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Introduction

In 2010, the Council of Chief State School Officers and the National Governors Association Center for Best Practices released the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in language arts. The SBE adopted the CCSS with California additions (CA CCSS for English/Literacy) on August 2, 2010 (modified on March 13, 2013 per Senate Bill (SB) 1200, Statues of 2012). California has committed to implementing the CCSS, and is currently part of a multistate assessment consortium that plans on having CCSS-based assessments in place by the 2014–15 school year. In 2012, the SBE approved the revised CA ELD Standards that are aligned with the CA CCSS for English/Literacy.
In 2009, due to the state budget crisis, the Legislature placed a moratorium on curriculum framework development and instructional materials adoptions thorough the passage of Assembly Bill (AB) X4 2. That bill added Section 60200.7 to the Education Code (EC), which suspended all SBE actions related to those activities until July 1, 2013. That suspension was extended for two more years by Senate Bill 70, signed in March 2011. Because SBE work on a framework or adoption begins several years before the end product (whether a framework or an adoption report) is ready for final action, this suspension essentially meant that it would be many years before the regular schedule for those processes are resumed.

In the interim, the SSPI in 2011 invited publishers of state-adopted programs language arts to submit supplemental instructional materials that bridge the gap between their existing language arts programs and the CA CCSS for English/Literacy. That process was augmented by the passage of SB 140 in October 2011 which expanded the review to include all publishers who were interested in submitting general supplements to language arts programs currently being used in California classrooms. Subsequently, AB 1719, signed by the Governor in 2012, called for ELD supplemental instructional materials that could provide a bridge between the 1999 ELD standards and the newly revised CA ELD Standards, in a process that was consistent with the relevant elements of the English language arts supplemental instructional materials review (SIMR).
Evaluation Criteria

AB 1719 also called for ELD SIMR evaluation criteria that are based upon the evaluation criteria approved by the SBE pursuant to EC Section 60605.86 (a). As a preliminary step to the SSPI’s review of ELD supplemental instructional materials, CFIRD staff, in collaboration with staff from the English Learner Support Division (ELSD), developed a subset of CA ELD Standards that targeted key shifts introduced by the new CA ELD Standards that would not be addressed in currently adopted ELD instructional materials. The law required the SSPI to develop a list of ELD supplemental instructional materials, to be approved by the SBE, by March 2014.
.
Overview of the Review Process

Publisher interest in the review was moderate, and in June 2013 eight publishers submitted 12 programs to be reviewed. The recruitment of reviewers culminated with the approval of 54 applicants by the SBE at its May 2013 meeting. Because of unforeseen scheduling conflicts and the demands of CCSS implementation, many applicants found themselves having to withdraw their participation. By deliberations in November 2013, 30 reviewers remained to review the submitted programs.
The reviewers were trained in panels by CDE staff in late July during two days of meetings held at the San Joaquin County Office of Education. The panel members then conducted their independent review of the materials, at their home or workplace, throughout the summer and early fall. The panels then reconvened in November for three days of deliberations, during which time they developed reports of findings for each of the submitted ELD supplemental programs.
In December 2013, the CDE conducted a public meeting to receive comment on the submitted ELD supplemental programs. Two publishers submitted content that challenged the findings of the review panels with respect to their programs. The CFIRD reviewed the evidence submitted by the two publishers and determined the content was insufficient to overturn the recommendations contained in the original Report of Findings for those program. 
At its March 2014 meeting, the SBE approved 4 ELD supplemental programs that were recommended by the review panels.
State Board of Education Recommended List

The review completed pursuant to AB 1719 did not result in a state adoption. A list of recommended ELD supplemental instructional materials programs was approved by the SBE, but the approved materials will not be added to the current adoption lists or the CDE Price List and Order Form database. This final report on the ELD supplemental instructional materials addresses whether those materials meet the evaluation criteria approved by the SBE, and are recommended as resources that can help local educational agencies (LEAs) in their transition to the CA CCSS for English/Literacy and the CA ELD Standards.
The results of the review are strictly advisory for LEAs. LEAs are not in any way compelled to purchase the supplemental materials that were recommended as a result of this review. With the recent implementation of Local Control Funding Formula Spending Requirements (LCFF) and Local Control and Accountability Plan (LCAP), LEAs may make ELD supplemental materials purchases that comply with the new requirements and that do not supplant their existing ELD materials. 

