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The Assessment Task Force produced a report to the Iowa Legislature recommending the 
adoption of the Smarter Balanced Assessments. What follows are responses to questions posed 
based on these recommendations. Please refer to the full report for the recommendations and 
rationale for the recommendations of the Task Force.  
 
1. Technology needs – what is the cost for all districts to be prepared for the assessments in 

FY17?  The department asked how many districts have the minimal bandwidth – that 
came in at 90%, but no study has been done on hardware and accessibility for all 3-8 and 
11 graders to be assessed.  

o The actual results from the review of district-reported bandwidth indicated 99% of 
public schools met the minimum bandwidth requirements defined by the Smarter 
Balanced Assessment consortium (SBAC). 

o The best approach to this issue will be a detailed examination of hardware 
requirements for all schools, with a new data collection containing specific criteria of 
the device requirements. We have a basic count of devices (i.e., computers, tablets 
like iPads and web devices like Chromebooks) per building as reported in last year’s 
Basic Educational Data Survey, or BEDS. We opted not to summarize it in the 
bandwidth report because it didn’t differentiate the kind of device, age, or any other 
details. We could have run those data against enrollment to give a first estimate of 
computers/student, but the results would be misleading. Our read of the hardware 
requirements is that the minimum technical requirements are very low and schools 
are highly likely to have sufficient computers to do this. This is especially true under 
the assumption that they wouldn’t necessarily test all of the students in the building 
at the same time. SBAC has an online calculator that lets the school plug in the 
number of available devices, the student population, the available bandwidth, and 
the amount of time the computers are available. It returns an estimate of the 
number of days to complete testing: http://www3.cde.ca.gov/sbactechcalc/ 

o Technical requirements for the Measures of Academic Progress (MAP) testing are 
similar to those for the Smarter Balanced assessments. Many schools in Iowa with 
years of experience using this platform to assess students (over 60% of districts 
sampled on a recent survey on assessment practices indicated they used the MAP 
assessments). We can learn from them. 

2. Is internet bandwidth a problem for some school districts? If so, how will this be handled? 
o Based on the BEDS collection noted above, about a dozen school buildings report 

bandwidth per pupil below the minimum requirements to use the Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. There are several options for supporting these schools. Some may 
simply need to increase the bandwidth request with their Internet Service provider, 
while others may have an underlying technology infrastructure issue to address. 
There will be a paper/pencil option for the Smarter Balanced Assessments available 
as an interim solution for at least two while these schools work on improving their 
technology infrastructure. In some cases, there is sufficient bandwidth for a testing 
program where not all students are tested at the same time. In similar cases with 
other assessments, schools have opted to bus their students to another building for 
testing. 
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3. What professional development will be offered to all teachers administering the 
assessment and the additional materials?  When?  Cost?  Who will provide? 

o Professional development would be required for any new assessment system, 
regardless of the vendor. We would provide a series of webinars, record them, and 
post them for districts to use. Delivery of professional development will likely be a 
joint effort between the Iowa Department of Education, the AEA system, and the 
assessment vendor chosen to support the implementation of the Smarter Balanced 
Assessments. 

o There are substantial online self-paced professional development materials as a 
part of the SBAC package. This training is provided by the assessment literacy 
modules in the Digital Library. Since the cost for the interim assessments and Digital 
Library is anticipated to be about $4.80/student, we can estimate the cost of the 
Digital Library at half of that, or $1.88/student. These self-paced, interactive 
modules are each approximately 15 minutes in length. They include the following:  

a. Understanding the Smarter Balanced Assessment System,  
b. Understanding the Smarter Balanced Summative Assessments,  
c. Understanding the Smarter Balanced Interim Assessments  
d. Understanding the Smarter Balanced English/Language Arts/Literacy 

Content Specifications, Understanding the Smarter Balanced Mathematics 
Content Specifications,  

e. Evaluating Classroom Assessments,  
f. Understanding the Formative Assessment Process, 
g. Understanding the Learner,  
h. Introduction to the Individual Student Assessment Accessibility Profile,  
i. Using Interim Assessment Blocks to Support Teaching & Learning,  
j. Understanding the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium Score Report: 

