their qualifications and experience, to the CDE for approval at least 20 working days prior to the training. 
Section 3.4.2.C.1.b Item Writer Training
Delete the following paragraph:
The technical proposal must provide a detailed description of the training materials including, but not limited to, item writing guidelines, the ELP construct and domains being measured, a brief review of the background of the ELPAC, and an explanation of the item development cycle. The proposal must include a table showing the number of items to be written for each 2012 ELD Standard with the corresponding ELPAC domain(s) in accordance with the test blueprints. The item writing guidelines must incorporate universal design principles, and provide clear criteria for item writing including contrasting examples of poorly and well written items. During the training, the successful bidder must provide the participants an indepth review of the test blueprints.
Replace with the following paragraph:
The technical proposal must provide a detailed description of the training materials including, but not limited to, item writing guidelines, the 2012 ELD Standards to which all new items must be aligned, the ELP construct and domains being measured, a brief review of the background of the ELPAC, and an explanation of the item development cycle. The item writing guidelines must incorporate universal design principles, and provide clear criteria for item writing including contrasting examples of poorly and well written items. During the training, the successful bidder must provide the participants an in-depth review of the test blueprints. 
Section 3.4.2.C.2 Item Writer Training Logistics
Delete the following paragraph:

Item Writer Training Logistics. The successful bidder must conduct an annual two-day item writer training in Sacramento, California, for the initial and summative assessments. The dates for item writer training must be approved by the CDE no fewer than 20 working days prior to each annual item writer training. The successful bidder is responsible for all costs related to item writer training, including, but not limited to, training materials, facility, travel, expenses, per diem, honorarium, and costs for substitute teachers for the participants (if needed).

Replace with the following paragraph:
Item Writer Training Logistics. The successful bidder must conduct an annual two-day item writer training in Sacramento, California, for the initial and summative assessments. The dates for item writer training must be approved by the CDE no fewer than 20 working days prior to each annual item writer training. The successful bidder is responsible for all costs related to item writer training, including, but not limited to, training materials, facility, travel, per diem, and either a $100 honorarium or the cost for a substitute teacher for participants (exclusive of outside observers, evaluators, or CDE staff). Substitute teacher costs are not determined by the CDE but are determined and may vary by the LEA.
Section 3.4.2.F Item Bank
Delete the following:

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the bidder will develop a new item bank to hold ELPAC items that have been written, reviewed by the CDE, and approved for potential pilot and field testing. The technical proposal must ensure that the item bank will maintain the collection of ELPAC assessment items and corresponding data including, but not limited to, metadata, standards alignment, and statistical analysis of item performance. The technical proposal must include the bidder’s understanding and commitment to ensure that the item bank is secure; a description of how this will be achieved must be included. Any aspect of the item bank that will be developed by the successful bidder for the ELPAC will become the property of the CDE.

The successful bidder may request to view the current CDE-owned front-end user application that accesses CELDT items and file structure of the associated data. The data are accessible using an MS Visual Basic (VB) .NET application and MS SQL Server database (e.g., MS SQL Server 2012 Enterprise Edition, MS VB 2012 or later version, or MS .NET Framework 4.5 or later version). The current CDE-owned application may not be modified in any way. The CDE may supply updated versions of the MS SQL Server database structures and layout to the successful bidder, as needed. 

The technical proposal must state the bidder’s commitment to deliver items in a number of formats as specified in Appendix 3 Data Elements. The data elements may change to become compliant with the Accessible Portable Item Protocol (APIP) Standard during the course of the contract, and it is the responsibility of the successful bidder to modify submissions as needed. The technical proposal must have demonstrated the bidder’s ability to import items from multiple item bank systems using published industry standards for APIP.

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how all items developed, reviewed, or administered during the term of the contract will be prepared and entered into the ELPAC item bank. The technical proposal must ensure that the ELPAC item bank will be delivered as an uncompiled code with an associated solution file to the CDE using an encrypted (with approved CDE encryption technology) secure FTP server. The technical proposal must also ensure that the ELPAC item bank, including data elements described below, will be updated and submitted annually to the CDE by July 31 of every contract year. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the final delivery, due no later than six months prior to the end of this contract, will contain all CELDT items aligned with the 2012 ELD Standards previous to this contract and the ELPAC items developed during the period of this contract.
Replace with the following:

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the bidder will provide for an item bank system to hold ELPAC items that have been written, reviewed by the CDE, and approved for potential pilot and field testing. The bidder may either use commercial off-the-shelf software or the bidder’s own item bank software. At the end of the contract, the successful bidder must deliver to the CDE the commercial off-the-shelf software or the bidder’s license to use its item bank software. If the bidder uses its own item bank software, then the bidder must provide a license in perpetuity to the CDE.
The technical proposal must ensure that the item bank will maintain the collection of ELPAC assessment items and corresponding data including, but not limited to, metadata, standards alignment, and statistical analysis of item performance. The technical proposal must include the bidder’s understanding and commitment to ensure that the item bank is secure; a detailed description of how this will be achieved must be included. 

The successful bidder may request to view the current CDE-owned front-end user application that accesses CELDT items and file structure of the associated data. The data are accessible using an MS Visual Basic (VB) .NET application and MS SQL Server database (e.g., MS SQL Server 2012 Enterprise Edition, MS VB 2012 or later version, or MS .NET Framework 4.5 or later version). The current CDE-owned application may not be modified in any way. The CDE may supply updated versions of the MS SQL Server database structures and layout to the successful bidder, as needed. 

The technical proposal must state the bidder’s commitment to deliver items in a number of formats as specified in Appendix 3 Data Elements. The data elements may change to become compliant with the Accessible Portable Item Protocol (APIP) Standard during the course of the contract, and it is the responsibility of the successful bidder to modify submissions as needed. The technical proposal must describe in detail how the bidder will provide a tool that allows the CDE and other authorized users identified by CDE to view and query items and item metadata in the item bank. The technical proposal must demonstrate the bidder’s ability to import items from multiple item bank systems using published industry standards for APIP. 
The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how all items developed, reviewed, or administered during the term of the contract will be prepared and entered into the ELPAC item bank. The technical proposal must also ensure that the ELPAC item bank, including data elements described below, will be updated and submitted annually to the CDE by July 31 of every contract year. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the final delivery, due no later than six months prior to the end of this contract, will contain all CELDT items aligned with the 2012 ELD Standards previous to this contract and the ELPAC items developed during the period of this contract. The successful bidder must securely transfer these items and metadata to the next successful bidder or other entity as specified by the CDE.
Section 3.4.2.G.2.a Content Review Panel