It was the intent of this process, specified in the evaluation criteria approved by the SBE, that ELD supplemental materials include the minimum amount of additional content needed to fully address the subset of CA ELD Standards when used in conjunction with existing adopted materials, and that costs for districts to purchase and implement the supplements be kept low. LEAs interested in evaluating or purchasing the supplemental instructional materials should contact the publishers directly.
English Language Development Recommended Programs
	Publisher 
	Program 
	Recommended Grades 

	Cengage Learning, Inc. d/b/a National Geographic Learning
	Inside
	6-8

	Cengage Learning, Inc. d/b/a National Geographic Learning
	Reach
	K-5

	Houghton Mifflin Harcourt
	California on Our Way to English
	K-5

	WriteSteps, LLC
	WriteSteps
	K-5


ELD supplemental instructional materials are designed to supplement any previous SBE-adopted program that could provide a bridge between the 1999 ELD standards and the newly revised CA ELD Standards. For more detailed information, please see the ELD SIMR Reports of Findings which are posted on the ELD SIMR Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/cr/cf/eldsimr.asp.
Appendix A:
Criteria for the Evaluation of English Language Development Supplemental Instructional Materials

Assembly Bill 124 (Fuentes, Chapter 605, Statutes of 2011), signed into law on
October 8, 2011, required the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI), in consultation with the State Board of Education (SBE), to update, revise, and align the state’s 1999 English Language Development (ELD) standards, by grade level, to the Common Core State Standards for English Language Arts and Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects (CCSS for ELA/Literacy) by November 2012. That work was completed and the SBE adopted the new California ELD Standards (CA ELD Standards) on 

November 7, 2012.

AB 1719 (Fuentes), signed into law on September 27, 2012, requires the California Department of Education (CDE) to develop a list of supplemental instructional materials for kindergarten through grade eight (K-8) that provide a bridge to the new ELD standards for the SBE to approve by June 30, 2014. The ELD Supplemental Instructional Materials Review (ELD SIMR) shall be based upon the evaluation criteria approved by the state board pursuant to Education Code Section 60605.86(a). 

It will take a number of years to develop new curriculum frameworks and instructional materials that are fully aligned to both the new CA ELD Standards and the CCSS for ELA/Literacy. In the interim, the SSPI has invited publishers and producers of ELD materials to submit supplemental instructional materials that will bridge specific gaps between the content of existing ELD programs currently used in California’s schools and the increased rigor of four key shifts found in the new CA ELD Standards. The evaluation criteria outline the requirements for such materials. Supplemental materials will be reviewed according to the criteria by teachers and content experts recruited by the SSPI and SBE. The results of the review will be listed on the CDE Web site to help districts in their transition to the new ELD standards. The SSPI recommendation as approved by the SBE will be advisory only. The review is in no way mandatory for publishers and school districts will not be required to purchase these materials.

The intent of this process is to identify supplemental materials that include the minimum amount of content needed to fully address all of the subset of standards identified in the ELD standards maps and that are priced so the cost to districts is kept low. Publishers are encouraged to submit their instructional materials in digital format.

The ELD SIMR is open to all publishers and producers of supplemental instructional materials who wish to participate. To be eligible for recommendation by the SSPI for approval by the SBE, submitted materials must meet all of the criteria outlined below. 

Evaluation Criteria for All Supplemental Program Materials
ELD supplemental materials may be submitted to address the language arts programs for K–8 that were adopted by the SBE in 2002 and 2008 and specifically to address four of the key shifts identified in the CA ELD Standards that were adopted by the SBE in 2012. The ELD SIMR submissions, in conjunction with the adopted program they are designed to supplement, will be evaluated according to whether they address all of the subset of standards associated with each of the four key shifts outlined in the English Language Development Standards Maps for Supplemental Instructional Materials (ELD Standards Maps) for each grade level. The standards maps for this review are located on the CDE’s ELD SIMR Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/cr/cf/eldsimr.asp.

1. The materials submitted for the ELD SIMR must align to the 2012 CA ELD Standards, as adopted by the SBE on November 7, 2012. The new CA ELD Standards are available on the CDE ELD Standards Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/el/er/eldstandards.asp. Submitted supplemental materials, in conjunction with the existing adopted grade-level materials, must address all of the subset of standards associated with each of the four key shifts outlined in the standards maps.

Publishers must only cite content from the same grade level as evidence that a certain grade-level ELD standard is covered in their program. For example, if a publisher has a kindergarten through grade six program, it could not cite its grade six textbook as evidence that a grade five ELD standard is covered. The reason for this is that not every district may have purchased all grade levels of a particular program; a district may have only purchased kindergarten through grade five of that program, and may not have access to the grade six materials. Even if they did have the grade six materials, it would be unreasonable to expect districts to provide students with copies of multiple grade level textbooks to ensure full coverage of the CA ELD Standards. However, the publisher could include that grade six content in their grade five supplement.
2. The materials must conform to the Standards for Evaluating Instructional Materials for Social Content, 2013 Edition, as adopted by the SBE.
3. The materials must be accurate, use proper grammar and spelling, and be free of all errors before they are sold to school districts. 

4. Assessments must provide sufficient evidence and guidance for teachers to use in evaluating student progress toward proficiency in the content outlined in the CA ELD Standards.

5. The supplemental instructional materials must present comprehensive guidance for teachers in providing effective, efficient instruction for all students. Instructional materials should provide access to the standards-based curriculum for all students, including English-learners, advanced-learners, students below grade level in reading and writing skills, and students with disabilities. 
6. Clear instructions must be provided for teachers on how to use and integrate the supplemental instructional materials with their existing adopted grade level materials. The supplemental instructional materials must present guidance on how to strategically implement all of the elements asked for in each standard under the key shift areas as outlined on the ELD SIMR standards maps.
2

