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What was tested?
★ English Language Arts (ELA)

★ Mathematics

Who took it?
★ Students in Grades 3-8 and 11

Who didn’t take it?
★ English Learners in U.S. for less than 

1 year did not take SBAC ELA

★ Students with severe cognitive disabilities 

outlined in an IEP didn’t take ELA or Math

How was it given?
★ Administered on a Computer

★ “Computer adaptive” test items are machine 

scored

★ Short answer, longer writing tasks, and math 

performance tasks are all human scored by 

hand

SBAC
FACTS



Are these the district’s final results?
★ Yes. OUSD received final results in late 

September. The state published preliminary 

partial results on August 24, a month ago.

Why did it taking so long to get the final results?
★ Each student only receives a final score on the 

SBAC English Language Arts or SBAC Math after 

the hand-scored items are completed.

When will parents receive the test results?
★ OUSD just received student score reports and we 

are mailing them to families this week.

SBAC
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New Standards, New Tests



Math is different …



English Language Arts is different …



Complex Pattern Scoring



Complex Pattern Scoring



Overall Performance Levels

Standard Nearly Met

Standard Exceeded

Standard Met

Standard Not Met



Use of Scores  

What we can do with SBAC overall scores:  

❖ Use them to inform and improve our Common Core State 
Standards instruction

❖ Use them to compare the average performance of different 
student groups (foster youth, English language learners, etc.)

❖ Use them to compare scores over time (growth)

❖ Inform the supports we provide as a district (resources, 
professional development)



Overall District Results

❖ English 
Language Arts 
(ELA)

❖ MATH



Overall District Results



Overall Comparisons

❖State
❖CORE districts
❖Alameda County

How does OUSD 
compare to….?



Overall - State Comparison ELA

* OUSD district-run schools only



Overall - State Comparison MATH



CORE Comparisons - ELA

* Charters not included



* Charters not included

CORE Comparisons - MATH



Overall – Alameda County Comparison ELA 



Overall – Alameda County Comparison MATH



❖By Grade Level
❖By Grade Level compared to 

California
❖English Language Learners
❖Free or Reduced-Price Lunch
❖Special Education

A Closer Look 
at the Results



ELA Results by Grade Level



Math Results by Grade Level



ELA Results by Grade Level: OUSD vs State



Math Results by Grade Level: OUSD vs State



English Language Learners ELA

* Reclassified Fluent English Proficient



English Language Learners MATH 

* Reclassified Fluent English Proficient



ELA – Free/Reduced Lunch



MATH – Free/Reduced Lunch



ELA – Special Education



MATH – Special Education



SBAC Claim Areas

4 Within ELA/Literacy: 4 Within Mathematics:
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Writing
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Listening

Research/Inquiry

Concepts 

& Procedures

Problem Solving, 

Modeling, 

& Data Analysis

Communicating                  

Reasoning



Claim Performance Levels

English Language Arts

1.Reading 

2.Writing

3.Speaking & Listening

4.Research/Inquiry

Mathematics

1.Concepts & Procedures

2.Problem Solving & Modeling 
and Data Analysis

3.Communicating Reasoning
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OUSD ELA by CLAIMS 



OUSD MATH by CLAIMS 



Highlights – English Language Arts

9 Schools with double digit increase in % Standard Met 
or Exceeded on SBAC ELA:

• Life Academy (15.3 ppt increase, from 22.1% to 37.5%)
• McClymonds High School (14.8 ppt increase, from 12.2% to 27.1%)
• Oakland Tech High School (12.9 ppt increase, from 47.8% to 60.8%)
• Grass Valley Elementary (12.2 ppt increase, from 13.8% to 26.0%)
• Emerson Elementary (11.7 ppt increase, from 7.4% to 19.0%)
• Burkhalter Elementary (11.3 ppt increase, from 21.2% to 32.5%)
• Crocker Highlands Elementary (11.2 ppt increase, from 67.2% to 78.4%)



Highlights – Mathematics

3 Schools showed a double digit increase in % Standard 
Met or Exceeded on SBAC Math:

• Burckhalter Elementary (19.9 ppt increase, from 13.1% to 33.1%)

• Parker Elementary K8 (13.2 ppt increase, from 13.0% to 26.3%)

• Allendale Elementary (10.0 ppt increase, from 6.1% to 16.1%)



Math Grade Level Highlights

We see largest gains in % of students who “Met” or 
“Exceeded” standards on SBAC Math in Grade 3 and 
Grade 7 from the first year SBAC administration in 2015 
to the second year in 2016:

Grade 3:   4.0 ppt gain (from 30.3% to 34.3%)

Grade 7:   4.1 ppt gain (from 18.0% to 22.1%)



Highlights – Targeted Student Groups

Latino students made notable gains in English Language 

Arts or Math at specific grade levels:

5 ppt gain in Grade 8 SBAC ELA (from 19% to 24%)

4 ppt gain in Grade 3 SBAC Math (from 17% to 21%)



Areas of Concern

A number of schools at all levels (Elementary, Middle, High, Alternative HS)

had very low percentages or sometimes 0% Standard Met or 
Exceeded.  These schools are well below the district average. 