Parents, Guardians, and Students,  
k. Using the Smarter Balanced Reporting System Data: District Leaders,  
l. Using the Smarter Balanced Reporting System Data: School Leaders,  
m. Using the Smarter Balanced Reporting System Data: Teachers 
n. Using the Smarter Balanced Reporting System Data: State Leaders  
o. Smarter Balanced Score Report Types and Features: Teachers 
p. Smarter Balanced Score Report Types and Features: District leaders 
q. Smarter Balanced Score Report Types and Features: School Leaders 
r. Smarter Balanced Score Report Types and Features: State Leaders 

o Smarter Balanced also provides the following professional learning materials: 
a. Technology Readiness Inventory for Schools 
b. Sample Items (for teachers, educators, and policy-makers) 
c. Usability, Accessibility, and Accommodations Guidelines 
d. Usability, Accessibility, and Accommodations implementation Guide 
e. Accessibility and Accommodations Framework 
f. Smarter Balanced Resources and Practices Comparison Crosswalk 
g. Scribing Protocol 
h. Read Aloud Guidelines 
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i. Instructions for Using Embedded Glossaries 
j. Individual Student Assessment Accessibility Profile (ISAAP) Tool Instructions 
k. ISAAP Tool 
l. ISAAP Training Module 
m. Tool to Evaluate Language Complexity of Test Items 

4. Currently an assessment is required by ESEA.  Do we know what the new 
authorization will include? 

o No. There is no reasonable way to predict the outcome of legislation not yet 
passed and rules not yet published. 

5. Who will pay for the assessment? 
o Assessment costs in Iowa historically have been paid by a mix of state and 

federal dollars. 
6. What will districts be able to stop doing?  If there are costs associated with other 

assessments currently used, like MAP, what are the savings? 
o Chapter 12 has additional assessment requirements that mandate measuring 

achievement in more than one way (called multiple measures). Many schools 
also use other assessments for interim measures of progress and formative 
assessment. The additional measures that are part of the Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium’s interim testing system should be able to meet these 
functions. 

o Additionally, if the full suite of SBAC assessments were purchased, and after 
initial training has occurred, districts would not have to train new educators in 
their districts on the district specific assessment that they no longer need to 
use. 

o We have a survey prepared to ask a sample of superintendents about the 
additional assessments they use and their costs. Because each district’s 
approach to their assessment system is different we will only be able to provide 
descriptions of typical district practices. 

o Here is an example of one of the more commonly used additional assessments. 
The NWEA MAP assessment is $12.50/student for reading & math, with an 
additional $2.50/student for science. In addition, there is a $1,000 set up per 
district; $500 per year thereafter as membership fee. The level of application 
varies across districts but often includes most or all of the same grades as the 
Iowa Assessments, and sometimes also grades K-2. 

7. What data will be available to teachers to do item analysis and review student 
performance data after the assessment in order to adjust instruction? 

o Because the Smarter Balanced system is a computer adaptive test, item analysis 
is not appropriate or possible. Answers to questions about student mastery of 
content are addressed at the same level of detail as the Iowa Core’s content, in 
two ways: 

1. Teachers have access to the test specifications and item specifications 
information that were used to write the test items and construct the test. 
They have not had access to the same information at the same level of 
detail in the current assessments. 
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2. Individual student score reports include a composite score and an 
individual score for each of the claims areas in ELA (reading, writing, 
listening, and research & inquiry) and mathematics (concepts & 
procedures; problem solving modeling and data analysis; and 
communicating reasoning). It also includes college and career ready 
indicators. 

o Reports provide aggregate score data at the State, District, School, and Grade 
level. Educators may examine data at multiple levels, depending on their level of 
access, and can create custom subsets filtered by gender or student 
demographic data (LEP, Race/Ethnicity, IEP, 504, Economic Disadvantaged, or 
Migrant Status.).  Aggregate reports can be viewed onscreen or downloaded as 
CSV files, and individual student reports can be downloaded as PDF files for easy 
printing and distribution to parents.  

