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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 mathematics and language arts. The California State Board of Education (SBE) adopted the CCSS with California additions on August 2, 2010. 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 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 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.

Legislation was passed in the 2011 session (AB 250) that allowed an exception to the suspension for the development of frameworks that are aligned to the CCSS. Work on new language arts and mathematics frameworks has begun, but it will take a number of years to develop new curriculum frameworks aligned to the CCSS. Subsequently AB 1246 was signed into law in September 2012, allowing an accelerated adoption in mathematics to take place in 2013–14.

In the interim, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) in 2011 invited publishers of state-adopted programs in mathematics and language arts to submit supplemental instructional materials that bridge the gap between their existing programs and the CCSS. That process was expanded by the passage of SB 140 in October 2011. SB 140 expanded the review to include all publishers who were interested in submitting general supplements to programs currently being used in California classrooms.
Staff Review of Standards Maps for Currently-Adopted Basic Programs

In the fall of 2011, staff from the Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources Division (CFIRD) contacted publishers of currently-adopted language arts and mathematics programs to survey their alignment of their existing instructional materials to the CCSS. Most publishers who responded indicated that their materials were either moderately or closely aligned to the CCSS. Some stated that they were already developing supplemental instructional materials to address gaps between their existing materials and the new standards.

As a preliminary step to the SSPI’s review of supplemental instructional materials, California Department of Education (CDE) staff conducted an internal validation and verification of publisher-submitted standards maps in October and November of 2011. This evaluation was not intended to critique any publisher’s findings regarding the coverage of the CCSS in their existing programs, but rather to highlight any issues that needed to be addressed in a supplement. The results of the internal evaluations were forwarded to each publisher as soon as they were completed, so that they could use any feedback in crafting their submission of supplemental instructional materials.
The final set of standards identified by the publishers and CFIRD staff as needing supplementing became the basis for the standards maps for the Category 1 submissions (see below).
Evaluation Criteria

SB 140 called for the SBE to approve evaluation criteria that would be used to conduct the review of supplemental instructional materials. The criteria were adopted by the SBE at its January 2012 meeting, and are included as Appendix A to this report.

The criteria specified two types of supplemental materials programs that were eligible for submission.
Submission Category 1: Supplements to Specific State-Adopted Programs

Category 1 was for specific kindergarten through grade seven (K–7) mathematics programs that were adopted by the SBE on November 8, 2007, or for kindergarten through grade eight (K–8) Reading/Language Arts/English Language Development (RLA/ELD) programs that were adopted by the State Board on November 5, 2008. Because the 1997 California standards and the CCSS do not match at grade eight, supplements for grade eight adopted mathematics programs were not a part of the review. Category 1 submissions were evaluated according to whether they address, in conjunction with the adopted program they are designed to supplement, all of the CCSS for a given grade level.
Submission Category 2: General Supplements to Any Program

Alternatively, any publisher could submit a general supplement that can be used with any existing instructional materials program. Those materials were evaluated for alignment to a specific set of the CCSS that were established as part of a gap analysis conducted by the CFIRD using information from a variety of sources, including ETS [Educational Testing Service], Achieve, and the Sacramento County Office of Education.

Both categories of supplements had to meet other criteria that included alignment to the requirements for social content in the EC, accuracy, assessment, universal access, and support for teachers.
In mathematics, “all of the California CCSS” included the Mathematical Practices standards. However, in English language arts, it did not include the standards for Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects. 
Overview of the Review Process

Publisher interest in the review was very high, and in May 2012 the CDE received 42 submissions for mathematics (8 Category 1, and 34 Category 2) and 30 submissions in language arts (7 Category 1, and 23 Category 2). However, recruitment of reviewers in mathematics did not keep pace with the number of submissions. Due to the low turnout and high attrition among the mathematics reviewers, the CDE temporarily suspended the Category 2 review in mathematics on June 19, 2012. The review continued for Category 1 in mathematics; the review of ELA supplements was not affected. Legislation signed in September 2012 (AB 1719) allowed the review of Category 2 mathematics materials to resume; that review will be completed in mid-2013.
The review was conducted by instructional material reviewers and content experts approved by the SBE at its March 2012 meeting. The reviewers were trained by CDE staff in late June at two two-day meetings held at the San Joaquin County Office of Education (ELA) and at the Orange County Department of Education (mathematics). The reviewers then reviewed the materials at their home or workplace throughout the summer. The reviewers reconvened again in their panels in late September for three days of deliberations, during which they developed reports of findings on each of the supplemental instructional materials programs that they were assigned to review.
At its November 2012 meeting, the SBE approved 12 ELA and 7 mathematics supplemental programs that were recommended by the review panels.
Prior to that meeting, on October 17, 2012, the CDE conducted a public meeting to solicit public comment on the submitted instructional materials programs. Several publishers submitted content that challenged the findings of the review panels with respect to their programs. The CFIRD, in consultation with select members of the review panels who were available to review the publisher comments, conducted a review to determine if the publisher evidence warranted a change in the recommendation of the review panel. The CFIRD recommendations were acted on by the SBE at its January 2013 meeting, added one program, Expert 21 by Scholastic Education, to the final approved list.
State Board of Education Recommended List