❖ ELA – 17 schools had single-digit % of students who scored 
Standard Met or Exceeded:   9 elementary, 1 K-8, 1 middle 
school, 1 high school, and 5 alternative schools

❖ MATH – 31 schools had single-digit % of students who scored 
Standard Met or Exceeded: 14 elementary, 1 K-8, 5 middle 
schools, 5 high school, and 6 alternative schools



Student Score Report – Elementary
Front Page Back Page



Front Page – Overall Performance

Overall Score: 
Each student 
received an overall 
score for English 
Language Arts and 
Math, expressed as a 
number between 
2000 and 3000. This 
year’s score report 
compares each 
student’s score to 
last year’s.



Front Page – Performance by Area

Areas or Claims:
Each student 
received 
performance level 
in 4 areas for 
English Language 
Arts and 3 areas for 
Math. This provides 
a way to see how a 
student performed 
on test items in 
different Common 
Core areas.



Back Page – Other CAASPP results



SBAC Validity/Reliability

Confidence Bands
Matthew’s Overall Score is 
2512, shown as the black dot 
just above the Level 3 
Standard Met line.
The top and bottom lines 
indicate the range within 
which Matthew would likely 
score if he took the SBAC 
again on a different day.
In his case, he is likely to score 
between the mid-point of 
Standard Met or the high end 
of Standard Nearly Met.



Overall Plans for Improvement with 
Common Core-Aligned Instruction

❖ Common Core focused professional development at every level of the 
system.
❖ Principal Supervisors/Central Office leaders
❖ Principals
❖ Teacher Leaders
❖ Teachers

❖ Use of PDgo! our new online professional learning platform courses in CCSS 
shifts and instruction in ELA and Math.

❖ Increased use of Illuminate for creating CCSS aligned assessments.
❖ Focus on developing Instructional Leadership Teams for leading CCSS 

implementation 
❖ Focus on developing Professional Learning Communities where teachers 

have time to plan aligned instruction and look at student work.
❖ Providing aligned instructional materials to teachers at every level



Plans for Improvement in ELA

❖ Continued focus on Writing in the 3 Text Types (Narrative, Informational, 
Argument) and across content areas.

❖ Continued focus on Reading instruction in small groups with text at both 
instructional and grade level.

❖ Common Core Teacher Leaders for Language and Literacy working with 
schools.

❖ Increased use of online assessments (STAR Early Literacy and Illuminate)
❖ Provide targeted Reading acceleration for students reading one or more 

years below grade level using Leveled Literacy Intervention
❖ Focus on Designated and Integrated English Language Development (ELD) 

for English Language Learners.
❖ Monitoring student progress through Key Performance Indicators and 

intervening early when needed.
❖ Implementation of EL Education CCSS-aligned curriculum in Middle School.



Plans for Improvement in MATH

❖ Focus on the CLAIM area:  Concepts and Procedures.
❖ Planning and instruction with alignment to Common Core 

State Standards.
❖ Aligned professional development and support.
❖ New Common Core Teacher Leaders for MATH
❖ Continued collaboration with Math in Common districts
❖ Continued implementation of ST Math.
❖ Some schools are piloting alternative Math curricula and 

approaches 
❖ Roosevelt:  Teach to One
❖ Parker:  Eureka Math



Additional Considerations...

❖Results surface the need for ongoing, sustained Professional 
Learning for educators on the Common Core State Standards
❖Results surface the continued need for investments in CCSS

aligned instructional materials (TK-12).
❖Continue to review formative assessments to ensure 

alignment, especially for Math.
❖Students need regular access to technology and 

keyboarding instruction.
❖Continued investments in Common Core Teacher Leaders in 

ELA and MATH
❖Every school will have a focus on ELA and MATH and have 

goals in these areas as well as other areas (i.e. School 
Culture)



The Four T’s

❖TIME: Focus on maximizing instructional time and increasing the time 

students are engaged in meaningful learning.  Students need daily 
reading time during and outside of school.

❖TASK: Focus on ensuring the tasks we are providing students to 

grapple with are rigorous, complex and aligned to the grade level 
standards.

❖TALK:  Ensure that our students are engaged in academic discussion 

throughout the day, with the majority of the talk we hear in our 
classrooms being generated from student discourse.

❖TEXT: Students need daily exposure to grade level text that is 

complex and also need increased focus on informational text.  Students 
need practice composing texts on the computer, since this is what they 
are asked to do on the SBAC and in life.



Questions?
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EVERY STUDENT THRIVES!

1000 Broadway, Suite 680, Oakland, CA 94607

Contact us for additional information [optional contact area]
Phone: 510.555.5555  |  Email: info@ousd.org


