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Summary of Key Issues

The purpose of this memorandum is to advise members of the State Board of Education (SBE) of an item to be presented by the California Department of Education (CDE) to the SBE in March. This item will recommend that the SBE approve the initiation of the state regulations process for “Procedures for Reviewing Proposed Revisions to Adopted Instructional Materials—Approve Commencement of the Rulemaking Process for Amendments to the California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 9526.” 
State law establishes an eight-year cycle per subject for the adoption of instructional materials by the SBE. Accordingly, with few minor exceptions, such materials may not be modified during their tenure on the state adoption list. Yet for some subjects, eight years without modification or updates to content may prove confining or even problematic. 
Recently enacted California Education Code Section 60200(b)(2), authorized by Assembly Bill 1246, Statutes of 2012, allows publishers of instructional materials on the current SBE adoption list to submit proposed revisions of their materials to the CDE for consideration. Publisher participation will be voluntary. In anticipation of a time when the CDE will process revisions for multiple subjects, in addition to conducting regular adoptions, the proposed regulations will provide an opportunity for publishers to submit revisions for their materials in a particular subject once every two years. The proposed regulations also stipulate that a publisher would need to continue to make available the original SBE-adopted materials. Therefore, the process to be established by these proposed regulations creates additional instructional options for local districts. 
The authorizing law requires that publishers pay for the cost of a revision review, and the proposed regulations establish a fee schedule; therefore, the process will be cost neutral. 
These regulations are necessary in order to fulfill the requirements of law, and they establish the necessary details of process, including the consideration of proposed revisions by the Instructional Quality Commission, the opportunity for public comment, and final approval by the SBE. 
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