Delete the following:

Content Review Panel. The Content Review Panel meeting must take place prior to the Bias and Sensitivity Review Panel meeting. The technical proposal must address appropriate allocation of time between the two panel meetings to allow for possible text and art edits. The Content Review Panel will ensure that: (1) test items are aligned to the 2012 ELD Standards and grade/grade spans as identified in the blueprints; (2) the items are appropriate for the grade/grade span; (3) items address the construct being tested; and (4) selected-response items designate the correct answer and all distractors are plausible yet wrong-answer options.
Replace with the following:

Content Review Panel. The Content Review Panel meeting must take place prior to the Bias and Sensitivity Review Panel meeting. The technical proposal must address appropriate allocation of time between the Content Review Panel and Bias and Sensitivity Review Panel meetings to allow for possible text and art edits. The Content Review Panel will ensure that: (1) test items are aligned to the 2012 ELD Standards and grade/grade spans as identified in the blueprints; (2) the items are appropriate for the grade/grade span; (3) items address the construct being tested; and (4) selected-response items designate the correct answer and all distractors are plausible yet wrong-answer options.
Section 3.4.2.G.2.c Logistics for the Content Review and Bias and Sensitivity Review Panels

Delete the following:

Reviewers are not paid honoraria but must be reimbursed by the successful bidder for travel, lodging, and per diem in accordance with state travel rules and rates (See Attachment 14) in effect at the time of the activity. Reimbursement to districts for all substitute teacher costs is required.
Replace with the following:

Reviewers are not paid honoraria but must be reimbursed by the successful bidder for travel, lodging, and per diem in accordance with state travel rules and rates (See Attachment 14) in effect at the time of the activity. Reimbursement to districts for all substitute teacher costs is required. Substitute teacher costs are not determined by the CDE but are determined and may vary by the LEA.
Section 3.4.2.G.2.c Logistics for the Content Review and Bias and Sensitivity Review Panels
Delete the following paragraph:

Edits recommended by each panel must be given to the CDE for review within five working days after each meeting, for the CDE to accept or reject the edits. Items recommended for revision by either panel must be returned to the CDE for final review and determination if the item is to be revised, or be deemed unusable. Ten working days after the Content and Bias and Sensitivity reviews, the successful bidder must incorporate changes based on panel comments and recommendations on all test items. These revised items must be given to the CDE for review and approval. Even though an item may not ultimately be used for the ELPAC, all items must remain the property of the CDE. 

Replace with the following paragraph:

Edits recommended by each panel must be given to the CDE for review within five working days after each meeting, for the CDE to accept or reject the edits. Items recommended for revision by either panel must be returned to the CDE for initial review and determination if the item is to be revised, or be deemed unusable. Twenty working days after the Content and Bias and Sensitivity reviews, the successful bidder must incorporate changes based on panel comments and recommendations on all test items. These revised items must be given to the CDE for final review and approval. Even though an item may not ultimately be used for the ELPAC, all items must remain the property of the CDE.
Section 3.4.2.H Pilot Testing
Delete the following sentence:

In order to increase the likelihood that items will survive field testing for both the initial and summative assessments, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate a detailed process to pilot-test constructed-response items with students from varied proficiency levels. 

Replace with the following sentence:

In order to increase the likelihood that items will survive field testing for both the initial and summative assessments, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate a detailed process to pilot-test all new item types with students from all proficiency levels.
Section 3.4.2.I.1 Stand-alone FT
Delete the following paragraph:

For the summative assessment, field testing will be administered as a stand-alone paper-pencil FT in spring 2017 with a four-month or less testing window. The FT will be comprised of new multidimensional IRT items that will be written at the start of this contract period and survive pilot testing. 

Replace with the following paragraph:

For the summative assessment, field testing will be administered as a stand-alone paper-pencil FT to all eligible students (i.e., approximately 1.1 million students) in spring 2017 with at least a three-month, but no longer than a four-month, testing window. The FT will be comprised of new multidimensional IRT items that will be written at the start of this contract period and survive pilot testing. 

Section 3.4.2.I.2 Ongoing Field Test

Delete the following paragraph:

Ongoing Field Testing. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the procedures for producing annual summative test forms with embedded FT items. New items must be field tested during each operational administration of the summative assessment. The technical proposal must describe detailed strategies to minimize the burden of testing time on LEAs for field testing items while ensuring that sufficient items are developed to support the 30 percent refreshment rate.
Replace with the following paragraph:

Ongoing Field Testing. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the procedures for producing annual summative test forms with embedded FT items. New items must be field tested during each operational administration of the summative assessment. The technical proposal must describe detailed strategies to minimize the burden of testing time on LEAs for field testing items while ensuring that sufficient items are developed to support the proposed percent refreshment rate based on the bidder’s refreshment rate in 3.4.2.E Item Reuse and Retirement.
Section 3.4.3.C Test Form Production, Table 7. Number of Special Test Versions to be Developed

Delete Table 7:

Table 7. Number of Special Test Versions to be Developed
	ELPAC Edition
	Number of

Braille Versions
to be Developed
	Number of

Large Print Versions

to be Developed
	Subtotal
	Number of Grade Spans
	Total Number of Special Versions

	2017–18
	1  
	1 
	2
	7
	14

	2018–19
	0 
(Use previous year.)
	0 
(Use previous year.)
	0
	7
	0 

(Use previous year.)


Replace Section 3.4.3.C Test Form Production, Table 7. Number of Special Test Versions to be Developed with:
Table 7. Number of Special Test Versions to be Developed
	ELPAC Edition
	Number of

Braille Versions
to be Developed
	Number of

Large Print Versions

to be Developed
	Subtotal
	Number of Grade Spans
	Total Number of Special Versions

	2017–18
	1  
	1 
	2
	7
	14

	2018–19
	0 
(Use previous year.)
	1
	1
	7
	7


Section 3.4.3.D Test Form Construction
Delete the following bullet:

· Stopping points must be added in the appropriate positions that are psychometrically sound in order to guarantee a valid and reliable assessment.
Replace with the following bullet:

· Stopping points must be added in the appropriate positions that are psychometrically sound in order to guarantee a valid and reliable assessment. Stopping points are specific points in the assessment where the administrator may determine that the student cannot or does not need to proceed any further.
Section 3.4.3.F Special Test Versions
Delete the following:
Special test versions (braille and large print), containing operational items only, must be produced for the initial and summative assessments using items that are appropriate for visually impaired students. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to develop special test versions as described below. The following requirements must be addressed in the process and applied to the special test versions:

· Special test versions must be created for the initial assessment and the 2017–18 summative assessment editions.