o Teachers will have access to the following reports: 
1. Individual Reports: individual students, class reports, grade-level reports, 

building reports, district reports, and state reports. 
2. Student Personally Identifiable (PII) is protected through the latest 

encryption and security technology, and users will only be permitted to 
view data for students that they have been explicitly authorized to view. 
Users without PII access will not be permitted to view aggregates 
composed of fewer than 10 students or an aggregate of any size where 
all students are below proficient. This kind of access management is 
consistent with current practice in student information management in 
Iowa schools.  

3. Class reports 
4. Grade-level reports 
5. District reports 
6. State reports 
7. Comparisons to other states 

o For an overview go to: 
http://www.smarterbalanced.org/wordpress/wp-
content/uploads/2014/06/Reporting-System-OverviewV2.pdf  

8. What accommodations will be allowed for special needs? 
o The submission to the Assessment Task Force for Smarter Balanced Assessments 

included a substantial description of accommodations, accessibility tools and 
other issues related to support for students with special needs. Supports include 
large print, text and graphic zoom, print on demand, braille options, text to 
speech, multiple language glossaries, ASL video translations for appropriate test 
content, and other supports. Here is a link to the Usability, Accessibility, and 
Accommodations Guidelines document from the Smarter Balanced Assessments 
Consortium. http://www.smarterbalanced.org/wordpress/wp-
content/uploads/2014/08/SmarterBalanced_Guidelines.pdf 

9. Will a grade-level assessment also measure growth if the student is below grade level 
or well above grade level, or is this assessment only addressing a specific grade level? 
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o The Smarter Balanced Assessments utilize an adaptive testing model that 
measures on a broad continuum of skills. The scaling allows interpretation of 
growth against that broad continuum. Thus, a student performing at a very low 
level will receive test items measuring their proximal level of development. As 
the student improves over time, more difficult items will be delivered, with all 
results on the same scale, allowing interpretation of student growth. A student 
performing well above grade level will have a similar experience, but with items 
more in line with his/her advanced skills. 

o This concept of a continuous achievement scale across years is similar to the 
scaling of the current Iowa Assessments, the MAP test and others. These 
assessments have an achievement scale designed to allow interpretation of test 
performance on a continuum from low to high achievement across the full grade 
range. 

o According to the proposal submitted to the Task Force, Next Generation Iowa 
Assessments (NGIA) will provide items only on a single grade level. Iowa Testing 
indicated that they will calibrate this test on the same scale used previously. 
However, because this would be a fixed form test (each student takes the same 
test items in the same order) there will be relatively few items to challenge the 
high-achieving student, and few items to accurately measure the developing 
skills of the struggling student, resulting in less useful test results for these 
students.  

10. If you have to choose between SSA and testing costs, which is more important:  
adequate funding for foundation support or the assessment?  

o It was not the task of the Assessment Task Force to determine the mechanism 
for funding Assessments in the future, so it would be beyond the scope of the 
task force charge to offer an opinion.  

11. Alignment to the core is important – are you clear on specifics of the measurement 
and areas of specific concentration of core measurement? 

o Yes. The test was developed using a very systematic process designed to create a 
test that will measure the core, including content and depth of knowledge (from 
recall to higher-order thinking skills). These front-end design specifications 
ensure that the written and delivered assessment measures what is intended, 
with the intended emphasis. 

o Alignment means that the test item actually assesses the intended standard and 
also that it is written at the intended level of rigor (measured by a depth of 
knowledge index). To ensure each item is aligned, Smarter Balanced items were 
developed on a transparent test blueprint, much like the blueprint for building a 
house. The test blueprint identified how many items were to be written for each 
standard at each grade level and the level of rigor (depth of knowledge) for each 
of the items. Then once the item was written, it was reviewed extensively by 
multiple reviewers for content (accuracy and alignment to the standard), rigor, 
bias, sensitivity, accessibility, and fairness. Then the items were pilot tested with 
students for these same issues (content, rigor, bias, sensitivity, accessibility, and 
fairness). Finally, they were put together in a computer adaptive testing format 
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and field tested to ensure the items functioned well in that testing environment 
without any accessibility or accommodation problems. In the field test they also 
reviewed to see if items identified at a specific level of rigor actually were at that 
level for students. 

