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SUBJECT: Smarter Balanced Implementation Update  

 

 The implementation of Smarter Balanced has continued to move forward. On a national 

level, test items are currently being reviewed. In Spring 2014, the field test of the Smarter Balanced 

Assessments will take place. As this process unfolds, college-readiness ranges for the high stakes 

junior year assessments will be developed.  These will be brought to the Board for consideration as 

another alternate for placement into college level coursework in math and English/language arts 

(ELA). 

 

 The South Dakota Department of Education has been granted a waiver by the USDOE and 

the state will be using this pilot assessment as the mandatory summative assessment for the 2013-14 

school year, foregoing the final year of the Dakota STEP test.  Following the field tests, the standard 

setting for the assessment will take place. Although for the first year it will be somewhat difficult to 

gauge the performance of students in South Dakota, this will give students and teachers a better 

understanding of the exam and comparative information will be available as other states begin to use 

the assessment in Spring 2015.  The results of these pilot assessments will also be used to advise 

those students who are not college ready to address deficiencies while still in high school. 

 

 The Board office also conducted a survey that was created by the national Smarter Balanced 

team. The survey asked respondents about the perceived involvement of various groups, including 

Higher Ed leaders, A&S faculty, and education faculty, with the Common Core State Standards 

(CCSS) and the implementation of Smarter Balanced. It also asked respondents for their thoughts on 

how the CCSS and Smarter Balanced were being received by K-12, government, and business 

leaders. The survey was distributed to various groups of faculty and administration on the campuses. 

A summary of South Dakota’s survey responses is attached, along with any comments that were 

given (see Attachment I). 

 

 In the past few months, university faculty in math and English/Language arts (ELA) have 

worked with colleagues in high school to create college-readiness courses in these areas. These 

courses will be one of the options offered for high school seniors who are identified as not being 

college ready after taking the Smarter Balanced Assessment during their junior year. To coordinate 

this work, a planning group met in May and then in July groups of Higher Ed & K-12 faculty met to 

create the blueprint for these courses. The courses were largely modeled after remedial courses being 
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taught at the universities, as the purpose of each is to prepare students to enter into entry-level, credit-

bearing courses such as College Algebra and English Composition. 

 Higher Ed faculty involved in these meetings includes: 

 Math: Chris Larson (SDSU; Planning Group), Dan Van Peursem (USD; Planning 

 Group), Rich Avery (DSU), Nick Wulf (USD) 

 ELA: King Adkins (Mines; Planning Group), Jennifer Lacher-Starace (SDSU; Planning 

 Group), Courtney Huse-Wika (BHSU), Lynn Hublou (SDSU) 

 The course blueprints are currently being edited by each group and finalized. Several schools 

will be, or have expressed a strong interest, in piloting these programs this year with plans to bring 

these online in 2014-2015. 

 Going forward, BOR and DOE are planning to hold regional meetings of university faculty 

and high school teachers throughout this year. These meetings will be similar to the ALD meetings 

held in January 2013. Topics of these meetings will include promoting the college-readiness courses 

to the high schools, and discussing Smarter Balanced practice items to gauge expectations of faculty. 

Other topics may be proposed. We recently sent an email to higher education and K-12 faculty 

asking for local volunteers to help plan these meetings over the course of the school year. The first of 

these meetings will be held on the campuses in October.  

 Other efforts related to Smarter Balanced include a collaborative effort with DOE, through 

the College and Career Readiness Partnership, to create the definition of “College and Career Ready” 

in the state of South Dakota. By creating a clear definition, the DOE will be better able to take 

actions that will move students forward and prepare them for life. The expected outcomes of this 

process are: 

1. Establish a common understanding within the systems of K-12 and post-secondary 

for the level of preparation that a student needs in order to be prepared to enter post-

secondary education. 

2. Establish a common understanding within the systems of K-12 and industry for the 

level of preparation that a student needs in order to be prepared to successfully enter 

the workforce.  

3. DOE will use the agreed upon definition to develop statewide rigorous academic and 

career and technical education standards.  

