STATE OF WASHINGTON

OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

Addendum 3
Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium Request for Proposals (RFP):
SBAC RFP-01
 Note to potential respondents:

· This Addendum is intended to revise, clarify and become part of the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium Communications Services RFP (SBAC RFP-01), issued February 28, 2011.
· This addendum addresses additional questions overlooked in the original Q & A posting released on Friday, March 18, 2011.
· All amendments, addendums, and notifications will be posted on the OSPI Web site and released via the Washington Electronic Business Solution (WEBS) Web site.

52. Does SMARTER envision marketing its work to non-member states with a goal of expanding the consortium? And is this outreach and marketing part of the communications work?

SBAC intends to share information regarding the qualities of its program as opportunities arise.  Should current non-member states choose to engage SBAC on the merits of membership, the Consortium will provide the necessary information for states to make the best decisions for their situation.  Where the Communications Service Provider can assist in these opportunities, the Consortium would expect that to be part of the scope of work. 

53. Is any part of this communications work designed to help states effectively implement Standards? Or is your charge entirely centered development and support of assessments?

The charge of SBAC is the development of an assessment system grounded in the design elements specified in its Race to the Top Assessment application.  Where efforts of the Consortium can be leveraged to assist with implementation of the standards, SBAC has and will work to support those efforts. For example, SBAC has budgeted funds to support its member states with collaborative activities sponsored by the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) around Implementing Common Core Systems.
54. In the RFP under MANAGEMENT PROPOSAL, you ask for a list of contracts during the past five years (and ref numbers, contacts etc.) related to Proposer’s ability to perform services needed under this RFP. In REALTED INFORMATION you ask for contact information and scope for all education contracts over the last 10 years.  We foresee having overlap since the first would include education contracts, but not be exclusively education contracts. Is this acceptable?

Overlap is acceptable in the references, as long as it is recognized that SBAC was anticipating prospective service providers that might not have many educational-based clients.  The Consortium wanted to make a distinction between a provider’s most recent (or current) clients – ones who could relate the latest details on work performance – and the clients focused on education who could relate details that would resonate for educators.  The 10-year reference with education contracts is intended to illicit a deeper perspective on a proposer’s penchant and understanding of the education field.
55. Under MANAGEMENT PROPOSAL, you ask for staff and any subcontractor resumes – will a bio do, or do you expect a full, professional CV?

The preference for proposal review is full vitas.