12. What does the 11th grade assessment look like, when students might be taking classes 
at various times? 

o It is always a challenge to decide what content expectations apply to the high 
school level because students are taking highly individualized schedules of 
classes, often in different orders, towards different desired outcomes across 
their high school career. Any and all general outcome assessments at the high 
school level face the same challenge. The solution is to focus on the general 
expectations of the high school level, which is how the Iowa Core standards for 
high school are written. To that end, all assessment items are written on the core 
for high school. Because it is a computer-adaptive assessment, the algorithm 
adapts as the student takes the test. Therefore, if a student does well on 
geometry items because they have completed at least one course in high school 
geometry, the student will receive enough items to generate an accurate score 
of their high school geometry achievement.  If the student either did not do well 
in high school geometry or has not taken the high school class, the algorithm will 
adapt to generate a score based on lower level geometry and provide a report to 
that effect. Students who take the SBAC math, for example, in the spring of 
grade 11, if they have followed normal course taking patterns, should have been 
taught content in Algebra I, Geometry, and Algebra II currently or in earlier 
years.  

13. Will districts have the option of assessments for 9th and 10th graders? 
o The Assessment Task Force understood the requirement to assess 9th and 10th 

grade students and confirmed that the recommended assessments met the 
requirement. The Smarter Balanced assessments may be administered at grades 
9 and 10. Grades 9 and 10 were included in the SBAC field test in order to build 
statistics for items taken by 9th and 10th graders. 

14. Does the additional time for the assessment create an issue with other academic 
expectations? 

o No. The time required for assessment would be an insignificant change in the 
instructional time for an academic year. Depending on the grade, the Smarter 
Balanced Assessments take 7.5 to 8.5 hours, 3 to 3.5 hours of this being an 
extended performance task designed to measure higher order thinking skills.  

o Based on the legislated 1,080 hours in a school year, the approximate four hours 
of additional assessment time (comparing the projected time for Smarter 
Balanced assessments versus projected time for NGIA) is less than one half of 1 
percent (0.37%) of the total instructional time in an academic year. By contrast, 
if only 45 minutes were allocated for a secondary math class per day (in an eight-
period day), the student would have 135 hours of math instruction per year. For 
yet another contrast, over the course of a year, daily announcements take more 
of a student’s time than the additional testing time referenced above (assuming 
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an average of 1.5 minutes per day). As noted above, a large part of the additional 
time in the Smarter Balanced assessment system is the performance task. This 
time includes roughly an hour of instructional time spent laying the groundwork 
and background knowledge to allow all students a fair background in the 
knowledge needed to approach the performance task. 

15. What are the projected total costs? – statewide totals (Test costs; Professional 
Development costs; Technology costs; practice test costs; interim assessment costs) 

o The projected costs for the Smarter Balanced assessments as recommended by 
the Task Force are: $16.30/student for the summative + $6.20/student for 
consortium membership + $4.80 for the package that includes the interim 
assessments & Digital Library = $27.30/student. 

o Some states are paying more for their implementation of the Smarter Balanced 
assessments, while others are paying less, depending on their chosen vendor. 
Those that are paying more, like Wisconsin, Michigan, and Missouri, chose a 
vendor that is not using the open-sourced test engine developed through the 
grant and requested a more aggressive timeline for uploading items into the test 
engine and for uploading all their students into the system. (The open source 
test engine is the software program built as a part of the consortium package to 
deliver the assessments. Open source means that any state can use it at no 
software licensing cost. Alternatively, a state may choose to use a vendor’s 
proprietary software for assessment delivery, with whatever additional costs and 
benefits may be connected to that option.) North Dakota, Montana and Nevada 
are paying much less to their vendors who are using the open source test engine. 
In reality, those using the open-sourced test engine are experiencing fewer 
technical problems getting schools set up to assess this spring because all the 
items were already compatible with the test engine as tested during the field 
test.  