Finally, AAC has started discussions about strategies to provide opportunities to 

complete college-level coursework during their senior year for all students identified as college-

ready by the 11th grade assessment.  While a series of options including AP and dual credit are 

already available, these are not uniformly available.  The Council is discussing steps that will 

need to be taken to promote these broadly across the state.  The Board will be kept apprised of 

this work. 
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Dr. Robert Stein, Senior Consultant with the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium 

will be attending the Board meeting to provide an update on the national work.  Dr. Stein’s 

assignment is to work with the governing states on a regional basis to assist states with the 

postsecondary implementation. He is once again in South Dakota, serving as an ambassador on 

behalf of Smarter Balanced and as an advisor as plans are developed to engage academic leaders 

and faculty in the implementation. He has been in contact with us throughout this process. As 

part of this semi-annual visit to South Dakota, he attended the October AAC meeting to provide 

a broader perspective of the work that’s underway, to discuss key issues facing the Consortium 

in the next few months, to address concerns of members of the Council or from the campuses, 

and to offer support and suggestions for engaging campuses in this work. 

 



Common Core and Smarter Balanced Implementation 

Higher Education State Self –Assessment 

July 2013 

 

Instructions:  Select the statement that best represents the current status of your state with respect to each indicator and record the 

corresponding number in the “State Assessment” column.  Use the comment section to record relevant contextual information.   

Familiarity with CCSS and Smarter Balanced: 

a. Who is familiar with the new CCSS and Smarter Balanced assessments? What is their level of familiarity? 

i. Administration 

ii. School of Education Faculty 

iii. Arts and Science Faculty 

b. Does each group understand its potential role in implementing the assessments as an indicator of college and career readiness? 

c. How committed is higher education generally to helping to implement the CCSS and Smarter Balanced assessments?  

Indicator: Leadership Familiarity with CCSS 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are very familiar 

with the CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are familiar with 

the CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are somewhat 

familiar with the CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are not familiar 

with the CCSS. 

3 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a complete 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a good 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a limited 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders do not understand 

their role in implementing 

the CCSS. 

3 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are very 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are somewhat 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

CCSS. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are not interested 

in assisting with the 

transition to the CCSS. 

3 
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Comments: 

 I think the leadership at the state and local level has a solid working knowledge of CCSS, as much knowledge as they need. 

 As a dean, I’m familiar with and supportive of the CCSS. I particularly like the applied nature of the new standards and believe that we 

need to appropriately challenge and teach our K12 students to achieve at this level. I also realize that this will involve changes in the 

ways that we prepare our teacher education students, and I think this is appropriate and exciting. 

 I’m not sure how important it is for the institutional leaders to actually understand the content of the CCSS, more to make sure they 

understand the importance of rolling it out. 

 I feel like South Dakota has done a good job in making higher education realize that we have a stake in the CCSS, and I think that the 

discipline faculty really have stepped up in the adoption of the CCSS. 

 My main contribution has been to assist with the design of a course to be used in High Schools that will help students to maintain their 

level of readiness, or to achieve readiness if some remediation was needed (levels 2 and 3).  However, my exposure was limited to those 

individuals that were working specifically on that math team. 

Indicator: Education Faculty Familiarity with CCSS 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Education faculty are very 
familiar with the CCSS. 

Education faculty are 
familiar with the CCSS. 

Education faculty are 
somewhat familiar with 
the CCSS. 

Education faculty are not 
familiar with the CCSS. 

3 

Education faculty have a 
complete understanding 
of their role in 
implementing the CCSS. 

Education faculty have a 
good understanding of 
their role in implementing 
the CCSS. 

Education faculty have a 
limited understanding of 
their role in implementing 
the CCSS. 

Education faculty do not 
understand their role in 
implementing the CCSS. 

2 

Education faculty are very 
interested in assisting 
with the transition to the 
CCSS. 

Education faculty are 
interested in assisting 
with the transition to the 
CCSS. 

Education faculty are 
somewhat interested in 
assisting with the 
transition to the CCSS. 

Education faculty are not 
interested in assisting 
with the transition to the 
CCSS. 

3 

 

Comments: 

 Difficult to answer as there are subgroups with much more knowledge and interest than the education group as a whole. 

 There is variability in the support for the CCSS across Education faculty. Some are supportive and others are not. Some have concerns 

about the project.  

 Some of the education faculty are resisting the CCSS as they view it as disadvantaging some students. Some of these folks are extremely 

concerned with the social justice aspects of education and are resistant to standardized testing and what they view as the 

‘corporatization’ of education. While I concur that many variables, including poverty and social disadvantages impact student learning, 

and I believe that those issues should and can be addressed, I don’t see CCSS as being a barrier to student learning.  

