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During the past 18 months, the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) has worked with a Development Committee of social studies educators representing state departments of education, social studies leaders from professional organizations, and researchers at the University of Wisconsin-Madison to develop a new instrument for data collection, reporting and analysis tool using the Survey of Enacted Curriculum design which focuses K-12 Social Studies Education.  Following is a Summary of the status of the SEC Social Studies development.  At the end of the document are responses from participants in the SEC development process.

Summary of Development

The final draft of the SEC Social Studies instrument is now being circulated to members of the Development Committee. (It is being provided to GENIP Steering Committee –see attached.) A key step in the development process is to gain consensus on a content framework covering the key subject areas and topics that should be addressed in a comprehensive survey of what is taught in social studies and what practices are used.   Following drafting, review and revisions in Spring 2007, a draft version of SEC Social Studies was pilot tested with 80 social studies teachers across three states.  The pilot study allowed us to identify any problems teachers had in responding to survey items on practices, instructional content, or teaching conditions.  The draft version of the instrument was also pilot tested for use in analyzing the alignment of state standards and assessments during a June 2007 workshop, and in September 2007 four states worked together to content code their state standards for social studies to the SEC content framework.

Currently, the study team is analyzing the data from the pilot studies and gaining feedback from participants in the states.  The Survey form is being converted to the SEC online format which resides at www.SEConline.org .  At this time the draft social studies surveys, and results (including standards that have been analyzed and processed to date) are only accessible through the development site, and not publicly available.  (A pdf form of the current Social Studies SEC instrument is being distributed for the GENIP meeting on November 2, and pilot data will be shared at the meeting.)  Our goal is to have a final version of the survey implemented and ready for online collection by the Spring of 2008. 

SEC Social Studies Content Framework

The two-dimensional content framework section of the SEC survey tool provides a method of collecting data on the instructional content in a classroom or course, as reported by the teacher.

The social studies content framework was developed through working groups of the Development Committee over the course of several meetings May 2005 through March 2006

At the Spring 2007 meeting of the GENIP Steering Committee, CCSSO provided a copy of the draft survey for comment and discussion.  At that time, input and recommendations from GENIP committee were provided to the Development Committee, and many of the suggested changes were implemented. 

Attached is the recent version of the social studies content topics taxonomy.  The changes recommended from the pilot content analyses have been color coded, based on the last two content analysis workshops.  You should also see the changes recommended by GENIP at the spring meeting and review.  Neither workshop produced a large number of suggested changes, and in total about a dozen new topics being added to the language.  There were no suggested changes to the overall organization or structure of the language.

We have highlighted the recent changes in blue (Madison workshop) or green (St. Louis workshop).  Where the suggested change was merely some re-wording of a current topic, the text color is in green. In some cases, just a re-ordering of topics was suggested, in which case only the topic number has been highlighted.  At this time we are asking the Development team to review the topic list and cognitive demand descriptors to see if you agree with the suggested changes, and/or have some additional suggestions or edits to offer.

Survey and Sample Data for review

We are also attaching a copy of the 'Part A' (instructional practices portion) of the survey for your review.  Other than a few typos here and there that were caught, there were no suggestions based on the pilot to revise any items.  Nonetheless, please take one more look to insure that you are ready to 'sign-off' on the current version, and/or offer any additional suggestions you think appropriate.

The third document attached depicts some examples of the resulting data displays, yielded by our online report generator based on survey and content analysis results.  We currently only have three social studies standards posted to the online system for review, but more are being processed.  We have provided some examples of results for social studies standards in both tile chart and contour map formats.  

We have included some pilot study survey results from teachers in Delaware and Vermont, including examples of both instructional content and instructional practice.  The instructional practice results are formatted with our signature 'floating bar charts' however you will notice some items are 0'd out... due to a temporary glitch in the new reporting mechanism for social studies data.  They will provide you some idea of the kinds of reports you can expect, and might even bring to mind a suggestion for the group's consideration.

Background to Current Social Studies SEC Project

Development of Surveys of Enacted Curriculum 

The Social Studies SEC instrument was modeled after the Surveys of Enacted Curriculum for English language arts, mathematics, and science now being used in schools in over 20 states.  The Surveys of Enacted Curriculum (SEC) are a practical, reliable set of data collection tools being used with teachers of Mathematics, Science and English Language Arts (K-12) to collect and report consistent data on current instructional practices and content being taught in classrooms.  With content analysis of standards and assessments using the SEC content matrix, the content of instruction in the surveyed subject can be analyzed for alignment to state or national standards and assessments.  

The SEC State Collaborative managed by CCSSO since 1998 provides ongoing training, technical assistance, and data analysis and research support for the states and districts currently using the Surveys in math, science, and ELA. The current survey forms, methods and formats for reporting data, and methods for analyzing data are based on research and development studies since the early 1990s.  Please see the CCSSO webpage for a list of the studies, papers, and reports produced and available (see www.SECsurvey.org).   For more information on the SEC collaborative, its members and how existing tools can be used by educators and researchers, please go to the same webpage. 