· The special test versions must produce scale scores equivalent to the regular version.

· The special test versions must be developed using a set of operational items from the item bank that are suitable to test visually impaired students. This approach aims to minimize the number of items that are adapted (e.g., removal of graphics along with text changes) to the visually impaired population. The number of items in each domain must match the number of items indicated in the test blueprint.

· Ancillary test administration materials must be developed to facilitate the administration of the ELPAC to visually impaired students and to match the separate set of items selected for the special test versions.

Replace with the following:
Special test versions (braille and large print), containing operational items only, must be produced for the initial and summative assessments using items that are appropriate for visually impaired students. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to develop special test versions with separate test administration materials as described below. The following requirements must be addressed in the process and applied to the special test versions:

· Special test versions must be created for the initial assessment and the 2017–18 summative assessment editions.

· The special test versions must produce scale scores equivalent to the regular version.

· The special test versions must be developed using a set of operational items from the item bank that are suitable to test visually impaired students. This approach aims to minimize the number of items that are adapted (e.g., removal of graphics along with text changes) to the visually impaired population. The number of items in each domain must match the number of items indicated in the test blueprint.

· Separate test administration materials must be developed to facilitate the administration of the ELPAC to visually impaired students and to match the separate set of items selected for the special test versions.

Section 3.4.3.I Test Materials Production

Delete the following bullet:

· For purposes of the cost proposal, assume LEAs receive one test booklet for each student who takes the ELPAC. Do not include any cost information in the technical proposal. Technical proposals that include any type of cost information may be automatically disqualified. 
Replace with the following bullet:

· For purposes of the cost proposal, assume LEAs receive one test booklet for each student who takes the ELPAC. In addition, assume an overage of five percent for Answer Books and Test Books (excluding Examiner’s Manuals and braille and large print versions) at the LEA level. Do not include any cost information in the technical proposal. Technical proposals that include any type of cost information may be automatically disqualified. 

Section 3.4.3.I.1 Examiner’s Manuals
Delete the following paragraph:

Examiner’s Manuals. The technical proposal must ensure that EMs must be created for the initial and summative assessments. The examiner’s manuals must contain general and specific instructions for administration, including, but not limited to, scripts for test examiners, scoring rubrics, and scoring guides, as applicable. (See RFP Section 4.9 for the definition of “test examiner.”) 
Replace with the following paragraph:

Examiner’s Manuals. The technical proposal must ensure that EMs must be created for the initial and summative assessments for each grade/grade span assessed. The examiner’s manuals must contain general and specific instructions for administration, including, but not limited to, scripts for test examiners, scoring rubrics, and scoring guides, as applicable. (See RFP Section 4.9 for the definition of “test examiner.”) 
3.4.3.I.3   Annual Update

Delete the following paragraph:

Annual Update. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the process for the production of a new answer book for each school year during the contract period and the camera-ready forms for the transition year to the next contract. The same answer book must be used throughout the initial and summative assessment windows each school year during the contract period.

Replace with the following paragraph:

Annual Update. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the process for the production of a new answer book for the summative assessment for each school year during the contract period, and camera-ready forms for the transition year to the next contract. For the number of answer books, see Table 6 Number of Summative Test Forms to be Developed. For the initial assessment, the same answer book must be used throughout the initial assessment window; however, during the contract period the cover page and other elements of the answer book must be updated each year to reflect changes (e.g. the school year), as determined by the CDE. 
SECTION 3.5 (Task 5)—ADMINISTRATION AND TRAINING

Section 3.5.3.B Excessive Ordering Prevention

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail a process to minimize the excessive ordering of testing materials by LEAs, including special test versions. The process must specifically describe the steps that will be taken to reduce the volume of excess orders placed by each LEA. The process must describe how detailed auditable records of the number of tests ordered and scored for each LEA will be maintained. The process must demonstrate the bidder’s responsibility for writing and implementing procedures to bill LEAs for excess orders of materials. The process must ensure to provide the CDE with an annual report of all excessive order charges by total amount billed and received, broken down by LEA, no later than August 15 of each year.
Replace with the following paragraph:
The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail a process to minimize the excessive ordering of testing materials by LEAs, including special test versions. The process must specifically describe the steps that will be taken to reduce the volume of excess orders placed by each LEA. The process must describe how detailed auditable records of the number of tests ordered and scored for each LEA will be maintained. The process must demonstrate the bidder’s responsibility for writing and implementing procedures to bill LEAs for excess orders of materials. The process must acknowledge and ensure the successful bidder  provides the CDE with an annual report of all excessive order charges by total amount billed and received, broken down by LEA, no later than August 15 of each year. (See California Code of Regulations, Title 5. Education, Division 1. California Department of Education, Chapter 11. Special Programs, Subchapter 7.5 California English Language Development Test, Article 1, General Section 11510 Definitions, for the definition of “excessive materials.”)
Section 3.5.7.B Pre-ID Services
Delete the following paragraph:

For Pre-ID services for the initial assessment, all student registration information, including enrollment and demographic information, will be extracted from CALPADS each July. The technical proposal must include details of how the bidder will coordinate with CALPADS to securely receive student information for the purpose of Pre-ID services. 

Replace with the following paragraph:

For Pre-ID services for the initial assessment, all student registration information, including enrollment and demographic information, will be extracted from CALPADS on a monthly basis beginning in July; however, during the annual summative window, it will occur on a daily basis in conjunction with the summative assessment. The technical proposal must include details of how the bidder will coordinate with CALPADS to securely receive student information for the purpose of Pre-ID services. 
Section 3.5.8 Data Correction Process
Delete all text in Section 3.5.8 Data Correction Process.