The review completed pursuant to SB 140 was not a state adoption. A list of recommended 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 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 CCSS.
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. Due to changes in the EC subsequent to AB 1246, which took effect on January 1, 2013, LEAs may now use categorical program flexibility funds to purchase the supplemental materials. In addition, they may use unrestricted general funds, Proposition 20 lottery funds for instructional materials, or other funds to purchase them. 

It was the intent of this process, specified in the evaluation criteria approved by the SBE, that supplemental materials include the minimum amount of additional content needed to fully address the CCSS 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. A list of Learning Resource Display Centers that received samples of the supplemental programs is included as an appendix to this report.
English Language Arts Recommended Programs
	Category
	Publisher 
	Program 
	Recommended Grades 

	1
	Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
	California Excursions 
	1, 6 

	1
	McGraw-Hill Education 
	California CCSS Treasures Supplemental 
	K–6 

	1
	Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
	California Medallion 
	K–6 

	1
	SRA/McGraw-Hill 
	Imagine It! CCSS Supplemental 
	K–6 

	1
	Holt McDougal 
	Holt McDougal Literature California Common Core 
	6–8 

	1
	McGraw-Hill Education 
	California Literature CCSS Supplement 
	6–8 

	1
	Pearson Prentice Hall 
	Pearson Literature California 
	6–8 

	2
	McGraw-Hill Education 
	Reading Wonders 
	K–6 

	2
	Holt McDougal 
	Holt McDougal Literature 
	6–8 

	2
	Scholastic Education 
	English 3D 
	6–8 

	2
	Scholastic Education
	Expert 21
	6-8

	2
	Achieve 3000 
	KidBiz 3000 and TeenBiz3000 
	2–8 

	2
	Scholastic, Inc. 
	Scholastic CA CCSS-ELA Gap Bundle 
	K, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7 


Mathematics Recommended Programs
	Category
	Publisher 
	Program 
	Recommended Grades 

	1
	McGraw-Hill Education
	My California Math Supplement
	K–5 

	1
	McGraw-Hill Education 
	Everyday Math CCSS Supplement
	K–6 

	1
	Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
	California Common Core Math
	K–6 

	1
	Pearson Scott Foresman
	envision Math
	K–5 

	1
	Holt McDougal 
	California Math Curriculum Companion
	6–7 

	1
	McGraw-Hill Education 
	Cinch Math 
	6–7 

	1
	Pearson Prentice Hall 
	Prentice Hall Mathematics 
	6–7 


 
Appendix A: Criteria for the Evaluation of Supplemental Instructional Materials

In 2010, the Council of Chief State School Officers and the National Governors Association Center for Best Practices released Common Core State Standards (CCSS) in mathematics and language arts. The California State Board of Education (SBE) adopted the CCSS on August 2, 2010. 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. 

It will take a number of years to develop new curriculum frameworks and instructional materials aligned to the CCSS. In the interim, the SSPI has invited publishers and producers of mathematics and ELA materials to submit supplemental instructional materials that bridge the gap between existing programs currently being used by districts and the CCSS. These 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 CCSS. 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 intention of this process is that supplemental materials include the minimum amount of content needed to fully address the CCSS and that costs for districts to purchase and implement the supplements be kept low. Publishers are encouraged to submit their instructional materials in digital format.

This review is open to all publishers and producers of supplemental instructional materials who wish to participate. There will be two types of supplemental materials programs that may be submitted. To be eligible for recommendation by the SSPI for approval by the SBE, submitted materials must meet all of the criteria listed by category type outlined below. 