 Our Ed school has been pounding CCSS for at least a couple of years now. 
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Indicator: Arts and Sciences Faculty Familiarity with CCSS 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are very familiar with the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are familiar with the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are somewhat familiar 

with the CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are not familiar with the 

CCSS. 

2 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a complete 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a good 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a limited 

understanding of their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

do not understand their 

role in implementing the 

CCSS. 

2 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are very interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are somewhat interested 

in assisting with the 

transition to the CCSS. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are not interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the CCSS. 

2 

 

Comments: 

 Very little information has been sent to A&S faculty, even those involved in secondary education programs.  There are groups of faculty 

that have participated in trainings and those with kids in school have more exposure.  Faculty in A&S need to seek out opportunities and 

information if they are interested, it is not being readily disseminated except in very small groups. 

 Again, there is variability across faculty in Arts and Sciences. 

 Some Arts and Sciences faculty are family with Common Core State Standards, while I suspect many others have not even heard of CCSS 

or do not think it is relevant to them. I’m reading Pathways to the Common Core: Accelerating Achievement by Lucy Calkins, Mary 

Ehrenworth, and Christopher Lehman (recommended by a veteran Rapid City teacher), which is helpful in correcting misconceptions 

about CCSS and helping people know how to read the standards. A book discussion of this text or another relevant text might be helpful 

for everyone. 

 It is difficult to expect a general faculty member to get totally engaged in this when it affects a small proportion of the students in their 

classrooms. 

 I have not been to any meeting of the higher administration, but at our departmental meetings (Math USD) we have discussed CCSS and 

ways that we can help.  It is my understanding that similar discussion are occurring at all levels within the university. 
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Indicator: Leadership Familiarity with Smarter Balanced 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are very familiar 

with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are familiar with 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are somewhat 

familiar with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are not familiar 

with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a complete 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a good 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders have a limited 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders do not understand 

their role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are very 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are somewhat 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

Higher education state, 

system, and institutional 

leaders are not interested 

in assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

2 

 

Comments: 

 Board of Regents Smarter Balance implementation plan is very clear.  Each campus has English and Math faculty on the BOR committee 

and institutional leaders were part of focus groups. 

 I definitely think that with the assessments pertaining to placement issues in higher ed, this topic is more in the forefront. 

 From the meetings that I have attended, the leadership seems to be backing the CCSS strongly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A
TTA

C
H

M
EN

T I     6



5 
 

 

Indicator: Education Faculty Familiarity with Smarter Balanced 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Education faculty are very 

familiar with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Education faculty are 

familiar with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Education faculty are 

somewhat familiar with 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Education faculty are not 

familiar with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 

Education faculty have a 

complete understanding 

of their role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Education faculty have a 

good understanding of 

their role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Education faculty have a 

limited understanding of 

their role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Education faculty do not 

understand their role in 

helping to implement the 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

2 

Education faculty are very 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

Education faculty are 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

Education faculty are 

somewhat interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

Education faculty are not 

interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

2 

 

Comments: 

 There is somewhat of a split in the education faculty. Some are supportive of the Smarter Balanced assessments and some are not. 

 Ed schools know their teachers will be assessed on how well their students perform on these exams. 

 

Indicator: Arts and Sciences Faculty Familiarity with Smarter Balanced 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are very familiar with the 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are familiar with the 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are somewhat familiar 

with the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are not familiar with the 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

2 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a complete 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a good 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

have a limited 

understanding of their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

do not understand their 

role in helping to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 
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Arts and Sciences faculty 

are very interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are interested in assisting 

with the transition to the 

assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are somewhat interested 

in assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

Arts and Sciences faculty 

are not interested in 

assisting with the 

transition to the 

assessments. 

2 

 

Comments: 

 Opportunities have been presented on campus and A&S faculty in math and English know the benefits in regards to remediation. 

 Many higher ed. faculty are unaware or uneducated on CCSS and/or Smarter Balanced.  It would be helpful to address this in college 

meetings this fall if faculty will be expected to participate in discussions/activities as we ready for the transition for SB in fall 2014. 

 I believe we have done a good job with English faculty but penetration outside of English is limited. 

 Same as with the CCSS, I don’t think we stressed enough with the AS faculty the importance yet. 

 Again, I feel like the discipline faculty have taken a lead on this with the Education faculty not as involved. 