16. How does this cost compare to what we are spending now? Do local school districts 
pick up this total cost now? How will the Smarter Balanced costs be paid (and by 
whom?) 

o It is hard to compare the costs and benefits of the Smarter Balanced assessments 
with what we are spending now on the Iowa Assessments, let alone the 
additional assessments individual districts use to fill out their assessment 
systems. Regarding the Iowa Assessments, districts pay $6.25/student for paper-
and-pencil tests, or $4.25 (if they agree to make their students available to 
participate in field testing of new test items). Or they may opt to pay 
$13.00/student for online tests. All of these fees pay for basic scoring and 
reporting. There may be additional costs to the district for additional reports and 
services not part of the basic package. Additionally, the Iowa Department of 
Education pays Iowa Testing $575,000 (roughly $2.25 per student) for services 
and data reports. So actual current costs for the Iowa Assessments are 
approximately $6.25 to $8.50 for a paper-and-pencil test or $15.25 for an online 
test (plus optional costs to individual districts for additional reports and other 
services). 
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o The Smarter Balanced summative assessment and the Iowa Assessments are also 
not testing the same content or with the same type of test items. Smarter 
Balanced assesses and reports reading, writing, listening and research for English 
language arts. Iowa Assessments, although it offers an optional language arts 
subtest, is only focused on reporting reading. In math, Smarter Balanced 
assesses concepts and procedures, problem solving, modeling and data analysis, 
and communicating reasoning. In addition to the familiar multiple choice item 
format, the Smarter Balanced assessment uses technology-enhanced items 
(these take advantage of the computer interface to allow students to respond in 
novel ways such as highlighting a phrase in the reading passage to support their 
response), constructed response (where the student writes an actual response 
to a question rather than selecting a multiple choice item), and performance task 
items (where the student provides an extended and multi-faceted response to a 
more complicated task – a format best suited to allow students to demonstrate 
their skills at tasks of higher cognitive complexity). 

o The Iowa Assessments currently only use multiple choice. The proposed Next 
Generation Iowa Assessments will have multiple choice and constructed-
response items. 

17. What would the additional costs be when the Science standards are taken into 
consideration? 

o Unknown. The task force determined that it would be inappropriate to search for 
an assessment to measure standards that were expected to change with the 
proposed adoption of the new science standards. The result would have been to 
select an assessment written to measure something different than the adoption 
of the new standards. 

18. What would be the total similar costs for the other products reviewed? – statewide 
total costs 

o Please keep in mind that the cost figures listed in the proposals reviewed were 
not bids and probably will not reflect actual costs once a Request-for-Proposal 
process is initiated. Costs could be higher or lower at that point. 

o Next Generation Iowa Assessments: Iowa Testing projected costs in its proposal 
of $15/student (not known if the $575,000 for required data management and 
reporting will be an additional cost to the state). Additional optional costs were 
also described in the proposal. See above for the costs for the current Iowa 
Assessments. 

o ACT: ACT’s projected costs were varied depending on paper/pencil or computer 
administration, with limited reporting capability. Districts are currently paying 
$38/student for the basic ACT: English, math, and science + $16.60 for writing for 
each time the student takes the test. For grades 3-8, the ACT Aspire costs 
districts $24/student for the online version, but they get a $2/student discount if 
testing more than three grades. If they choose the paper-and-pencil version, the 
cost is $30/student.  

