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	SUBJECT

Update on the Activities of the California Department of Education and State Board of Education Regarding Implementation of Common Core State Standards Systems.
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SUMMARY OF THE ISSUE(S)

California Education Code Section 60605.8 (h) requires the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) and the State Board of Education (SBE) to present a schedule and an implementation plan to the governor and the appropriate policy and fiscal committees of the California State Legislature for integrating the Common Core State Standards (CCSS) into the state educational system. This agenda item is the third in a series of regular updates.
RECOMMENDATION
The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the SBE take action as deemed necessary and appropriate but recommends no specific action at this time. 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES
When the SBE adopted the CCSS with additions in August of 2010, these standards became the current subject-matter standards in English language arts and mathematics. The full implementation of these standards will occur over several years as a new system of CCSS-aligned curriculum, instruction, and assessment is developed. New tools to support the system are important; professional learning support modules, curriculum frameworks, instructional materials, and assessment tools are all key components. However, in addition to the tools, successful implementation requires that California’s diverse educational stakeholders work in concert to achieve the shared objective of preparing every student for success in college and career.

The CDE is currently developing a comprehensive CCSS Systems Implementation Plan. To facilitate the development and coordination of the plan and its implementation, the CDE has created an Integrated Action Team (IAT) comprised of six members from 
across CDE branches and SBE staff. The IAT will utilize information from internal and external stakeholders to create a statewide plan for CCSS systems implementation that 
BRIEF HISTORY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)

represents the joint strategic vision of the SBE and the CDE. The team will also monitor and facilitate the progress of plan implementation, designing systems for collaboration and clear communication between all of California’s stakeholders and identifying areas for further work and policy development.

The July 2011 SBE item included a brief timeline of “Proposed Activities for Implementing the Common Core State Standards–California 2010–16.” The plan currently being developed will place these activities into a larger context, describing the philosophy of and strategies for the successful integration of new kindergarten through grade twelve (K–12) academic content standards into a system that extends both well before and far beyond these grade levels to support student success in college and career. The CCSS Systems Implementation Plan will be designed to evolve in response to the needs of educational practitioners and the students themselves. 
Implementation activities included in the plan will be organized using the seven guiding strategies found in Attachment 1. The CCSS IAT is facilitating the process of elaborating upon the seven guiding strategies with various stakeholders in order to gain vital feedback for the development of the plan, and the process of refining the description of work is continuing. The CDE anticipates a presentation of this proposed CCSS Systems Implementation Plan to the SBE at the January 2012 meeting. 
In the meanwhile, the CDE continues to be engaged in many activities designed to prepare the state’s educational stakeholders for full implementation of a system that supports student attainment of the CCSS, as described in Attachment 3.
SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION
September 2011: The CDE presented to the SBE the second in a series of updates on the implementation of the CCSS.

July 2011: The CDE presented to the SBE the first in a series of updates on the implementation of the CCSS.

June 2011: Governor Edmund G. Brown, Jr., SSPI Tom Torlakson, and SBE President Michael Kirst signed the memorandum of understanding for California’s participation as 

a governing state in the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC). 

California was previously a participating state in the Partnership for the Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC). 
November 2010: The CDE presented to the SBE an update on the implementation of the CCSS. This update was provided at the joint meeting between the SBE and the Commission on Teacher Credentialing (See agenda at http://www.cde.ca.gov/be/pn/pn/ctcsbeagenda08nov2010.asp). 

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS (Cont.)

August 2010: Pursuant to Senate Bill X5 1, the SBE adopted the academic content standards in English language arts and mathematics as proposed by the California Academic Content Standards Commission (ACSC); the standards include the CCSS and specific additional standards that the ACSC had deemed necessary to maintain the integrity and rigor of California’s already high standards. 

May 2009: The SSPI, the Governor of California, and the SBE President agreed to participate in the Council of Chief State School Officers and the National Governors Association Center for Best Practices initiative to develop the CCSS as part of California’s application to the federal Race to the Top grant. 

FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)
The cost of implementing the CCSS is significant, but will be offset by the improved efficiencies, benefits of shared costs with other states, and the shifting of current costs to CCSS activities. Currently, the CDE is providing professional learning support via webinars and presentations and is providing ongoing guidance to the field for transitioning to the CCSS. In addition, current efforts will be redirected to support the implementation of the CCSS, especially in the area of professional learning support. In terms of instructional materials, costs will span multiple years but will be offset by access to a national market of materials and greater price competition. Nonetheless, the implementation of new standards assessments, the development and implementation of new accountability measures, local and statewide professional learning support, the development of new curriculum frameworks, and the review and acquisition of new instructional materials will require a refocusing of efforts, shifting and infusion of new resources.

ATTACHMENT(S)
Attachment 1:
Common Core State Standards Systems Implementation Plan: Seven Guiding Strategies (1 Page)

Attachment 2:
Common Core State Standards Systems Implementation Plan PowerPoint Presentation (6 Pages)

Attachment 3:
Programmatic Highlights (3 Pages)

Attachment 4:
Common Core State Standards Systems Implementation-Legislative Update (2 Pages)
Attachment 5: 
Implementing Common Core State Standards-Related Legislation 
(2 Pages)
Attachment 6: 
August 23, 2011 Common Core State Standards and Assessment Transition Planning Meeting: Summary of Outcome (4 Pages)
ATTACHMENT(S) (Cont.)
Attachment 7:
California Department of Education SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC) English Language Arts (ELA) and Mathematics Content Specifications Survey Feedback Reviews Summary will be provided as an item addendum.
Common Core State Standards Systems Implementation Plan

Seven Guiding Strategies
These strategies describe the major areas of work needed to implement a system that supports student attainment of the Common Core State Standards (CCSS). Implementation activities included in the California Department of Education’s forthcoming plan will be organized into these seven areas.
1. Facilitate high quality professional learning opportunities for educators to ensure that every student has access to teachers who are prepared to teach to the levels of rigor and depth required by the CCSS
2. Provide CCSS-aligned instructional resources designed to meet the diverse needs of all students

3. Develop and transition to CCSS-aligned assessment systems to inform instruction, establish priorities for professional learning, and provide tools for accountability

4. Collaborate with parents, guardians, and the early childhood and extended learning communities to integrate the CCSS into programs and activities beyond the K-12 school setting

5. Collaborate with the postsecondary and business communities to ensure that all students are prepared for success in college and career

6. Seek, create, and disseminate resources to support stakeholders as CCSS systems implementation moves forward
7. Design and establish systems of effective communication among stakeholders to continuously identify areas of need and disseminate information
Programmatic Highlights

The following list highlights current California Department of Education (CDE) activities regarding Common Core State Standards (CCSS) systems implementation.
Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources

· The Review of Supplemental Instructional Materials is currently in the first phase wherein CDE Education Programs Consultants are reviewing the standards maps and adopted materials of participating publishers for alignment to the CCSS. The CDE anticipates bringing to the State Board of Education (SBE) at the January 2012 meeting, the proposed evaluation criteria for the supplemental materials to be submitted by publishers of both adopted and non-adopted materials, as is required by EC Section 60605.86 established by the passage of SB 140. Additional information is available on the CDE’s Superintendent’s Supplemental Materials Review Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/cr/cf/suptsupmatreview.asp.

· AB 250 (2011, Brownley), recently signed by the Governor, requires the SBE to adopt a new CCSS-based mathematics framework by May 30, 2013, and a new framework in language arts by May 30, 2014. Attachment 5 provides a timeline of activities and items the CDE will bring to the SBE for consideration. 

English Learner Support

· Assembly Bill 124 (2011, Fuentes), recently signed by the Governor, calls for the State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) to consult a group of English Language Development (ELD) experts and to update, revise, and align the ELD standards to California’s newly-adopted CCSS English-language Arts (ELA) standards. The law requires the SSPI to present the recommended new ELD standards on or before August 31, 2012, and the SBE to adopt, reject, or revise the proposed ELD standards by September 30, 2012.

Professional Learning Support

· The Professional Learning Support Division (PLSD) has been researching nationwide and statewide resources for supporting teachers in transitioning to the CCSS in ELA and Mathematics. Using feedback from stakeholders at the 
August 23, 2011, Common Core State Standards Transition meeting, the PLSD is creating guidelines for professional development modules to best serve California teachers. The professional learning modules will be based on the Learning Forward (formerly National Staff Development) standards and California Standards for the Teaching Profession.  