 

2. Political Context: 

a. Is there support for higher education’s embracing of the CCSS and the Smarter Balanced assessments? 

i. By the governor’s office 

ii. By the legislature 

iii. By the business community 
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Indicator: Political Context—CCSS 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education has 

strong support from the 

governor to implement 

the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

the governor to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

some support from the 

governor to implement 

the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

the governor to 

implement the CCSS. 

3 

Higher education has 

strong support from key 

legislators to implement 

the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

key legislators to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

some support from key 

legislators to implement 

the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

key legislators to 

implement the CCSS. 

2 

Higher education has 

strong support from the 

business community to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

the business community 

to implement the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

some support from the 

business community to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

the business community 

to implement the CCSS. 

1 

 

Comments: 

 

Indicator: Political Context—Smarter Balanced 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education has 

strong support from the 

governor to implement 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

the governor to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education has 

some support from the 

governor to implement 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

the governor to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

3 

Higher education has 

strong support from key 

legislators to implement 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

key legislators to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education has 

some support from key 

legislators to implement 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

key legislators to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 

Higher education has 

strong support from the 

business community to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education has 

adequate support from 

the business community 

to implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education has 

some support from the 

business community to 

implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education has 

little or no support from 

the business community 

to implement the Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 
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Comments: 

 Really no experience/knowledge in regards to the political side, however since BOR and DOE are very supportive and working together to 

do whatever can be done to help districts as well as the state of SD to make the transition I’m assuming that there is support at upper 

levels and the press I’ve seen has been very supportive and positive.   

 The perceived lack of support is primarily due to lack of information/awareness. 

 I know that we have had a lot of support from the BOR office, but I’m not sure how much of this has been initiated from each of these 

three areas. 

 

3.  Relationships within Higher Education and with K-12: 

a. Do the public university and community college systems/SHEEO office have a good working relationship with each other and with 

the SEA? 

b. Do the governing boards of the education systems in the state (both K-12 and higher education) communicate with each other 

about CCSS and Smarter Balanced? 

c. Do the colleges and universities in the state have productive working relationships with school districts across the state? 

d. Have higher education institutions and K-12 districts/SEA agreed on an approach to implementing the CCSS and Smarter Balanced? 

e. Are higher education and K-12 working together on 12
th

-grade options for students who are not college-ready in 11
th

 grade? 

 

Indicator: Relationship within Higher Education 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education’s public 

institutions and SHEEO 

office have a strong, on-

going relationship to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education’s public 

institutions and SHEEO 

office have a good, on-

going relationship to 

implement the CCSS. 

Higher education’s public 

institutions and SHEEO 

office have an adequate 

relationship to implement 

the CCSS. 

Higher education’s public 

institutions and SHEEO 

office have a weak 

relationship to implement 

the CCSS assessment. 

3 

The state’s K-12 and 

higher education 

governing boards 

communicate very 

frequently with each 

other about CCSS and 

Smarter Balanced. 

The state’s K-12 and 

higher education 

governing boards 

communicate frequently 

with each other about 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced. 

The state’s K-12 and 

higher education 

governing boards 

communicate occasionally 

with each other about 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced. 

The state’s K-12 and 

higher education 

governing boards rarely 

communicate with each 

other about CCSS and 

Smarter Balanced. 

2 
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Comments: 

 Mutual benefit and I believe there is a positive, non-confrontational relationship. 

 The communication between the state’s K-12 and higher education boards is growing in this regard. The communication primarily takes 

place with the staff who support these governing bodies.  

 I think this past year there were great initiatives and improvements in this year with the meetings in Pierre with higher ed and K-12 in 

initiating the course for seniors as well as the focus groups held on campuses. 

Indicator: Relationship with K-12 Education 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

State higher education and 

K-12 agencies have a 

strong, on-going 

relationship to implement 

the CCSS and assessments. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies have a 

good, on-going 

relationship to implement 

the CCSS and 

assessments. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies have an 

adequate relationship to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies have a 

weak relationship to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

2 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local school 

districts have strong, on-

going relationships to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts have good, 

on-going relationships to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts have 

adequate relationships to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts have weak 

relationships to 

implement the CCSS and 

assessments. 