Benefits for Social Studies Education

The Social Studies SEC development is intended to have the following direct benefits for K-12 social studies education:

•   Reporting and using reliable, objective data on social studies instructional content and   

     practices that are comparable across classrooms, schools, districts, and states

•   Conducting analyses of alignment of instruction to standards and assessments

•   Evaluating effects of instructional improvement and professional development initiatives

•   Identifying gaps and variation in instruction and monitoring change over time.

The Development Committee of Social Studies Education experts and state education specialists in social studies began work on the Social Studies Survey instrument in May 2006. The Committee was led by Dr. John Smithson of the Wisconsin Center for Education Research (WCER) at the University of Wisconsin-Madison.  He was instrumental in development of the Survey tools for the prior subjects, and leads the research and data analysis services of the current Collaborative. At the initial meeting state specialists and university-based social studies experts met to outline the plans for the social studies content framework. 
Represented on the Development Committee and participating in the process over the past 18 months have been: 

· State representatives -- 10 state education agencies supported the efforts to develop the Social Studies survey instrument through finances and staff participation (Arizona, Delaware, Idaho, Maine, Minnesota, Nevada, Ohio, Oregon, Vermont, Wisconsin). 

· Professional organizations participated in and supported the SEC Social Studies Development

Council of State Social Studies Specialists (CS4)

National Council on Social Studies

National Geographic Society

National Council on Economics Education

Center on Civic Education.

Geography Education National Implementation Project (GENIP) 
The development of the Social Studies SEC also built on work and results of the CCSSO Comprehensive Social Studies Assessment Program and state collaborative, formerly led by Fred Czarra, and still operating at CCSSO.

CCSSO expects to begin offering the use of the Social Studies SEC online data collection tool and data reporting and analysis services to states and school districts in Spring 2008.  At that time, educators or researchers can access the SEC social studies tool through direct payment for services through CCSSO or UW-Madison/WCER.  States or school districts will also be able to gain access through membership in the SEC Collaborative project.

GENIP Support

Funding from GENIP during the past year has provided staff support to develop the survey draft instrument, data collection and analysis in the pilot study, and preparation of the SEC online version of the Social Studies SEC.  As the instrument and website become available, CCSSO will be a contact point for geography educators and researchers interested in using these data tools.   

Research on the teaching of Geography will be an essential part of our work.  As supporters of the development work, we will plan to work with the GENIP members to assist them in accessing and using the Social Studies SEC data tools.  We would be very interested in featuring data on the teaching of Geography as we begin to display and disseminate information about the use of these tools to the broader social studies education community and to the associated professional fields and communities.

For further information and assistance please contact at CCSSO—Rolf Blank (202/336-7044; rolf@ccsso.org) or Carlise Smith (202/336-7066 carlises@ccsso.org ) or at Univ. of Wisconsin-Madison—John Smithson (608/263-4354; johns@education.wisc.edu).    

Rolf K. Blank

CCSSO Director of Education Indicators, and Coordinator

SEC Collaborative Project

Responses of State Education Specialists regarding SEC Social Studies development
(reported October 2007)

To:
Rolf Blank

Subj:
Social Studies SEC Development Process

Beth Ratway

Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Social Studies specialist

1.   From your professional perspective, what will be primary advantage of having the Social Studies SEC instrument available to educators and leaders?
 

The SEC in social studies for Wisconsin will be able to be used in a variety of fashions. We have state tests in 4th, 8th and 10th grades in social studies.  The SEC will help guide districts in seeing how their current curriculum matches up with the standards and assessments.  

We are looking at it in terms of new teacher licensing.  We require new teachers develop a professional development plan over the first five years of teaching in order to get recertified.  The SEC can be used to give a new teacher data on which to make this decision.

We are also looking at it to help develop a Masters program in social studies for teachers that focuses on content. The SEC could give teachers the data they need to plan their coursework for the program.  

The SEC can also help in terms of determining quality professional development in social studies. Teachers come out of college with broad field degrees and lack knowledge in some of the areas of social studies.  The SEC can help districts and individual teachers determine professional development needs based on data.

2.  Reflecting on the development process for the SocSt SEC instrument, do you see the survey as now fairly covering social studies instructional practices and content?  Were there any trade-offs as we developed the tool that you feel have limited its usefulness?
I think it does a good job evaluating the core areas of social studies. The one weakness is the area of behavioral sciences.  Many districts teach social problems, sociology or psychology.  There is not enough data to give these teachers feedback in terms of their content.