· The PLSD has also repurposed the CDE Professional Development Web page to house training opportunities sponsored by the County Offices of Education (COE), Local Educational Agencies (LEA), institutes of higher education (IHE), and SBE approved providers, as well as other not-for-profit agencies. COEs, LEAs, the CDE, IHEs, SBE approved providers, and other not-for-profit agencies will be able to input their professional development opportunities into the statewide professional development Web page. This newly repurposed Web page will assist teachers to locate professional learning opportunities for transitioning to the CCSS.
· AB 250 requires the SSPI to collaborate with many stakeholders, including teachers, to develop guidelines for a series of professional learning modules. These modules will be based upon the California Standards for the Teaching Profession and the National Staff Development Council's standards for professional development to deepen the understanding of teachers and principals on various topics including the CCSS and strategies to support the learning of pupils, including English learners, pupils with disabilities, and underperforming pupils.   

Career and College Transition

· SSPI Tom Torlakson convened the California Education Round Table (Round Table) on October 6, 2011. This informal association is comprised of the chief executives of the CDE, the University of California, the California State University, the California Community Colleges, and the Association of Independent California Colleges and Universities. SBE President Michael Kirst was invited to attend and participate in this meeting. The agenda for the meeting included an update on the status of the CCSS and the next-generation, standards-based assessments. In addition, during mid-October 2011, the CDE conducted extended individual briefings on the same topic for the senior leadership of each of the segments.

Assessment Development and Administration

· On August 23, 2011, stakeholders across the state representing advocacy groups, local educational agencies, superintendents, teachers, parent organizations, legislative committees, business organizations, and other stakeholders were invited to discuss the CDE's implementation activities. Approximately 100 participants attended the CCSS and Assessment Transition Planning Meeting held in Sacramento, California. Participants were divided into five working groups and engaged in facilitated discussions on the design of transition plans for the CCSS and the new assessment system. Each group focused on the same areas: curriculum and instructional materials, professional learning and teacher preparation, and assessment. The discussion outlined three key areas that CDE should focus on including creating an implementation plan with specific steps, developing a comprehensive communication plan that incorporates a variety of strategies designed to target the information needs of stakeholder groups, and determining multi-faceted strategies for identifying and addressing equity issues throughout the state. Additional stakeholder meetings are anticipated over the next three years. The summary of the outcomes of this meeting is provided as Attachment 6. 
· The annual Assessment and Accountability Information meetings were held on September 27, 2011, in Sacramento and October 4, 2011, in Ontario, California. The agenda included an update on the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC) by Tony Alpert, SBAC Chief Operating Officer, at the meeting in Sacramento and by Joe Willhoft, SBAC Executive Director, at the meeting in Ontario. The archived webcasts and presentations will be listed on the CDE Web page at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/sa/infomeeting.asp. 
· In August and September 2011, approximately 15 experts from our CDE SBAC work groups reviewed and offered feedback on the SBAC Draft English Language Arts (ELA) and Literacy and Mathematics Content Specifications. Attachment 7 will provide a summary of the CDE Content Specifications Survey Feedback Reviews.
· AB 250 (2011, Brownley), requires the SSPI to develop recommendations for the reauthorization of the statewide pupil assessment program which includes a plan for transitioning to a system of high-quality assessments. The CDE must consult with stakeholder groups in developing recommendations that will be reported to the fiscal and appropriate policy committees of both houses of the legislature on or before November 1, 2012. The bill extends the Standardized Testing and Reporting Program by one additional year to become inoperative on July 1, 2014, and would repeal the act as of January 1, 2015. Attachment 5 provides a timeline of activities and items the CDE will bring to the SBE for consideration.