2 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies are 

collaborating closely to 

assist students who are 

not on track to be college 

ready based on their 11
th

 

grade assessment score. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies are 

collaborating to assist 

students who are not on 

track to be college ready 

based on their 11
th

 grade 

assessment score. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies may 

collaborate to assist 

students who are not on 

track to be college ready 

based on their 11
th

 grade 

assessment score. 

State higher education 

and K-12 agencies do not 

plan to collaborate to 

assist students who are 

not on track to be college 

ready based on their 11
th

 

grade assessment score. 

3 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts are 

collaborating closely to 

assist students who are 

not on track to be college 

ready based on their 11
th

 

grade assessment score. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts are 

collaborating to assist 

students who are not on 

track to be college ready 

based on their 11
th

 grade 

assessment score. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts may 

collaborate to assist 

students who are not on 

track to be college ready 

based on their 11
th

 grade 

assessment score. 

Public postsecondary 

institutions and local 

school districts do not 

plan to collaborate to 

assist students who are 

not on track to be college 

ready based on their 11
th

 

grade assessment score. 

2 
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Comments: 

 The CCS and Smarter Balanced assessment will most likely provide more opportunity for K-12 and higher education to communicate. One 

of the positive outcomes of the projects.  

 There is definite collaboration.  The questions that remain are 1.  what is this collaboration producing and 2.  how do we make changes 

on both levels to ensure student success in K-12 and post-secondary?  

 At our institution, we place a high degree of importance on our relationships with local K12 districts. We work jointly on a number of 

initiatives and I foresee working closing on collaborations to assist students who are not on track. 

 We (Math) have strong relations with K-12 through the SDCTM conference in Huron in which there is good participation among the BOR 

institutions. 

 I feel like the CCSS has improved the relationship between Higher Education and the Department of Education.  I am still sometimes 

frustrated with the approach that DOE takes on CCSS training.  I am glad that Higher Education has gotten more involved and feel that has 

been very positive for our state. 

 

4. Placement Policies: 

a. To what extent has higher education developed a coherent statewide placement policy? 

i. Is there an agreed upon placement policy across public higher education in the state? 

b. Are plans underway to integrate the Smarter Balanced content-readiness policy into statewide, system, or institutional policy? 

i. Are discipline-specific statewide faculty groups (mathematics and English) involved in this work? 

Indicator: Placement Policies 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education has 

developed a statewide 

policy to integrate the 

11
th

 grade assessment 

score into postsecondary 

placement policies. 

Higher education is 

developing a statewide 

policy to integrate the 

11
th

 grade assessment 

score into postsecondary 

placement policies. 

Higher education is 

beginning to consider a 

statewide policy to 

integrate the 11
th

 grade 

assessment score into 

postsecondary placement 

policies. 

Higher education does not 

plan to develop a 

statewide policy to 

integrate the 11
th

 grade 

assessment score into 

postsecondary placement 

policies. 

3 

Discipline-specific faculty 

groups (mathematics and 

English) have been 

meeting very frequently 

on a placement policy for 

college readiness. 

Discipline-specific faculty 

groups (mathematics and 

English) have been 

meeting frequently on a 

placement policy for 

college readiness. 

Discipline-specific faculty 

groups (mathematics and 

English) have been 

meeting occasionally on a 

placement policy for 

college readiness. 

Discipline-specific faculty 

groups (mathematics and 

English) have not met on 

a placement policy for 

college readiness. 

2 
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Comments: 

 Very clear plans in regards to higher education and using the smarter balance plan.  Excellent job by the BOR in communicating policy 

goals.  With the help of DOE there is an opportunity for more freshman to enter college prepared to take gateway courses in math and 

English. 

 Placement measures differ from university to university, but discussions are taking place on campuses about the best and most precise 

way to place students. 

 Excellent progress this past year on this goal. 

 

5. Organization: 

a. Is there a structure within the higher education community for the discussion of CCSS Implementation and Smarter Balanced? 

b. Is there an active P-16 structure that influences state-level implementation of CCSS and Smarter balanced? 

Indicator: Organization 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education has a 

very effective structure 

to advise state-level 

leadership on 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

Higher education has an 

adequate structure to 

advise state-level 

leadership on 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

Higher education has an 

inadequate structure to 

advise state-level 

leadership on 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

Higher education no 

structure to advise state-

level leadership on 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

3 

There is a P-16 structure 

that significantly 

influences 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

There is a P-16 structure 

that occasionally 

influences 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

There is a P-16 structure, 

but it does not influence 

implementation of the 

CCSS and SB assessments. 