Replace all text in Section 3.5.8 Data Correction Process with:

3.5.8 Data Correction Process for the Summative Assessment
The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate a detailed Web-based data correction process for LEAs to update/correct student demographic information and other data elements as specified by the CDE for the summative assessment only. For examples of student demographic information, refer to the 2014–15 Student Score File Layout on the CELDT Web site at https://www.celdt.org/documents/2014-15/CELDT_SSF_Layout_2014-15.pdf. The data correction process must allow LEAs to view data from multiple sources (i.e., data from LEAs and data from CALPADS) in a single location. The data correction process must have the capability to inform users if the data being provided are invalid and if the batch files are correctly formatted. The process must also have the capability to monitor logins and to respond to all requests within 10 seconds.
The process must include how to coordinate with the CDE at least three times per school year to obtain demographic data that were extracted from CALPADS on a schedule determined by the CDE. The process must describe how the successful bidder will clearly communicate to LEAs that all data must be corrected either in CALPADS or in the bidder’s data correction system. The successful bidder must collaborate with the CDE CALPADS Office and the Data Visualization and Reporting Office (which produces the Title III Accountability Reports) in terms of the data correction process.
The technical proposal must specify that the data correction process will be a secure, Web-based application to correct data student-by-student or by batch and to identify errors in the CALPADS sourced demographic data for students whom LEAs tested with the ELPAC. If a student has not taken the CELDT or the ELPAC, then the student, whose primary language is a language other than English as determined by the home language survey, must take the ELPAC initial assessment—not the ELPAC summative assessment. If a student is not determined to be English proficient on the ELPAC initial assessment, then the student will not be assessed again until the next school year’s annual assessment window. 
The technical proposal must ensure to provide data from LEAs to the CDE prior to the data correction window, after the data correction window, and after completion of the annual summative assessment window. Twenty working days in advance of the data correction window, the technical proposal must ensure that the successful bidder will provide the CDE with the master data file using a secure FTP site. The master data file must contain the student demographic information obtained by the successful bidder from processing the answer books. The CDE will use this master data file to match data with file extracts from CALPADS. (For examples of student demographic information, refer to the Student Score File Layout.) After the CDE merges data from the successful bidder with file extracts from CALPADS into the master data file, the CDE will provide the revised master data file to the successful bidder in preparation for the data correction process.
The data correction window will be scheduled in coordination with the summative assessment window beginning after January 1 and with the CDE’s timeline for matching data provided by the successful bidder with data provided by the CALPADS Operational Data Store. The CDE, in conjunction with the successful bidder, will determine the specific dates of the data correction window, which must occur in accordance with the delivery schedule to be specified in RFP Section 3.6.25.2 Delivery Deadlines (second bullet).
The technical proposal must ensure that the successful bidder will provide LEAs with updated student level data files that may be downloaded via the successful bidder’s secure Web site within 10 working days of the CDE approval of the corrected statewide student level data file. Upon request, the successful bidder must provide LEAs historical summative assessment student score files on a cost recovery basis approved by the CDE.

The data correction window must be open for at least 20 working days for reviews, downloads, edits and updates, by the designated district coordinators. Additionally, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the process to provide technical support to LEAs in correcting demographic data using the Web-based application. The process must ensure that on a weekly basis, the CDE must be supplied with information regarding which LEAs have logged in to correct changes and which LEAs have submitted changes. The process must explain how LEAs will be supplied with data correction application user guides, and the successful bidder must staff the call center with personnel who are qualified to provide technical assistance during the data correction window. 
The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the data correction process will contain edit checks to identify errors and omissions on each student data record. Edit checks are values that are within a valid range. (For examples of a valid range, refer to the 2014–15 Student Score File Layout).These edit checks must be based on data sources (e.g., CALPADS) to ensure various fields contain valid information. These edit checks must also contain checks for consistency of data within each student record. 
Once the data correction process is complete, all responses and raw scores must be converted to zeroes and the lowest obtainable scale score (LOSS) assigned to each affected domain and Overall score whenever the file indicates the student has taken the summative assessment with an alternate assessment. (Students with exceptional needs who are unable to participate in testing, even with universal tools, designated supports, or accommodations, are given an alternate assessment.)
Section 3.5.10 Training and Materials

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe in detail the process to develop and produce the in-person and online administration and scoring trainings and materials for the administrations of the initial and summative assessments through the end of this contract. The purpose of the training is to: (1) standardize the administration of the initial and summative assessments, (2) ensure reliable local scoring of constructed-response items especially for the Speaking and Writing domains, and (3) train other qualified persons locally or regionally to administer the assessments. The bidder must describe in detail the materials proposed to be used for all ELPAC administrations noted below. After the last full fiscal year, the successful bidder will be responsible for handing off all materials to the subsequent contractor in their final, CDE-approved versions.

Replace with the following:
The technical proposal must describe in detail the development, production, and distribution of all videos required in this proposal. Videos must be developed using a professional video producer(s), technical personnel and equipment (e.g., camera-person, sound specialist, teleprompter, etc.), and professional presenter(s). The video producer(s) shall have at least 36 months of experience producing similar types of training videos
The technical proposal must describe in detail the process to develop and produce the in-person and online administration and scoring trainings and materials for the administrations of the initial and summative assessments through the end of this contract. The purpose of the training is to: (1) standardize the administration of the initial and summative assessments, (2) ensure reliable local scoring of constructed-response items especially for the Speaking and Writing domains, and (3) train other qualified persons locally or regionally to administer the assessments.
The technical proposal must ensure that all videos and applicable accompanying scripts will be annually updated as needed to reflect changes in test administration, including any necessary filming of accompanying sample student responses. The CDE must review and approve all film plans, scripts, and professional presenter(s) prior to video production.
The bidder must describe in detail the materials proposed to be used for all ELPAC administrations noted below. The successful bidder will be responsible for developing and handing off all materials for the subsequent edition in their final, CDE-approved versions to the next successful bidder.
Section 3.5.10.A Training Plan
Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe in detail the materials to be used (e.g., binder), present a timeline, and identify the personnel and any subcontractors required to conduct the state-sponsored trainings. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder is responsible for all logistical arrangements, including: (1) recruiting appropriate participants for each training and (2) all costs related to the trainings (e.g., facility rental and a continental breakfast and lunch provided during the trainings at the current state rate [See Attachment 14]). The successful bidder is not responsible for costs associated with travel, lodging, and substitute costs for training attendees. 

Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe in detail the materials to be used (e.g., binder), present a timeline, and identify the personnel and any subcontractors required to conduct the state-sponsored trainings. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder is responsible for all logistical arrangements, including: (1) recruiting appropriate participants for each training and (2) all costs related to the trainings (e.g., facility rental and a working continental breakfast and working lunch provided during the trainings at the current state rate [See Attachment 14]). The successful bidder is not responsible for costs associated with travel, lodging, and substitute costs for training attendees. 

Section 3.5.11 Training Videos
Delete the following:

The technical proposal must describe in detail the development, production, and distribution of the videos required in this proposal, including, but not limited to, the ELPAC Basics Videos. (See RFP Section 3.5.17) Videos must be developed using a professional video producer(s), technical personnel and equipment (e.g., camera-person, sound specialist, teleprompter, etc.), and professional presenter(s). The video producer(s) shall have at least 36 months of experience producing similar types of training videos.
The technical proposal must ensure that videos and accompanying scripts will be annually updated as needed to reflect changes in test administration, including any necessary filming of accompanying student responses. The CDE must review and approve all film plans, scripts, and professional presenter(s) prior to video production.