Wiliam Muthig, Dwight Groce

Ohio Department of Education

Based upon the experience of Ohio’s participation in the social studies SEC development process, we offer the following observations.  While we have not seen the finished social studies SEC instrument, we can comment on the process through the piloting phase.  The primary advantage of having the social studies SEC instrument available will be as a tool to assist educators in determining how their social studies programs address key aspects of social studies instruction and the nature of their expectations for students in those programs.  This can enable educators to evaluate programming, identify areas for updating or revision, plan professional development, and align programs with curriculum standards.

The draft social studies SEC instrument addresses broad topics of social studies content and practices related to instruction.  It also provides a vehicle to outline levels of student expectations.  The major trade-off in the development of the instrument was that having only one instrument did not enable that instrument to address the variety of state-wide expectations on the part of the participating states.  Particular topics had to be deleted, appropriate examples were not always cited, and terminology did not always reflect particular applications.  However, with an understanding of the limits of the instrument, it can still serve as a useful tool, among others, to help educators analyze their efforts in the field of social studies.  

Preston Shockley 

Delaware

1.  The SEC is useful in identifying rigor, the level of cognitive and curricular alignment to standards, and identifying professional development needs of teachers.

2.  The survey is a fair and valid tool, but it's not the only one in the toolbox.  I was concerned by what I considered mis-identification of cognitive demand of some of the DE standards by a few "coders."  To our perspective, "understand" means more than recall.  I think the survey's content topics are quite comprehensive.

Michael Foster

Minnesota

1. The primary advantage of having the Social Studies SEC available in Minnesota is for school districts' curriculum review process. School districts usually review their social studies curriculum every 5-7 years and this tool will help them see how well they are aligned to the Minnesota Academic Standards in History and Social Studies. The maps will show them what gaps they have and to what level of cognitive demand they are teaching the standards. Decisions and adjustments can then be made to improve the local curriculum for all students. 

 

2. I believe the Social Studies SEC instrument represents social studies fairly well, although it is difficult to answer this question without some results to look at. Social Studies is very broad so some concessions had to be made to keep the time it takes to complete the survey at a reasonable amount of time. Of some concern is the smaller treatment of the behavioral sciences, anthropology, psychology and sociology, compared to civics and government, economics, history and geography. The instructional practices section could have been developed in more detail as well, however, that would have resulted in a much longer survey. This issue should be revisited and examined after a few years for possible revision or added detail as this is such an important component.  

 

Diana Hess 

University of Wisconsin-Madison

Professor of Political Science and Law

1.  The primary advantage of having the instrument available is to provide schools and districts with the tools they need to examine their social studies curriculum and make sure there is alignment between what they say they value (through standards, etc.) and what is actually happening in classrooms. Many in the field hope that the pendulum that has swung so far toward math and literacy will swing back to include more social studies, science, and arts. I think one way for social studies advocates in  districts and schools to gather the data they need to make the case that social studies needs to be in the curriculum is to examine what is currently there--and what is missing. This instrument could help them do that--

2.  I haven't seen the final instrument, but the last draft I examined looks comprehensive. It is impossible to create a tool that will satisfy all the different ideas about what students should learn in social studies -- but I was impressed by how hard people worked throughout the development process to ensure that the instrument fairly reflects what happens in classrooms--I think it has "on the ground" authenticity.
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The Surveys of Enacted Curriculum (SEC) are a practical, reliable set of data collection tools being used with teachers of Mathematics, Science and English Language Arts (K-12) to collect and report consistent data on current instructional practices and content being taught in classrooms. The resulting data provide an objective method for educators to analyze the degree of alignment between current instruction and state standards and assessments. Teachers complete the Survey questions through an online, web-based system. Upon completion, the group data are reported in user-friendly charts and graphs to facilitate analysis of the results. The SEC data analysis and reporting tools are intended to assist teachers, administrators, and policymakers with planning for instructional improvement in several ways: 

· Aligning classroom instruction with state standards and assessments 

· Evaluating effects of initiatives, such as professional development, in changing instructional content and/or practice 

· Analyzing instructional practices and teacher preparation to develop a needs assessment in low performance areas 

· Measuring indicators of instruction and their relationship to student achievement

State curriculum specialists, teachers, and researchers developed the SEC and reporting tools over the past decade. The Surveys have been field tested in hundreds of schools and classrooms through collaboration with state education agencies. The SEC are now being used in state and local projects across the U.S. The data collection, analysis, and application services are available through CCSSO and several collaborating partner organizations. 

For further information about current applications, ongoing projects, and research and development of the data tools, and to address the following key questions, see our website www.SECsurvey.org.

Why do educators use SEC? 
How were the Surveys developed?
How valid and reliable are the Surveys? 
How can I access the Surveys?
How are the data reported?
What SEC tools and services are available?
Who provides professional development?
What research and technical assistance resources are available?

How does the Collaborative Project operate?  How do state members benefit?




What are the Surveys of Enacted Curriculum?