There is no P-16 

structure. 

3 

 

Comments: 

 

6. Agenda Setting and Planning: 

a. Have you identified the necessary policy changes to implement CCSS and Smarter Balanced Assessments? 

b. Do you have a detailed plan in place to make these policy changes? 

Indicator: Agenda Setting and Planning 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

3 
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very substantive goals to 

assist with CCSS 

implementation. 

substantive goals to assist 

with CCSS 

implementation. 

weak goals to assist with 

CCSS implementation. 

no goals to assist with 

CCSS implementation. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

very substantive goals to 

assist with 

implementation of 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

substantive goals to assist 

with implementation of 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

weak goals to assist with 

implementation of 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan has 

no goals to assist with 

implementation of 

Smarter Balanced 

assessments. 

3 

Higher education’s CCSS 

implementation plan is 

intricately linked to 

college completion goals. 

Higher education’s CCSS 

implementation plan is 

linked to college 

completion goals. 

Higher education’s CCSS 

implementation plan is 

loosely linked to college 

completion goals. 

Higher education’s CCSS 

implementation plan is 

not linked to college 

completion goals. 

2 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan for 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments is intricately 

linked to college 

completion goals. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan for 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments is linked to 

college completion goals. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan for 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments is loosely 

linked to college 

completion goals. 

Higher education’s 

implementation plan for 

the Smarter Balanced 

assessments is not linked 

to college completion 

goals. 

3 

 

Comments: 

 Strength of higher education with these topics is helping get more students prepared for college. 

 Knowledge/participation seems to vary across campuses. 

 Our department of teacher education is going through a total redesign process. While the current structure and curriculum would be 

characterized as having weak goals in regarding to CCSS and Smarter Balanced implementation, we recognize the need to incorporate 

these into our redesign. There is resistance on the part of some faculty so this process is not moving quickly, but it is progressing.  

 Again, I think we get more involved due to the SB issues with placement than because of the actual content. 

 

7. Communications and Engagement: 

a. Is there a collaborative effort in your state between higher education and K-12 to communicate with the educational community 

both in K-12 and higher education? This includes communicating throughout the systems to administrators, staff and faculty. 

i. Communication includes agreement on core messaging: have higher education and K-12 agreed on the core messaging to 

communicate? 
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ii. Is there a plan and a structure to carry out the plan to engage higher education faculty both in the schools of education 

and arts& sciences in thinking through and understanding the implications of a full adoption of the common core state 

standards? 

b. Have these internal groups been tapped and organized in public support of common core and Smarter Balanced? 

i. Is there a plan in place to reach out to key constituents such as the business community, civic organizations, and parent 

groups seeking support for common core and Smarter Balanced?  

Indicator: Communications and Engagement 

4 3 2 1 State Assessment 

Higher education has 

created core messages 

regarding implementation 

of CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced and is working 

widely with faculty, staff, 

administrators, and others 

to promote understanding 

and acceptance of CCSS. 

Higher education has 

created core messages 

regarding implementation 

of CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced and is working 

with some faculty, staff, 

administrators, and others 

to promote understanding 

and acceptance of CCSS. 

Higher education has 

created core messages 

regarding implementation 

of CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced and will work 

with faculty, staff, 

administrators, and others 

to promote understanding 

and acceptance of CCSS. 

Higher education has not 

created core messages 

regarding implementation 

of CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced. 

2 

Higher education and K-12 

are working very closely 

together to communicate 

with the business and 

policy communities on the 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education and K-12 

are working closely 

together to communicate 

with the business and 

policy communities on the 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education and K-12 

are working loosely 

together to communicate 

with the business and 

policy communities on the 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

Higher education and K-

12 are not working 

together to communicate 

with the business and 

policy communities on the 

CCSS and Smarter 

Balanced assessments. 

2 

 

Comments: 

 Excellent communication with subsets, but a greater need for the majority. 

 I am speaking only for one institution of higher education. I believe that as this work progresses, we will work closely with our K12 

colleagues to develop and deliver a core message. 

 I saw this past week that we are starting in this area with an article in the Argus so I do think the process has begun with communications 

to the business and policy communities. 

 Communication is always an issue within higher education.  I sometimes wonder if we don’t communicate as well because we are such a 

small state. 
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