Category 1: Supplements to Specific State-Adopted Programs

Supplemental materials may be submitted for specific K–7 mathematics programs that were adopted by the SBE on November 8, 2007, or for K–8 RLA/ELD programs that were adopted by the State Board on November 5, 2008. Because the 1997 California standards and the CCSS for mathematics do not match at grade eight, supplements for grade eight adopted mathematics programs will not be a part of this review. These submissions, in conjunction with the adopted program they are designed to supplement, will be evaluated according to whether they address all of the CCSS for a given grade level.
1. The materials must align to the California CCSS, as adopted by the SBE on August 2, 2010. The California CCSS are available at http://www.scoe.net/castandards/. The supplemental materials submitted, in conjunction with the existing adopted grade-level materials, must cover all of the California CCSS for a given grade level. In mathematics, “all of the California CCSS” includes the Mathematical Practices standards. The Mathematical Practices standards must be taught in the context of the other content standards at each grade level. In ELA, the standards for Literacy in History–Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects will not be part of the review in grades six through eight.
Publishers can only cite content from the same grade level as evidence that a certain grade-level Common Core 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 Common Core standard was 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 CCSS. However, the publisher could include that grade six content in their grade five supplement.
Category 2: General Supplements to Any Program
In addition to specific state-adopted programs, any publisher or producer may submit a general supplement that can be used with any existing instructional materials program. These materials will be evaluated for alignment to a specific subset of the CCSS.

2. The general supplemental materials are intended to align instructional materials currently being used in school to the California CCSS, as adopted by the SBE on August 2, 2010. The California CCSS are available at http://www.scoe.net/castandards/. The general supplements submitted must cover the subset of the California CCSS for a given subject area and grade level as detailed at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/cr/cf/suptsupmatreview.asp. Supplemental materials for mathematics include both a subset of California CCSS for the grade level and all of the Mathematical Practices standards. The Mathematical Practices standards must be taught in the context of instruction in the other content standards at each grade level. General supplements may be submitted for any grade levels from K–7 for mathematics, and K–8 for ELA.

General Criteria for All Programs

3. The materials must conform to the Standards for Evaluating Instructional Materials for Social Content, 2000 Edition, as adopted by the SBE.
4. The materials must be accurate, use proper grammar and spelling, and be free of all errors before they are sold to school districts. 

5. Where assessments are present in the supplemental materials, they must provide sufficient evidence for teachers to evaluate student progress toward proficiency in the content outlined in the CCSS.

6. Where appropriate, 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.
7. Clear instructions must be provided for teachers on how to use and integrate the supplemental instructional materials.
Appendix B: Learning Resources Display Centers (LRDCs)
The following is a list of LRDCs that requested and received samples of the supplemental instructional materials submitted as part of the 2012 Supplemental Instructional Materials Review.

LRDC #1

Cathy Dickerson

Humboldt County Office of Education

901 Myrtle Avenue

Eureka, CA 95501

707-445-7088

LRDC #4

Ben Anderson

Sacramento County Office of Education

Instructional Technology and Learning Resources

10474 Mather Boulevard

Mather, CA 95655

916-228-2351

LRDC #5

Rovina Salinas
Contra Costa County Office of Education
Curriculum & Instruction Department
77 Santa Barbara Road 
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
925-942-5332

LRDC #8 

Bob Gausman
Stanislaus County Office of Education
Technology Learning Resources
1100 H Street 
Modesto, CA 95354 
209-567-4518


LRDC #9

Dollie Forney
Santa Clara County Office of Education
Library Services 
1290 Ridder Park Drive
San Jose, CA 95131
408-453-6800
LRDC #11

Brigeen Radoicich
Fresno County Office of Education
Instructional Technology Services
1111 Van Ness 
Fresno, CA 93721
559-497-3711

LRDC #12

Nariman Ajluni
Tulare County Office of Education
Educational Resource Services
7000 Doe Avenue, Suite A 
Visalia, CA 93291 
559-651-3031

LRDC #13

Kathy Hill
Kern County Superintendent of Schools Office 
The Learning Center
2020 K Street
Bakersfield, CA 93301
661-636-4640

LRDC #16

Rene Hohls
Ventura County Office of Education
5100 Adolfo Road 
Camarillo, CA 93012
805-437-1340 

LRDC #17

Rosa Lizardi
San Bernardino County Superintendent of Schools Curriculum and Instruction
4549 Hallmark Parkway
San Bernardino, CA 92407-1834
909-887-7506 

LRDC #21

Christopher Martone

University of California, Riverside
Rivera Library
3401 Watkins Drive

Riverside, CA 92521

951-827-3715


LRDC #22

Karen Wagner
San Diego County Office of Education 
5304 Metro Street, Suite C
San Diego, CA 92110
858-292-3792

LRDC #A6

Catherine Cranson
Instructional Resources and Technology Department
Monterey County Office of Education
901 Blanco Circle/P.O. Box 80851
Salinas, CA 93912-0851
831-784-4155
2

