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TOP 5 THINGS YOU NEED TO 
KNOW ABOUT THE COMMON 
CORE STATE STANDARDS 

Gretchen Muller, CMC North President 

Alameda-Contra Costa County Math Educators 
January 22, 2011 

DEVELOPED BY THE STATES AND 
NOT THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

  Initially 48 states and three 
territories signed on 

  As of November 29, 2010, 42 states 
have officially adopted 

  Final Standards released June 2, 
2010, at www.corestandards.org 

  Adoption required for Race to the 
Top funds 

CALIFORNIA HAS NEW STANDARDS 

 Mathematics and English-Language 
Arts Standards adopted August 2, 
2010 

 Modified by the Academic Content 
Standards Commission during a 
public process in June and July 
2010. 
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CHARACTERISTICS 

  Fewer and more rigorous. 

  Aligned with college and career 
expectations 

  Internationally benchmarked 

  Rigorous content and application of 
higher-order skills. 

  Builds on strengths and lessons of 
current state standards. 

  Research based 

INTENT 

  The same goals for all students  

  Coherence 

  Focus 

  Clarity and Specificity 

MATHEMATICAL STANDARDS OF 
PRACTICE 

1.  Make sense of problems and 
persevere in solving them. 

2.  Reason abstractly and 
quantitatively. 

3.  Construct viable arguments and 
critique the reasoning of others. 

4.  Model with mathematics. 

5.  Use appropriate tools strategically. 

6.  Attend to precision. 

7.  Look for and make use of structure. 

8.  Look for and express regularity in 
repeated reasoning.  
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NEW COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT 
SYSTEMS 

 Two assessment consortia 
 Partnership for the Assessment of 

Readiness for College and Careers 
(PARCC)   

 SMARTER Balanced Assessment 
Consortium  

 Designed to replace individual state 
tests in ELA and mathematics. 

 Usher in a new and different approach  
to assessment design. 

FOUR BASIC PRINCIPLES 

 Assessments are common across states 
and aligned to the CCSS 

 Students take “performance-based” 
assessments for accountability 

 The assessment systems are “computer-
based” for more sophisticated design and 
quick, reliable scoring. 

 Transparent reporting systems drive 
effective decision-making. 

STATUS PARCC SMARTER 
Governing 
States 

AZ, AR, DC, 
FL, GA, IL, 
IN, LA, MD, 
MA, NY, RI, 
TN 

CT, HI, ID, KS, 
ME, MO, MS, 
MT, NV, NW, 
NC, OR, UT, VT, 
WA, WV, WI 

Participating 
or Advisory 
States 

AL, CA, CO, 
DE, KY, MS, 
NJ, ND, OH, 
OK, PA, SC 

AL, CO, DE, IA, 
KY, NH, NJ, 
ND, OH, OK PA, 
SC, SD, WY 

Project 
Management 

Achieve, Inc. WestEd 

PARCC 

 Biggest difference between PARCC 
and SMARTER is their approach to 
assessment for accountability. 

 PARCC is using a “distributed” 
approach and SMARTER is using an 
end-of-year approach. 
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BEGINNING
OF YEAR

END
OF YEAR

DIGITAL LIBRARY of released items, formative assessments, model curriculum frameworks, curriculum resources, 
student and educator tutorials and practice tests, scoring training modules, and professional development materials 

END OF YEAR   
ASSESSMENT:

EOY

THROUGH-COURSE 
ASSESSMENT 1:
ELA-1 and M-1

THROUGH-COURSE 
ASSESSMENT 2:
ELA-2 and M-2

THROUGH-COURSE 
ASSESSMENT 3:
ELA-3 and M-3

THROUGH-COURSE 
ASSESSMENT 4:

ELA-4

25% 50% 75% 90%

Summative assessment 
for accountability

Required; not for 
accountability

The Partnership for the Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC)
English Language Arts and Mathematics: Grades 3 – 11

ASSESSMENTS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

 All Grades 3 – 11 
 Both ELA and mathematics 
 End-of-Year (90%) 
 3 through-course assessments during 

the year (25%, 50%, 75%) 

STRANDS OF MATHEMATICAL 
PROFICIENCY 

From Adding It Up 

TIMELINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION 
Year CCSS/STANDARDS PARCC/ASSESSMENT 

2010 – 2011 • SBE approves plan, timeline, 
and CFCC application 
• Framework focus groups 
• CFCC member recruitment 

• CCSS content analysis 
• Blueprint and item 
development 
• Draft accommodations manual 
for ELL and special needs 
students 

2011 – 2012 • CFCC members appointed 
• CFCC develops new 
framework 

• Implementation framework 
development 
• Pilot testing of select 
components 

2012 – 2013 • Framework review and 
adoption 

• Field testing 
• Alignment review 

2013 – 2014 • Instructional materials 
adoption process 

• Field testing 
• Finalize accommodations 
manual 

2014 – 2015 • Instructional materials 
adopted 

• Full implementation 
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SUPPORT FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION 
 Joint Task Force Recommendations: 

  Develop resources to expand on and clarify the meaning 
and instructional implications of CCSS for different 
audiences 

  Develop capacity at all levels to effectively implement 
the CCSS 

  Prepare and support PK-16 mathematical educators and 
administrators to implement quality mathematics 
programs 

  Support the development of high quality formative, 
diagnostic, and summative assessments aligned with 
CCSS 

  Promote and disseminate research related to CCSS 
  Establish governance and advisory structures to 

monitor and support the implementation of the CCSS 

QUESTIONS/ISSUES 

 Funding 
 Legislation   
 School technology infrastructure 
 PD 
 Common Curriculum 

NEXT STEPS 

 Take time to look at the standards. 
 Implement a truly balanced math 

program as this will support the 
mathematical practices. 

 Continue to use quality assessments 
to inform and drive effective 
instruction. 

 Provide opportunities for teachers to 
collaborate and plan. 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
 California Mathematics Council 

www.cmc-math.org 
 NCTM: CCSSM_Overview120210.v2.ppt 

www.nctm.org 
 Aspen Institute: Assessment 2.0: “Next-

Generation” Comprehensive Assessment 
Systems www.aspeninstitute.org   

 Common Core Standards Initiative 
www.corestandards.org 

 PARCC www.fldoe.org/parcc   
 Achieve, Inc. www.achieve.org/PARCC 
 New math competencies for incoming UC 

and CSU students: icas-ca.org     
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at
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f m
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 c
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 p
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f p
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 c
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 c
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 p
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e 

sa
m

e 
am

ou
nt

 a
s 

se
ve

n 
an

d 
th

re
e 

m
or

e,
 o

r t
he

y 
m

ay
 s

or
t a

 c
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 p
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 d
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 c
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at
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