Replace with the following:
The successful bidder must produce administration and scoring training videos for the ELPAC initial and summative. The operational initial assessment will remain the same each year unless there is a threat to the validity of the test; therefore, training videos for the administration of the operational initial assessment may not need to be updated. For the administration of the operational summative assessment, there may be updates each year. Therefore, the technical proposal must ensure that administration and scoring training videos and applicable accompanying scripts will be annually updated as needed, including filming of sample student responses. The updates must reflect changes in test content and administration for either the initial or the summative, or both. The training videos must be of a length that ensures the standardization of the administration of the ELPAC; they must include, but not be limited to, audio and video samples of student responses. (They may also include excerpts of other videos in this section.)
3.5.12.B  In-Person Training for the FT Administration of the Summative Assessment

Delete the following paragraph:

Since the FT administration of the summative assessment will occur in spring 2017, state-sponsored in-person training for that edition must occur no fewer than 60 calendar days prior to the start of the annual summative assessment (SA) window in spring 2017. The technical proposal must ensure that the first training will be held in Sacramento, California, and must focus on valid and reliable administration and scoring. All subsequent FT administration trainings must be scheduled in regional locations that are central to the sites selected for the FT administration. The proposal must describe how the bidder will ensure that at least one representative from each LEA selected for the summative assessment FT administration attends the in-person training.  The proposal must describe registration and training procedures fas well as the materials for each training. Training materials must contain sample responses to constructed-response items that exemplify all rubric score points from all domains at all grades/grade spans. 

Replace with the following paragraph:
Since the FT administration of the summative assessment will occur in spring 2017, state-sponsored in-person training for that edition must occur no fewer than 60 calendar days prior to the start of the annual summative assessment window in spring 2017. The technical proposal must ensure that the first training will be held in Sacramento, California, and must focus on valid and reliable administration and scoring. All subsequent FT administration trainings must be scheduled in key regional locations for the FT administration. The proposal must describe how the bidder will ensure that at least one representative from each LEA attends the in-person training. The proposal must describe registration and training procedures as well as the materials for each training. Training materials must contain sample responses to constructed-response items that exemplify all rubric score points from all domains at all grades/grade spans. 

Section 3.5.15 Self-Guided Online Training and Calibration Resources 

Delete the following:

The technical proposal must ensure for both the initial and summative assessments, a secure, encrypted Web-based resource will be available to trainers and test examiners to do self-guided online administration and calibration training of each separate assessment. The online site must be launched in tandem with the start of the training for the first operational administration of each assessment. The technical proposal must describe the process to post training modules and quizzes on constructed-response items for the purpose of calibrating test examiners.

The technical proposal must describe in detail the process to set up a group online page for each LEA. An LEA’s group page must allow the district coordinator to view completion and calibration reports for test examiner trainees in his or her LEA. (For the 2013–14 Edition of the CELDT, there were approximately 200 groups with about 2,500 registered test examiner trainees.) The process must include, but not be limited to, the following: 

· A full description of a secure, encrypted Web site that will be used for the online training

· A timeline for delivering the Web site, which must include a review by the CDE WebART staff prior to launching

· General test administration and scoring training audio and video samples with closed captioning and transcripts. (Note: The closed captioning does not take the place of the transcript version.)

· Access to online resourc​es which must include audio and video files of student responses for scoring calibration

· A description of how the self-guided online training will measure whether a test examiner is calibrated to administer and score all applicable domains

· A description of how LEAs will know that their test examiners have been calibrated

· Technical support in response to LEA needs in using the self-guided online training

· A link to the training videos described in RFP Sections 3.5.16 Web-based Administration Trainings and 3.5.17 ELPAC Basics Videos

· A link to the CDE ELPAC Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/el/
Replace with the following:

The technical proposal must ensure for both the initial and summative assessments, a secure, encrypted Web-based resource will be available to trainers and test examiners to do self-guided online administration and calibration training of each separate assessment. The online site must be launched in tandem with the start of the training for the first operational administration of each assessment. The technical proposal must describe the process to post training modules and quizzes on constructed-response items for the purpose of calibrating test examiners. The technical proposal must ensure that this Web-based resource will be annually updated as needed to reflect changes in test content and administration, including but not limited to videos, applicable scripts, and audio samples of student responses.
The technical proposal must describe in detail the process to set up a group online page for each LEA. An LEA’s group page must allow the district coordinator to view completion and calibration reports for test examiner trainees in his or her LEA. (For the 2012–13 Edition of the CELDT, there were approximately 130 groups with a total of 6,000 registered test examiner trainees in November 2012; in November 2013, there were about 170 groups with a total of 7,000 trainees; and in November 2014, there were approximately 440 groups with a total of 11,000 trainees.) The process must include, but not be limited to, the following: 

· A full description of a secure, encrypted Web site that will be used for the online training

· A timeline for delivering the Web site, which must include a review by the CDE WebART staff prior to launching

· General test administration and scoring training audio and video samples with closed captioning and transcripts. (Note: The closed captioning does not take the place of the transcript version.)

· Access to online resources which must include audio and video files of sample student responses for scoring calibration. The proposal must include the number of audio and video files to be available to test examiner trainees that will guarantee calibration. The proposal must also ensure that all audio and video files and applicable scripts will be annually updated as needed to reflect changes in test administration.
· A description of how the self-guided online training will measure whether a test examiner is calibrated to administer and score all applicable domains

· A description of how LEAs will know that their test examiners have been calibrated

· Technical support in response to LEA needs in using the self-guided online training

· A link to the training videos described in RFP Sections 3.5.16 Web-based Administration Trainings and 3.5.17 ELPAC Basics Videos

· A link to the CDE ELPAC Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/el/
Section 3.5.16 Web-based Administration Trainings

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will make these videos available through both streaming and download formats and notify the LEAs when posted. The videos must be produced with closed captioning and have accompanying scripts (PDF versions tagged for accessibility) in English. The successful bidder must post the videos and scripts on a non-secure Web page of the successful bidder’s ELPAC Web site.
Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will make these tutorials available through both streaming and download formats and notify the LEAs when posted. The tutorials must be produced with accompanying scripts (PDF versions tagged for accessibility) in English. The successful bidder must post the tutorials and scripts on a non-secure Web page of the successful bidder’s ELPAC Web site. For examples of Web-based administration trainings, see the CELDT Web Application Tutorial Web page at http://www.celdt.org/training/tutorials/.
Section 3.6.5 Scoring Constructed-Response Items
Delete the following paragraph:

To ensure that all constructed-response items are scored consistently and reliably, the technical proposal must include the detailed process and materials that will be used in: (1) the prescoring by the successful bidder and (2) the educators’ range finding meeting in Sacramento, California. The range finding meeting must occur at least six months in advance of the scoring training. (See RFP Section 3.5.10 Training and Materials.)

