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About NCSL

o Instrumentality of all 50 state and territorial
legislatures

o Bipartisan

o Provides research, technical assistance and
opportunities to exchange ideas

o Advocates on behalf of legislatures before the federal
government

NCSL is committed to the success of state legislators and staff. Founded in 1975, we are

a respected bipartisan organization providing states support, ideas, connections and a
strong voice on Capitol Hill.
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Topics Covered

State Implementation of
Common Core State

Status of Summative
Assessments Tied to

Standards (or college and New Standards

career readiness standards)

Recent Legislative
Activity on Standards
and Assessments
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What is Meant by “Implementation™?

Educator
Support
(Professional
Development)

Higher

Education

(alignment to >
teacher prep)

Content
Standards

Account- Curriculum /
ability Instructional
Systems Materials

Assessment
Systems
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Who Adopted Common Core

___________________
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ADOPTING STATE ACTOR/AGENCY

. State Board of Education (40)
Wl Chief State School Officer/Dept. of Educ. (6)

-
' State Legislature directed or gave final approval to adopt (14)
Jp state did not adopt CCSS (4)
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Common Core In 2015

Minn. implementing
/CCSS for ELA only

States that never adopted Common Core
States developing news standards to replace Common Core B
Former Common Core states implementing other standards B
States implementing Common Core (or a permutation thereof) m
States officially reviewing (but still implementing) Common Core

m

NCSL

Education Program

Judicial action / Pending judicial action (9)
EE" Executive action (12)

® Legislative action on future standards (17)

@ Rebranded (29)

Online interactive version of this map available at http://www.ccrslegislation.info/CCR-State-Policy-

Resources/common-core-status-map.
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Challenges with Implementation

o Major and minor challenges
implementing CCSS:
oProfessional development

nCCSS-aligned curriculum and instructional
materials

oPreparation for the new CCSS-aligned
assessments

Source: Center on Education Policy: Common Core State Standards in 2014: Districts’ Perceptions,
Progress, and Challenges, October 2014, available at http://www.cep-
dc.org/displayDocument.cfm?Document|D=440.
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Challenges with Implementation

o Professor Bill Schmidt’s Analysis:
alnstructional time I1s not well-allocated.

o Teacher knowledge is “not where it needs to
be.”

o Teacher preparation is below par
internationally.

o lextbooks don't cover the standards.

Source: Education Week, Researcher Diagnoses Four Problems With Common-Core Math
Implementation, August 22, 2014, available at
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/curriculum/2014/08/researcher_diagnoses four prob.html.
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Consortia Participation in Summer 2011

. PARCC governing state
. PARCC participating state
D Smarter Balanced governing state

. Smarter Balanced advising state * Consortium fiscal agent
. State advising/participating in both consortia
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Looking Back: States’ Assessments for 2014-15

Note: The assessments states administered in 2014-15 do not necessarily align with their current consortia membership.

), .

v

SOURCE: =
educationfirst

o

Sources: State Education Agency websites; Education Week, “The National K-12 Testing Landscape,” (2015), http://www.edweek.org/ew/section/multimedia/map-the-national-k-12-testing-landscape.html

-

@ Administered Smarter Balanced (18)

@ Administered PARCC (12, including D.C.)

@ Administered ACT Aspire (2)

Administered state-specific assessment (19)
% ‘> Consortia member states administered state-specific assessments this year

The state-specific assessments
vary in age — some states are
administering brand new tests
developed to be aligned to
higher standards while others
are continuing to use the same
or revised versions of tests
used in past years.

Notes:

Massachusetts gave its districts the
option of administering PARCC or its
current MCAS in 2014-15 in grades 3-8.
54% of districts chose to administer
PARCC.

New York is a PARCC Governing State
but did not administer PARCC in 2014-
15.

lowa, North Carolina and Wyoming are
Smarter Balanced Affiliate States but
did not administer Smarter Balanced in
2014-15.



http://www.edweek.org/ew/section/multimedia/map-the-national-k-12-testing-landscape.html

Looking Forward: States’ Assessments for 2015-16

Note: This map shows states’ likely assessments for 2015-16 based on current contracts and any recent policy changes.

PARCC*

‘ Administering PARCC (7, including D.C.)

@ Embedding PARCC items in state-specific test (1)

@ PARCC member but administering state-specific test in 2016 (1)
€ Member of PARCC but undecided for 2016 (1)

education

* All PARCC states use Pearson as their vendor for test administration. Smarter Balanced states procure their own test administration vendors.
Sources: State Education Agency websites; Education Week, “The National K-12 Testing Landscape,” (2015), http://

Administering Smarter Balanced (14)
Embedding Smarter Balanced items in

state-specific test (1)
Member of Smarter Balanced but

administering state-specific test in 2016 (3)

Notes:

= Massachusetts gave districts the
option of administering PARCC
or its current MCAS in 2014-15.
It will decide in November 2015
which assessment to administer
statewide moving forward.

= Maine will no longer administer
Smarter Balanced and has issued
an RFP for a new assessment for
2015-16.

= New York is a PARCC Governing
State but will administer its own
state-specific test in 2015-16.

= |owa, North Carolina and
Wyoming are Smarter Balanced
Affiliate States but will
administer their own state-
specific tests in 2015-16.

= Louisiana and Michigan plan to
use a portion of PARCC and
Smarter Balanced items,
respectively, in their state-
specific tests.