Improvement and Accountability

· As part of CDE's work to support districts as they initiate implementation of the CCSS, CDE staff, in collaboration with others, are reviewing and will be updating our current program self-evaluation tools. These include the Academic Program Survey of Essential Program Components for Instruction at the school level, the District Assistance Survey, which assesses district support of the Components at the district level and associated instruments for support of English Learners and Students with Disabilities. All four of these instruments are currently required of districts in Program Improvement. However, over time, we will update and/or replace these instruments with district and school self-evaluation tools as needed to support CCSS implementation.
Common Core State Standards System Implementation Legislative Update

This legislative update highlights bills that affect Common Core State Standards (CCSS) systems implementation. Inclusion in this list does not constitute a State Board of Education or California Department of Education position for the legislation unless specifically noted. 

State Superintendent of Public Instruction Sponsored Bills
AB 124 (Fuentes) – English Language Content Standards

This State Superintendent of Public Instruction (SSPI) co-sponsored legislation establishes the English Language Development Standards Advisory Committee responsible for updating, revising, and aligning the English Language Development (ELD) standards with the common core English-language arts academic content standards recently approved by the SBE. In addition, AB 124 requires the SBE to either adopt or reject the revised ELD standards by September 30, 2012, and include teachers and administrators with expertise in instructing English learners in the membership of the committee.

AB 124 was signed by the Governor on October 8th, 2011, and was chaptered by the Secretary of State as Chapter Number 605, Statutes of 2011.

AB 250 (Brownley) – Curriculum Frameworks

This SSPI-sponsored legislation establishes a process to begin implementation of the common core academic content standards through the development of curriculum frameworks and professional development aligned with the common core 
English-language arts and mathematics standards.

The bill requires the SBE to adopt a new CCSS-based mathematics framework by 
May 30th, 2013, and a new framework in English-language arts by May 30, 2014. 
This bill extends the operative date of the state’s assessment system by one 
year – from July 2013 to July 2014 – continuing the existing Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) assessment system until July 2014, and gives the Legislature the opportunity to examine common assessment initiatives. This bill requires the SSPI, by November 1, 2012, to make recommendations to the fiscal and appropriate policy committees of both houses of the Legislature in consultation with the SBE and a wide range of stakeholders regarding a plan for transitioning to a system of high-quality assessments that are aligned to CCSS and provides a definition of high-quality assessments.

AB 250 was signed by the Governor on October 8th, 2011, and was chaptered by the Secretary of State as Chapter 608, Statutes of 2011.

Other Bills of Interest to the State Board of Education

AB 1246 (Brownley) – Instructional Materials 

This legislative vehicle is planned for a two-year bill on instructional materials adoption.

AB 1246 is currently in the Assembly Education Committee, designated as a two-year bill for the 2012 legislative session.

SB 140 (Lowenthal) – Instructional Materials

This bill requires the CDE, on a one time basis, to develop a list, on or before

July 1, 2012, of supplemental instructional materials (SIMs) for use in kindergarten through seventh grade that are aligned with California’s common core academic content standards in mathematics, and for use in kindergarten through eighth grade that are aligned with California’s common core academic content standards in English-language arts. It also requires the SBE to approve or reject the list of SIMs developed by the CDE by September 30, 2012. This measure ensures that SIMs provide a bridge between the common core academic content standards and the instructional materials currently being used by local educational agencies. 

The SSPI had a “Support” position on this bill.

SB 140 was signed by the Governor on October 8th, 2011, and was chaptered by the Secretary of State as Chapter 623, Statutes of 2011.
Implementing Common Core State Standards-Related Legislation
The following is additional detail on the timeline and specific steps for implementing Senate Bill 140 and Assembly Bill 250.
SENATE BILL 140
	Supplemental Instructional Materials Review Process

	CDE staff reviews publisher-submitted standards maps for existing state-adopted instructional materials programs

	Recruitment of reviewers

	SBE approval of evaluation criteria for the review

	SBE approves reviewers

	Publishers submit supplemental instructional materials

	Reviewer training

	Independent review of submitted instructional materials

	Reviewer deliberations

	Public meeting to receive comment

	State Superintendent of Public Instruction reports on supplemental instructional materials

	SBE acts on materials


ASSEMBLY BILL 250

Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources Division
	Date
	Curriculum Frameworks Timeline: Mathematics

	2012
	SBE approves plan, timeline, Curriculum Framework and Evaluation Criteria Committee (CFCC) application

	2012
	4 focus groups of educators held to solicit input on revision of the framework