Replace with the following paragraph:

To ensure that all constructed-response items are scored consistently and reliably for all domains as specified in the test blueprints, the technical proposal must include the detailed process and materials that will be used in: (1) the pre-scoring by the successful bidder and (2) the educators’ range finding meeting in Sacramento, California. The range finding meeting must occur at least six months in advance of the scoring training. (See RFP Section 3.5.10 Training and Materials.)

Section 3.6.5.B Range Finding

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must ensure that range finding will be conducted to identify student responses that can be used as anchor sample responses (i.e., student responses representing the full range of each rubric score point), training sample responses (i.e., additional pre-scored student responses available to local scorers for practice), and calibration sample response (i.e., student responses used for the calibration of scorers). For the summative assessment, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to annually review and prepare a variety of student constructed-response samples from the summative assessment that illustrates a range of student performance per grade/grade span, for the purpose of range finding. For the initial assessment, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to organize range finding meetings as needed in developing the first operational initial assessment.

Replace with the following paragraph:
The technical proposal must ensure that range finding will be conducted to identify student responses that can be used as anchor sample responses (i.e., student responses representing the full range of each rubric score point), training sample responses (i.e., additional pre-scored student responses available to local scorers for practice), and calibration sample response (i.e., student responses used for the calibration of scorers). For the summative assessment, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to annually review and prepare a variety of student constructed-response samples from the summative assessment that illustrates a range of student performance per grade/grade span, for the purpose of range finding. For the initial assessment, the technical proposal must describe and demonstrate the process to organize the range finding meeting for developing the first operational initial assessment or as needed to ensure the validity of student responses during test administration.
Section 3.6.21.A Student Performance Level Reports and Labels

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe in detail how printed Student Performance Level Reports and labels for each student who took the summative assessment will be provided so that LEAs receive them on average within six weeks and no later than eight weeks from the date the summative assessment answer books are received by the test contractor. The technical proposal must ensure that a student-level data file must also be made available electronically to LEAs and the CDE at the same time that student and summary reports begin shipment to LEAs. All reports and labels must be approved, in advance, by the CDE.
Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe in detail how printed Student Performance Level Reports and labels for each student who took the summative assessment will be provided so that LEAs receive them on average within six weeks and no later than eight weeks from the date the summative assessment answer books are received by the test contractor with the exception of the 2017–18 summative reports. The successful bidder must deliver the 2017–18 summative reports after the standard setting is complete in order to provide scale scores. The technical proposal must ensure that a student-level data file must also be made available electronically to LEAs and the CDE at the same time that student reports begin shipment to LEAs. All reports and labels must be approved, in advance, by the CDE.
Section 3.6.21.A.5 Guide to Interpretation of Reports

Delete the following sentence: 

The reports must be produced by specific grades or grade spans.

Replace with the following sentence:
The reports must be produced by the specific grade or grade spans.

Section 3.6.22 Electronic Student Data Files

Delete the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the procedures for producing and delivering student-level data files to the LEA on a monthly schedule within six to eight weeks from the date of receipt of the answer books and test books from the LEA. For the initial assessment results, the technical proposal must also describe and demonstrate the process for producing and delivering LEA entered data from the Web-based local scoring tool to the CDE on a monthly schedule as determined by the CDE. The process must ensure that a cumulative file of student-level data of the initial assessment must be available on a secure Web site to the CDE no later than August 31 each year. A cumulative file of student-level data of the summative assessment must be available to the LEA and the CDE no later than three months after the summative assessment window closes.

Replace with the following paragraph:

The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the procedures for producing and delivering student-level data files to the LEA on a monthly schedule within six to eight weeks from the date of receipt of the answer books and test books from the LEA. For the initial assessment results, the technical proposal must also describe and demonstrate the process for producing and delivering LEA entered data from the Web-based local scoring tool to the CDE on a monthly schedule as determined by the CDE. The process must ensure that a cumulative file of student-level data from the initial assessment must be available on a secure Web site to the CDE no later than August 31 each year. A cumulative, post-data correction file of student-level data from the summative assessment must be available to the LEA and the CDE no later than three months after the summative assessment window closes.
Section 3.6.22.C Historical Data Files

Delete Section Heading 3.6.22.C Historical Data Files

Replace Section Heading with 3.6.22.C ELPAC Historical Data Files
Section 3.6.27.B Development of Performance Level Descriptors and Standard Setting Study
Delete the following:

Because the performance level descriptors and performance-level cut points must be approved by the SBE, the technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder is committed to providing information to the SBE or attend relevant SBE meetings in order to explain the development process and answer questions.
Replace with the following:

Because the performance level descriptors and performance-level cut points must be approved by the SBE, the technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder is committed to providing information to the SBE or attend relevant SBE meetings in order to explain the development process and answer questions. For a tentative timeline of determining performance level descriptors and conducting standard setting, see Table 1. Tentative Timeline for the Development and Administration of the Initial Assessment and Table 2. Tentative Timeline for the Development and Administration of the Summative Assessment in RFP Section 2.4 ELPAC Overview.
Section 3.6.27.B.1 Performance Level Descriptors
Delete the following paragraph:

Performance Level Descriptors. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the process to develop preliminary performance level descriptors for both the initial and summative assessments. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the successful bidder will use the proficiency levels of the 2012 ELD Standards to identify the number of ELPAC performance levels and develop corresponding performance level descriptors. Prior to the standard setting meeting, the successful bidder must seek input from at least 30 California educators in a one-day meeting in Sacramento, California. Participants must come from a wide variety of LEAs (e.g., urban, suburban, rural, large, small, geographic representation) and be ethnic and gender diverse. Participants must include credentialed teachers and administrators who have experience working with ELs and the 2012 ELD Standards in California public schools. The list of participants must be reviewed and approved by the CDE at least 40 working days prior to the meeting.
Replace with the following paragraph:

Performance Level Descriptors. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail the process to develop preliminary performance level descriptors for both the initial and summative assessments. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the successful bidder will use the proficiency levels of the 2012 ELD Standards to identify the number of ELPAC performance levels and develop corresponding performance level descriptors. Prior to the standard setting meeting, the successful bidder must seek input from at least 30 California educators in a one-day meeting in Sacramento, California. Participants must come from a wide variety of LEAs (e.g., urban, suburban, rural, large, small, geographic representation) and be ethnic and gender diverse. Participants must include credentialed teachers and administrators who have experience working with ELs and the 2012 ELD Standards in California public schools. The list of participants must be reviewed and approved by the CDE at least 40 working days prior to the meeting. The successful bidder is responsible for all costs related to the performance level descriptor meetings, including, but not limited to, materials, working meals, facility, travel, per diem, and either a $100 honorarium or the cost for a substitute teacher for participants (exclusive of outside observers, evaluators, or CDE staff). Substitute teacher costs are not determined by the CDE but are determined and may vary by the LEA.
Section 3.6.27.B.2.b Standard Setting Logistics
Delete the following paragraph:

Standard Setting Logistics. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the successful bidder will be responsible for all plans, costs, and logistical arrangements for the standard setting. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will plan and budget for a meeting of at least three days, one meeting for the initial assessment and one meeting for the summative assessment, with a minimum of 120 participants. (Do not include any cost information in the technical proposal.) The technical proposal must specify in detail the logistics for implementing the study, including but not limited to:
Replace with the following paragraph:

Standard Setting Logistics. The technical proposal must describe and demonstrate in detail how the successful bidder will be responsible for all plans, costs, and logistical arrangements for the standard setting, including but not limited to, materials, working meals, facility, travel, per diem, and either a $100 honorarium or the cost for a substitute teacher for participants (exclusive of outside observers, evaluators, or CDE staff). Substitute teacher costs are not determined by the CDE but are determined and may vary by the LEA. The technical proposal must acknowledge and ensure that the successful bidder will plan and budget for a meeting of two days for the initial assessment, with a minimum of 84 participants, and a separate meeting of at least three days for the summative assessment, with a minimum of 84 participants. (Do not include any cost information in the technical proposal.) The technical proposal must specify in detail the logistics for implementing the study, including but not limited to:
Section 4.3 RFP Schedule of Events

Delete:

	Activity
	Action Date

	Release of Request for Proposals
	December 3, 2014

	Bidders’ Conference
	December 12, 2014 (2:30 p.m. PT)

1430 N Street, Room 4101 (Tentative)

	Intent to Submit a Proposal Due 
	December 15, 2014 (12 noon PT)

	Receipt of Questions from Bidders Due
	December 19, 2014 (5 p.m. PT)

	CDE Response To Questions Received
	January 13, 2015 (Tentative)

	Proposals Due

	January 23, 2015 (12 noon PT)

	Review of Proposals 





	February 2–6, 2015 (Tentative)

	Bid Opening 
	February 12, 2015 (Tentative) (10 a.m. PT)

1430 N Street, Room 1801

	Five-day Posting of Intent to Award

(5-business day posting period)





	February 23–27, 2015 (Tentative)

	Anticipated Contract Start Date


	April 1, 2015 


Replace with:

	Activity
	Action Date

	Release of Request for Proposals
	December 3, 2014

	Bidders’ Conference
	December 12, 2014 (2:30 p.m. PT)
1430 N Street, Room 4101 (Tentative)

	Intent to Submit a Proposal Due 
	December 15, 2014 (12 noon PT)

	Receipt of Questions from Bidders Due
	December 19, 2014 (5 p.m. PT)

	CDE Response To Questions Received
	January 20, 2015 (Tentative)

	Proposals Due   
	February 2, 2015 (3 p.m. PT)

	Review of Proposals                          
	February 9–13, 2015 (Tentative)

	Bid Opening 
	February 23, 2015 (Tentative) (10 a.m. PT)
1430 N Street, Room 1103

	Five-day Posting of Intent to Award
(5-business day posting period)                                                                               
	March 2–6, 2015 (Tentative)

	Anticipated Contract Start Date                 
	April 1, 2015 


Section 5.4 Submission of Proposal

Delete the following paragraph:

C. The original proposal must be single sided and marked “Original Copy”. All documents contained in the original proposal package must have original signatures and must be signed by the person who is authorized to bind the bidder. All additional sets of the proposal may contain photocopies of the original package. Due to limited storage space, the proposal package should be prepared in the least expensive method. Do not use fancy bindings such as spiral bindings or 3-hole punch.

Replace with the following paragraph:

C. The original proposal must be single sided and marked “Original Copy”. All documents contained in the original proposal package must have original signatures and must be signed by the person who is authorized to bind the bidder. All additional sets of the proposal may be single sided (should the additional sets be double sided, the bidder must ensure that text is not missing when three hole punched) and may contain photocopies of the original package. The proposal package should be prepared in the least expensive method. Do not use fancy bindings such as spiral bindings. All copies of the proposals may be submitted in binders and may use three hole punch.

Delete the following paragraph:

D. CDE does not accept alternate Agreement language from a bidder. A proposal with such language will be considered a counter proposal and will be rejected. The State General Terms and Conditions (GTC) are not negotiable. The GTC 610 may be viewed at: http://www.dgs.ca.gov/ols/home.aspx 

Replace with the following paragraph:

D. CDE does not accept alternate Agreement language from a bidder. A proposal with such language will be considered a counter proposal and will be rejected. The State General Terms and Conditions (GTC) are not negotiable. GTC 610 will be incorporated by reference and made part of the contract. The GTC 610 may be viewed at: http://www.dgs.ca.gov/ols/home.aspx
Appendix 4 – Number of Testing Materials Ordered
Delete Appendix 4.

Number of Testing Materials Ordered
	2012–2013 CELDT Edition Initial and Additional Orders*

	Testing Materials Type
	Testing Materials Orders
	Five Percent Overage
	TOTAL**

	Form 1 Answer Book* 
	1,671,877 
	83,594
	1,755,471

	Form 1 Test Book*
	915,405 
	45,770
	961,175

	Form 1 Examiner’s Manual*
	48,202 
	NA
	48,902

	Large Print
	437
	NA
	437

	Braille
	113
	NA
	113

	
	
	
	
	2,767,808


*Note that the estimated number of testing materials required for the ELPAC may increase or decrease depending on English learner enrollment and the number of local educational agencies in the state. 

**Use this TOTAL to account for per pupil for all activities as appropriate to administering the ELPAC initial assessment and Form 1 of the ELPAC summative assessment. Adding the number of testing materials for Forms 2–6 of the ELPAC summative assessment will increase this TOTAL number.