Other Assessments

@® AR (4) Questar Assessment Inc. (2)

@ ACT Aspire (3) @ Data Recognition Corp.** (5)

® pearson (4) Other vendor or state-designed (6)
@® ETS(2) @ Undetermined as of Fall 2015 (1)

** includes state contracts acquired from CTB/McGraw-Hill

ww.edweek.org/ew/section/multimedia/map-the-national-k-12-testing-landscape.html
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Shift in the Assessment Landscape §ul

Revised Bloom’s Taxonomy Webb’s Depth-of-Knowledge
Levels Levels

Draw Mently g
Define Label
Memorge
Caiculate Hustrate
Arrange Who, What, When, Where, Why Measure
State Name
Repeat Tabulate Report Infer
Use

Categorize
Collect and Display

Identify Patterns
Graph Organae

Classity ¢ .
Separate

Recognize

Cause/Effect Moty

fstimate Presa

Compare Interpret
:»':::: Relate Detnguish
(Strategic Thinking) Use Context Cues

Make Observations
Summarize
Show

Develop a Logical Argument
Apprise NRalagct v Construct
Use Concepts to Solve Non-Routine Problems
Cnitique Compare
Explan Phenomena in Terms of Concepts

Formulate Investigate
Draw Conclusions
Hypothesize Differentiate

Gite Evidence

See Darling-Hammond, L., Herman, J., Pellegrino, J., et al. (2013). Criteria for high-quality assessment. Stanford, CA: Stanford Center for Opportunity Policy in Education.
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Shift In the Assessment Landscape j

Education Program

Percentage of Items at Different Levels of Cognitive Demand on 19 State Tests

Memorize/ . Solve Novel
. Implement | Demonstrate Conjecture;
Recognize/ . Problems / Draw
_ Procedures | Understanding | Prove/Analyze ;
Identify Connections
Mathematics 16% 63% 13% 6% 1%
English Language
Arts (Reading) 31% 21% 15% 29% 4%
6 Stanford Center for Opportunity Policy in Education

SOURCE: Darling-Hammond, L., Herman, J., Pellegrino, J., et al. (2013). Criteria for high-quality assessment. Stanford, CA: Stanford
Center for Opportunity Policy in Education, available at https://edpolicy.stanford.edu/publications/pubs/847.
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Bill Volume
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T 0
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2015 Bills by the Numbers
Total 2015 hills: 772

Status Disposition

Pending: 280 bills
(includes 149
carryovers for 2016)

Introduced: 393
bills

Passed 1st

Failed: ommittee: 97 bills
326 bills Passed 2nd

Chamber: 188

bills |
|

Passed 2nd \

Committee:
23 bills
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2015 Bills by the Numbers e}
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NOTE: Bills may have more than one legislative objective so percentages may add up to more than 100%.
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Number of Bills by State
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Assessments

1000 100%
900 i 8(3;3)“ —1# of Assessment Bills 90%
800 | .\\ % Enacted 80%
700 \ % Enacted (2015) # of Bills- 648 70%
600 60%

+ 45.2%
500 {14 bills) 50%
400 1 c;.lyncl:)mialdtren 2800/0 . 400/0
o AESE] 34 bils) 24.8% ;
300 bills introduced S— (34 bills) 30%
T between 2011 | —— e —— 1 1 Yy 21 0%
200 and 2014 r— : 20%
it # of Bills: 107 # of Bills: 13 (136 bills)
100 10%
- # of Bills: 6
0 0%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
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Assessments

800 -

Other - Redress #I Enactedl: 16 I
700 Non-Assessment; 124 hy i b : :
elay Implementation/Ho # Enacted: n

600 -79 Enacted - Harmless/Moratorium

1 Formal Review mﬂn
500 Assessments
400 | (Non-Redress): 294 Parental OptOut |/ 2 | J{m’_

- 55 Enacted - Local Opt Out - Assessment 2 )5 o) /|
300

1 / Consortium Withdrawal ;7 &) _J!r_nrJ
200

| Assessments Precludes Spendingon || .
100 (Redress): 353 Assessments HENAGED
+ 0 50 100 150
0 Totals may not add up to 100% because a bill may address more
2015 than one category.
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Assessments

o Withdrawal from assessment consortia (PARCC/SBAC)
o 45+ bills (in 21 states)

o Check out: lllinois, Louisiana, Maine, Missouri, Ohio
o What’s going on in Massachusetts (Senate Bill 2030)?

o High Stakes Testing (Delay, Moratorium, Hold Harmless)
o 90+ bills (in 31 states)

o Check out: Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, lllinois, Indiana, Louisiana,
Maine, Michigan, New Jersey, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Tennessee, Virginia, Washington,
Wisconsin and Wyoming

o Local Flexibility

o 40+ bills (in 20 states)

o Check out: Colorado, Kentucky, Ohio
o Parent/guardian opt-out

o 47 bills (in 24 states)
o Check out: Delaware, Maine, Oregon, Utah, Wisconsin

November 24t 2015
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http://www.ccrslegislation.info/legislation-by-year/2015/dashboard?filterAN=Consortium Withdrawal
http://www.ccrslegislation.info/legislation-by-year/2015/dashboard?filterAE= yes
http://www.ccrslegislation.info/legislation-by-year/2015/dashboard?filterAN=Opt Out - Parental

Click link below to view video on
state-by-state rise in assessment
legislation:

http://1drv.ms/1lgrAVW

November 24t 2015


http://1drv.ms/1lqrAVW

Conclusion

0 Research suggests standards are
important (but not a silver bullet):

nSchool-level accountability drives student
achievement

poStandards influence instruction
nStandards alone are not enough
poStandards’ content and coherence matters

Source: Kathleen Porter-Magee, Back to basics: Do standards matter?, Common Core Watch (blog),
Thomas B. Fordham Institute, November 14, 2013, available at
http://edexcellence.net/commentary/education-gadfly-daily/common-core-watch/back-to-basics-do-
standards-matter.
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| aniel G. Thatcher, JD
g Program Principal

daniel.thatcher@ncsl.org
Direct line: (303) 856-1646
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