	2012
	SBE appoints CFCC, approves guidance

	2012–13
	CFCC work: 6 meetings

	2013
	Two required 60-day public reviews

	2013
	SBE action


	Date
	Curriculum Frameworks Timeline: English Language Arts

	2012
	SBE approves plan, timeline, CFCC application

	2012
	4 focus groups of educators held to solicit input on revision of the framework

	2012
	SBE appoints CFCC, approves guidance

	2013
	CFCC work: 6 meetings

	2013–14
	Two required 60-day public reviews

	2014
	SBE action


Professional Learning Support Division
	Date
	Professional Learning

	2012
	Compile a list of existing state and national professional learning activities

	2012
	Refine existing professional learning site to better communicate activities aimed at the transition to CCSS

	2012
	Conduct needs assessment of field to determine professional learning needs

	2012
	Develop priorities for professional learning needs to implement CCSS

	2012
	Establish design team to develop guidelines for PD modules based on Learning Forwards Standards for Professional Development and CSTPs

	2012
	Develop first set of modules (4-6)

	2012–13
	Conduct evaluation of effectiveness of modules


	Date
	Teacher Preparation

	2012
	Review teacher preparation requirements for each certificate by CTC

	2013
	Review Teacher Performance Expectations by CTC

	2013–14
	Translate new requirements to Teacher Preparation Program Requirements for implementation

	2013–14
	Review the BTSA Induction process for possible inclusion of new ideas related to the CCSS


Assessment Development and Administration Division
	Date
	Assessment Transition Plan

	2012
	Stakeholder meetings completed

	2012
	Draft report to SBE for final input

	2012
	Report due to Legislature on November 1, 2012

	2013
	Contractor begins work for final 2014 Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program test administration 


August 23, 2011 Common Core State Standards and Assessment 

Transition Planning Meeting: Summary of Outcomes
Introduction
On behalf of State Superintendent of Public Instruction Tom Torlakson and the State Board of Education (SBE) President Michael Kirst, a Common Core State Standards (CCSS) and Assessment Transition Planning Meeting was held on August 23, 2011, in Sacramento, California.

The purpose of this meeting was to work with stakeholders from across the state to contribute to the development of a transition plan for implementing the CCSS and moving into a new set of state assessments. The CCSS and Assessment Transition Planning Meeting included an update on the CCSS and an overview of the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC). There were approximately 100 participants, which included a diverse population representative of teachers, district administrators, site administrators, county superintendents, governmental affairs and State Board of Education staff/members, Regional Assessment Network members from county offices of education, Technical Advisory Group (TAG) members, Technical Design Group (TDG) members, organization representatives, and California Department of Education (CDE) staff. The goal was to use the input generated at this meeting to help in the formulation of a transition plan. Below is a summary of the findings from all representative groups.

Summary of Key Points
Participants were divided into five working groups and engaged in facilitated discussions on three key areas: curriculum and instructional materials, professional learning and teacher preparation, and assessment. Feedback was elicited to identify resources local educational agencies (LEAs) need to move forward in the transition and suggestions for improving communications to stakeholders. 
Curriculum and Instructional Materials
The need for a transition plan with specific implementation steps, a calendar for implementation activities, and annual goals was expressed by all the groups. An ideal plan would specify key responsibilities for the CDE and the field. In addition, putting a statewide evaluation system in place would ensure equity in the transition implementation.
Also identified was the need for a central repository or system to house and make available materials, supplemental materials, updates, and other information related to the Common Core implementation. Most groups felt that more flexibility in the selection process was essential as local LEAs start looking at materials and supplementary materials for implementing the Common Core. 

The development of a communication plan designed to meet the information needs of all stakeholder groups (i.e., teachers, administrators, school boards, parents, community leaders, and business/industry) was emphasized. Most groups pointed to the use of county offices of education and other on-the-ground organizations to extend communications in the field. The need for translations of all communications for parents, Listservs, Webinars, and similar types of venues for dialogue, in addition to the CDE Web site, also was noted. The groups emphasized that it would be beneficial if the CDE Web site was more user-friendly (easier to navigate).