Replace Appendix 4 with the following:

Number of Testing Materials Ordered
	2012–2013 CELDT Edition Initial and Additional Orders*

	Testing Materials Type
	Testing Materials Orders
	Five Percent Overage
	TOTAL**

	Form 1 Answer Book* 
	1,671,877 
	83,594
	1,755,471

	Form 1 Test Book*
	915,405 
	45,770
	961,175

	Form 1 Examiner’s Manual*
	48,202 
	NA
	48,902

	Large Print
	437
	NA
	437

	Braille
	113
	NA
	113

	
	
	
	
	2,767,808


*Note that the estimated number of testing materials required for the ELPAC may increase or decrease depending on EL enrollment and the number of LEAs in the state. 

**Use this TOTAL for per pupil counts for all activities as appropriate to administering the ELPAC initial assessment and Form 1 of the ELPAC summative assessment. Adding the number of testing materials for Forms 2–6 of the ELPAC summative assessment will increase this TOTAL number.

Attachment 10 – Attachment Check List

Delete page 1 of Attachment 10, and replace with:

ATTACHMENT CHECK LIST

A complete proposal or proposal package will consist of one original and ten (10) copies of the correctly completed forms/attachments identified below. Complete this checklist to confirm inclusion of the forms/attachments in your proposal. Place a check mark or “X” next to each item that you are submitting to the State. For your proposal to be responsive, all required forms/attachments must be returned. 

Technical Proposal Attachments

NOTE: Return this Checklist with one original and ten (10) copies of your Technical Proposal package. No Cost information of any kind is allowed in the Technical Proposal/Technical Proposal package.


Attachments
Attachment Name/Description


_____

Technical Proposal as stated in this RFP (Technical Proposal shall be incorporated into the actual contract as Attachment 1)

_____

Bidder Certification Sheet (RFP Attachment 1)

_____

Labor Hours Worksheet (RFP Attachment 2)


_____

Contractor Certification Clauses CCC-307 (RFP Attachment 5) The CCC-307 is also available on-line as stated in RFP Section 5.2 at: http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/ols/CCC-307.doc) (Outside Source)

_____

Federal Certifications (RFP Attachment 6)


_____

Darfur Contracting Act Certification (RFP Attachment 7 or 7a)

​​
_____

Bidder References (RFP Attachment 8)

_____

Small Business Preference Sheet (RFP Attachment 9)


_____

Attachment Check List (RFP Attachment 10)

_____


Bidder Declaration (GSPD-05-105) which can be accessed at: http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/pd/delegations/GSPD105.pdf (Outside Source), as well as the following:

_____

a. DVBE Certification Print Out from OSDS Website


_____

b. Copy of DVBE Commitment Letter(s)

_____

c. All proposed subcontractors have been identified on the form.


_____

d. Minimum 3% DVBE commitment (RFP Attachment 4) has been met.


_____


Payee Data Record (STD. 204) (available on-line as stated in RFP Section 5.2 at: http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/dgs/fmc/pdf/std204.pdf (Outside Source)


_____

Copy of the bidding firm’s most current Certificate of Good Standing issued by the California Secretary of State, or a separate paragraph that clearly states the bidder’s legal status and evidence that it is legally constituted and qualified to do business with the State of California.

Attachment 14 – California State Travel Program
Delete the following text from Page 1 of Attachment 14:
Lodging Reimbursement - (receipt required) 
Statewide with the following (except as noted below) 

up to $90.00 + tax*
Napa, Riverside, and Sacramento Counties

up to $95.00 + tax*
Los Angeles, Orange, and Ventura Counties

up to $120.00 + tax*
Alameda, Monterey, San Diego, San Mateo, and Santa Clara
up to $140.00 + tax*
San Francisco County and the City of Santa Monica

up to $150.00 + tax*
Note:  Travelers who do not provide a lodging receipt are eligible to claim meals/incidentals only as appropriate to the time frames of travel (see below for rates and time frames).

Mileage Reimbursement Rates

All privately owned vehicle mileage driven on State business is subject to advanced approval by the appointing authority. The rate claimed shall be considered full reimbursement for all costs related to the operation and maintenance of the vehicle, including both liability and comprehensive insurance.

Automobile
$0.56 per mile*

If dropped off and picked up at a common carrier and no parking expense is claimed, mileage to and from the common carrier may be claimed at the above appropriate rate times twice the number of miles you actually occupy the vehicle (pays for each round trip).

*Effective January 1, 2014
And replace with the following text on Page 1 of Attachment 14:

Lodging Reimbursement - (receipt required) 
Statewide with the following (except as noted below) 

up to $90.00* + tax

Napa, Riverside, and Sacramento Counties

up to $95.00* + tax

Los Angeles, Orange, and Ventura Counties

up to $120.00* + tax

Alameda, Monterey, San Diego, San Mateo, and Santa Clara
up to $125.00* + tax

San Francisco County and the City of Santa Monica

up to $150.00* + tax

Note:  Travelers who do not provide a lodging receipt are eligible to claim meals/incidentals only as appropriate to the time frames of travel (see below for rates and time frames).

Mileage Reimbursement Rates

All privately owned vehicle mileage driven on State business is subject to advanced approval by the appointing authority. The rate claimed shall be considered full reimbursement for all costs related to the operation and maintenance of the vehicle, including both liability and comprehensive insurance.

Automobile
$0.57.5 per mile*

If dropped off and picked up at a common carrier and no parking expense is claimed, mileage to and from the common carrier may be claimed at the above appropriate rate times twice the number of miles you actually occupy the vehicle (pays for each round trip).

*All rates are based on 1-1-15 current state rates and are subject to change. Contractor will be paid the current state rates as established by the California Department of Human Resources. To check the current state rates for travel please go to:

http://www.calhr.ca.gov/employees/pages/travel-reimbursements.aspx     
Delete the following text from Page 2 of Attachment 14:


Meals and Incidentals- (each 24 hour period)

Breakfast:
actual expense up to
$8.00**
Lunch:
actual expense up to
$12.00**
Dinner:
actual expense up to
$20.00*

Incidentals:
actual expense up to
$ 6.00*

Note:  YOU must retain all meal receipts for audit by the state or the IRS.

**Effective July 1, 2013
And replace with the following text on Page 2 of Attachment 14:

Meals and Incidentals- (each 24 hour period)

Breakfast:
actual expense up to
$7.00*
Lunch:
actual expense up to
$11.00*
Dinner:
actual expense up to
$23.00*

Incidentals:
actual expense up to
$ 5.00*

Note:  YOU must retain all meal receipts for audit by the state or the IRS.

*All rates are based on current state rates and are subject to change. Contractor will be paid the current state rates as established by the California Department of Human Resources. To check the current state rates for travel please go to:

http://www.calhr.ca.gov/employees/pages/travel-reimbursements.aspx     
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