19. Could you supply a one-page summary of the pros and cons of each product 
reviewed? 
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o See the tables at the end of this document. 
20. What value are we receiving for the millions of dollars we are spending? Why should 

we spend more dollars for the Smarter Balanced Test? 
o The current assessment costs (borne jointly by local districts and state 

expenditures) for the Iowa Assessments produce test scores that are used to 
meet some state and federal accountability requirements. Additional millions of 
dollars are spent on locally selected assessments to meet additional assessment 
requirements and data needs. This mixture of assessments were not proactively 
developed to be aligned with the Iowa Core, and results are not always 
compatible. An integrated assessment system built intentionally from 
assessments aligned with the core would contribute more useful information to 
educators about the development of student skills skills as they specifically relate 
to the Iowa Core.  

21. What is the testing time for each test option? 
o The following table is from the task force report. 

 
22. In the cost analysis, this assessment exam will replace other exams being currently 

used by school districts – do we know what the net cost will be? (cost of new less cost 
savings of not having the old exams used) 

o Each district has their own mix of additional assessments. We will be able to 
provide a description of typical costs once we have completed the additional 
cost survey that is currently ongoing. Here are typical costs for several commonly 
used assessments: 

1. MAP tests = $12.50/student for reading, language use, and math + 
$2.50/student for science + a one-time $1000 setup cost /district 
+ $500/year for membership fees. 
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2. ACT WorkKeys = $40 to $50/student for reading, mathematics, 
and writing. Other subtests are approximately $17/student. 

3. See costs for ACT Aspire and ACT in question 18 above. 
23. To save money a number of states are using the Smarter Balanced tests for grades 3-8 

and the ACT exam for high school grades. Would this make sense for Iowa? How much 
would we save? 

o Using the ACT would actually cost more and would be less effective as a part of 
an assessment system informing student mastery of the Iowa Core. ACT 
proposed a paper/pencil price of $54.50 per student for the High School 
students in their proposal to the Assessment Task Force. This was for an 
assessment that is written to measure ACT’s own college-ready standards, not 
the Common or Iowa Core. This practice would produce assessment results at 
the high school level that would not be compatible with data from grades 3-8 
(not allowing for valid comparisons of growth between 8th grade and high 
school). The comparable summative only cost for the Smarter Balanced 
assessments was estimated at $22.50 per pupil for assessments. The 
assessments were written to measure the core, and would provide a seamless, 
compatible 3-11 assessment system. 

24. Wisconsin is implementing the Smarter Balanced Tests and is expecting costs to be 
$33.00 per student. 

o The task force was created to gather information and make a recommendation. 
Without a formal bidding process with a Request for Proposals (RFP), the best 
information available is the estimated cost from the Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium. Wisconsin is not using the open-sourced test engine 
and must pay for the cost of uploading each of the 10,000-plus items into the 
vendor’s test engine. See item 15 for more information related to this issue. 

25. Will there be a lack of security of student data? Can Iowa control what data is released 
out-of-state? 

o There will not be a lack of security of student data. Data security is an integral 
part of any large scale assessment. Any assessment contract comes with 
agreements relating to data security, risk mitigation and management, and 
access limitations. Iowa will have full control of our data and follow the same 
kind of data security and access protocols that have been in place under the 
current assessment system. Iowa would have a contract with an assessment 
vendor of our choosing, no different from the current assessment system. Iowa 
Testing Programs currently contracts with outside vendors in and out of the 
State for data processing of the current Iowa Assessments. 

o States own and control their data. Smarter Balanced will not share student 
identifiable data of any kind with the federal government or other entities unless 
state leaders give their authorization. As stated by the Smarter Balanced 
Assessment Consortium “Smarter Balanced will collect a minimum amount of 
student information on behalf of member states to maintain the assessment 
system. For example, the Consortium will analyze assessment results to ensure 
that the test questions are sound and that the assessments accurately predict 
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college and career readiness. This work is necessary to ensure that the 
assessments are accurate and fair for all students.”  The consortium will collect 
information based on an identification number different from the state’s official 
unique student identifier so that only the state can link back to a student’s 
official education record. They will also collect the following: 

1. Race/ethnicity, gender, grade level, school attended; 
2. Student eligibility for English language development services, or 

special education services provided to the student; 
3. Student eligibility for Title I compensatory programs; 
4. Smarter Balanced test scores, achievement levels, and responses 

to test questions. 
o The Smarter balanced Assessment Consortium will never collect information 

identifying the individual student such as the student’s name or birthday. They 
will also never collect information about parents/guardians, phone numbers, 
social security numbers, medical information, or addresses.  