Funding for materials, equipment, training, and other resources required of LEAs to implement the CCSS was identified as a major concern.

Professional Learning and Teacher Preparation
The need to provide teachers with forums to share instructional practices and have grade level discussions with colleagues in their schools, within their districts, and across regions was emphasized. Multiple vehicles for communications and dialogue for professional learning were also identified, including Webinars, Listservs, phone trees, and social media strategies (Twitter and Facebook). The establishment of a clearing house for LEAs to share training materials for professional learning also was mentioned.

Having professional learning modules highlighting key instructional practices (with modeling) to support teachers in their implementation of the CCSS in their classrooms was suggested. Identified topics to address in the modules could include basic information about the CCSS, differences between the current standards and the CCSS, the implementation stepping stones for teachers, the alignment to college and career readiness, mathematics content, and the complexities of the literary focus on non-fictional, and technical writing.

In addition, the use of professional training programs currently in place (i.e., Beginning Teacher Support and Assessment [BTSA], teacher induction programs, and subject matter projects) to help LEAs provide professional learning and teacher preparation activities for the CCSS implementation was suggested. Identifying what colleges and universities are doing in this regard also was noted. In addition, some groups identified the need for support for teachers of English learners and students with special needs. 

Assessments
A need for the development of some type of field implementation work plan that specifies the goals to be accomplished annually by LEAs and specific steps for reaching the 2014 implementation goal was outlined. A quarterly report to highlight what has been accomplished and what still needs to be done would be beneficial. Up-to-date information about computer adaptive testing with examples of this testing format could be included in the reports, for explicit details about the assessments are essential for teachers. In addition, the CDE and SBAC could identify current research work from a variety of resources (e.g., corporations, LEAs, assessment experts) that could be used to address various issues related to the new assessment system. 

The need to communicate key components of the Standardized Testing and Reporting (STAR) Program reauthorization to the field, including what will be different and what will remain the same, was emphasized. Groups also noted that a description of all the test components of the new assessment system and how this system relates to the reauthorized STAR Program is important. It would be beneficial if this information included a cross walk of what will change, including the connection with the California High School Exit Examination (CAHSEE) and the Early Assessment Program (EAP).

Overall, there is confusion, and/or lack of knowledge in the field about the different test components in the SBAC system (i.e., summative, formative, and interim tests). Communication and clarification on all aspects of the next assessment system would be useful for the field. 

There are many concerns and questions about computer adaptive testing and the need for equipment, materials, information, and training. The equity issue related to differing levels of technology available in schools to address this testing format also was discussed. In addition, budgetary concerns for LEAs were noted with an expressed need for multi-year projections of the equipment and materials that will be required to implement the new assessments. 

Conclusion
Suggested actions that encompass all the feedback from curriculum and instructional materials, professional learning and teacher preparation, and assessment breakout sessions are outlined as follows: 

An implementation plan with specific steps for transitioning to the CCSS and the new assessment system statewide would be valuable to the field. It would help if the plan outlined the roles and responsibilities for the CDE and LEAs, and identified steps for implementation of the CCSS, the new assessment system, and professional learning and teacher training. Key components of the plan could include annual goals, identified implementation activities, and a calendar of key events. Classroom teachers ought to be brought into each facet of the planning and implementation process.

The development of a communication plan that incorporates a variety of strategies, designed to target the information needs of stakeholder groups would be advantageous. Targeted audiences could include but not be limited to teachers, administrators, school boards, parents, community leaders, business/industry, institutions of high learning, and state education organizations. Communication strategies could utilize various forums and technologies for providing ongoing communication, including the CDE Web site, Listservs, Webinars, e-mail, social media, and other venues for open dialogue. Communication and clarification about all aspects of the new assessment system, including the reauthorization of the STAR Program, should be a high priority.

Multi-faceted strategies for identifying and addressing equity issues throughout the state could be incorporated into all facets of implementation, planning, and communication. A primary issue to be addressed is the differing levels of technology and equipment currently available in schools, which will be needed tor computer adaptive testing and reporting. Another issue is the specialized training needed for teachers in low income schools to ensure they are able to provide appropriate instruction for the higher level skills incorporated in the CCSS. 
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