26. There are 20 other states using Smarter Balanced Tests – what has their experience 
been so far with roll-out and costs? 

o In the time available to respond to these questions it was not possible to obtain 
responses from all states. As noted above, Wisconsin’s costs have been higher, 
due in part to the contract with their vendor. However, in response to our query, 
Connecticut reported that their cost per student for the full package of the 
Smarter Balanced Assessments and the digital library is about $25.35 per 
student, roughly $2 per student lower than the SBAC estimated costs as noted 
above in response to question 15. 

 

Pro/Con tables 
 

Next Generation Iowa Assessments (NGIA) 

Pros Cons 

Can comply with most state and federal 
reporting and accountability requirements 

Based on state and federal assessment 
requirements, additional assessments must 
be used in each district, often resulting in 
additional cost. 

Developer reports intent to write NGIA to 
measure Iowa Core content 

Contains summative measures only 

Fixed format allows review of specific items 
on the test 

Development team is small and has 
historically missed timelines for releasing 
new versions of the current test and 
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providing appropriate accommodations (i.e. 
Braille versions of all forms) 

Includes a science assessment. Transition to new assessments will make it 
difficult to make achievement growth and 
change decisions between the old and new 
assessment. 

Iowa Educators involved in test development Limited item response formats means less 
effective measurement of greater depth of 
knowledge 

 Iowa would be the only state using this 
assessment therefore no state level 
comparability data 

 Fixed form makes teaching test items and/or 
altering student responses easier for 
misguided educators. 

 Fixed form assessments are more susceptible 
to form effects which can cause systematic 
variation in results across years that are not 
true achievement differences. 

 

Smarter Balanced Assessments 

Pros Cons 

Consortium of States supporting continued 
development and improvement 

Transition to new assessments will make it 
difficult to make achievement growth and 
change decisions between the old and new 
assessment. 

Online assessment delivery will be familiar to 
schools currently using MAP assessments 

Online assessments will present technical 
challenges to a few schools 

Development of assessments from ground up 
was based on Common Core content 
specifications 

The Smarter Balanced Assessments and 
related supports have a higher overall price 
tag but deliver a broader, more integrated 
package. This makes direct comparison of 
costs difficult, especially to those looking only 
at the bottom line.  
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Includes advanced item formats and 
performance tasks capable of measuring 
greater depth of knowledge. 

The opportunity to work with a new 
assessment vendor will require establishing 
new working relationships. 

The Digital Library includes a large collection 
of teaching and professional learning 
resources aligned to the Iowa Core. 

 

The interim assessments are customizable at 
the state and/or the district. They maybe 
mini-summative assessments predicting 
student outcomes on the spring full large-
scale assessment, or they may be customized 
to assess only specific standards (e.g. 
informational reading, demonstrating 
conventions of standard English, proportional 
relationships, applying the mathematics of 
voting). 

 

Additional assessment features in the Digital 
Library (formative assessment processes and 
assessments) allow a more aligned, 
integrated assessment system that provides 
more support for teaching and learning. 

 

Assessment results will be compatible with 
other states using SBAC 

 

Adaptive test format improves test security 
and essentially eliminates the possibility of 
misguided educators engage in teaching test 
items or altering student responses to 
improve scores. 

 

The open source “ownership” of the Smarter 
Balanced Assessment products means that 
many capable assessment vendors should be 
able to offer proposals for implementation, 
providing a better opportunity for 
competitive pricing options. 

 

Iowa Educators involved in all stages of test 
development 

 

 


