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State Board Policy SC0OS-012

State Board Policy SCOS-012

e NCDPI facilitates the review of each set of content standards every
five-to-seven years to ensure clear, relevant standards and objectives.
e NCDPI uses a uniform and formalized system built on four guiding principles:
o Feedback-based
Research-informed < YA Revision
Improvement-oriented Review

o O O

Process-driven

Implementation
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Standards

North Carolina Standard

Course of Study
K-12 English Language Arts
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Curriculum

=

Texts
Lesson Plans
Activities
Tasks
Classroom Assessments




Reading (Literature, Informational,
and Reading Foundational Skills),
Writing, Speaking & Listening, and Strand
Language
Collaboration and Communication, CIUSter CIUSter
etc.
Anchor Anchor Anchor Anchor
R-1-R.10, W.1-W.6, SL.1-5L.5, L.1-1.6 Standard Standard Standard Standard

Phonics and Word Recognition,
Knowledge of Language,

Grade-Level Grade-Level Grade-Level Grade-Level
RLK.1-RL11-12.1, etc. Standards Standards Standards Standards
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Grade-Level Standards & Texts
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Review Phase Timeline

July - September
2023

Standards Research
& Legislation Review

Surveys Released
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October - November
2023

Focus Groups
& Interviews
Completed

Surveys Closed

December - January
2023-2024

DRC Selected & Work
Began

February - March
2024

DRC Work
Completed




Page 3 - General Demographics

L3.1
L32
SBE Regional Map L L33
L34
L35
L3.6
RF.3.5
RF  RF34
u RF.3.2
RI.3.1
RI.3.2
RI.3.4
RI.3.5
RI.3.9
Rl Ri3e
RI.3.7
RI.3.10
RI3.3
RI3.8
Please select your State Board Region: *
RL3.1
RL.3.4
Northeast - RL.3.3
RL.3.6
RL  RL37
RL.3.10
RL.3.2
Please choose the type of Public School Unit (PSU) that you are most closely RL39
associated. RL35
O Charter SL3.4
SL.3.3 pmmm
oL (LEA) - County or SL  SL3.2
SL.3.1 je—
(] SL.3.5 =
Please select your District/Charter School * wg '3‘ —-
W W35 j—
Choose - W.3.6 -—
W.3.2 me—
W.3.1 i—
Please select your role from the lst below * o 20 40 60 80 100
" | Remove Il Change Keep
I 2 2 M Focus Group 1:
, Region Northeast
Locaion: Virtual i
Date/Time [
Number of PSUS 1 Aoté.Taking Form:
a e O e r e S p O l I S e S Number of Parcpants |2 b — Lok
EoeNat() L] Comments o Afewe
« Domair
Agenda: 3-hour session o
o
Topic Interview 9: NC Organization
Welcome and Purpose ol Partcipants Role Reading Lea
Location (Vitual ?
nvoductons . RLSS R [V Guestor - = 7 e,
ODIxdihre
F— « RIGSI 9c61-10bb-4{ Comments « RL6- specifically RL.2.6 - the use of the phrase “point of view” can be very confusing for
S %226042( teachers - do we need o clearly arlculate how o do that i earfer grades before this standard?
o Studen
 asil (T Octobiar 124 « RF.2- handwiiting - do we need to clariy the type of handwriting - D'Nealian - or is it up to the
Gl Aamements Faciltator(s) Dr. Stacy Da teacher and are we okay with that?
. Lase —
ot » Language Continuum - covers a lot of information - within the standards - can we separate the
¢ Agenda: 1-hour session columns so that each teacher can access them easier
Questions = =
o RIT2¢ jIopig Lt « RL.3.6 - not clearly articulated - what does this look like? Standard states distinguish from their
. RIGTY Welcome and Purpose | o Provid oW point of view - 1 am assuming that s the student - | think that is unclear.
. o Provid
& vl o Inirodt  Faciltator: Would you say that the lack of clarty has to do with the idea of POV?
—— for stud Process. o Explail
+ Empnt  Ithink that it plays a role - and what do we mean by their own POV - their opinion - just
| asano wondering if what we are teaching is actually matching the standard?
. . . "
Queetions kel | « The others are dlear and concise enough - n terms of the language.
OCUS Grou articipants nterviewees Gen | Do i v i
+ ot Please provide examples and/or explain.

Comments. « R1.9-12.8 - room for bias and discrimination because who decides which documentis influential
andfor significant - some of the teachers' own biases may create an issue. Maybe not the
standard itself, but the language may leave room for it

 RI11-12.9 - are we asking students to reference both or ignore one or the ofher because of the
“or"inthe standard, and does that cause bias? Because there we did state specific text to use,
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Data Review
Committee
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Convene Selection Committee
Internal agency members

Blind Selection
Review applications against
selection criteria; LETRS for K-5

Final Selection
Select final members; call
references

Confirm DRC
Accepted DRC notified



Strand Standard Objective Rosponses Keep Change Remove Change Or Comments commentl  commen2  commentd  commenid  comments  commenis  commen?  comments  commenty  commentld
Remove
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Demonsirat understandingof spoken words, sylables, and sounds

(phanermes
. Rocogeize and poduce hyming words.

b Count. pronounce, biand, and segment sylaies in spoken words.
o and s e an s of Syt soke

& leiato ang ronuncs o it it s an i sunce

(phonemes) i e phoname (consonari-vows-consonan,or CVC)

o, (T oo o e CVCS s i, .o )

o A or ubstut individusl sounds (phanemes) i sl

o s ool

REKA RFK o m om0 a 37 -Spocily hgh rrEach loworcase Specty sight wo Should thee be remove ¢ 294w B
Koo and 2o sradesoel shoicsand word s sl s this focusi ‘A Use daco

2
2
g
H
3
&
3
£
s
3
3
-3

onstralsbasic knowledgo of one-Lo-one lte-sound
pondances by producng he primary sound o many of e most

& Dt e sty sl i by cting o
of e loters tat i

REKS  RFKS o s m 3 s 27 W el shoud decodable text_caiy emargent Ad the ward Students read er
Read emorgont
Rk RLKT W w w2 g Tz 5 Viording sugges 1 dont ik mos
i rompingad ipor ke uesons s ey
e na o
k2 o s 9 o o s Dot
m. prumplmw and suspor et famifar stoie,incluing key
dot
RLK3 RLK3 @ = 8 o 0 7 Possiol wordng
Wit prommping and suppor ety charactors, setings, and major
avents in story.
RLK4 R o e w1 A 0 g Possibi wordn The language o
it proepting vt mppot, ek e s cmtons s e
ina text that suggest felings o appeal o the sensos
RKs R o & =2 n @ 2 "
Recogrizs common types oftxt.
RLKS  RLKS o w5 s " 7 combineRLKS
1 romtig s ot e e ko b s snd
Hsrator i tling
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I Explore Data & Research

Data Review Committee Recommendations.

Conclusion Related Data Sources Related Trends
Grades K-2

pEn Zcies et s reeds minoy - |QUANT A8 Data: 41105 eepondants ecommended changiphremoving stendand | Beck f Basoa Houea B 146 tquires stdenéafobe wit <
‘with legible handwriting (manuscript revisions --add cursive to 2nd grade too (3) th grade Grades K-2 Overall Themes
and cursive). —clarify (2) (ie. Subjective; is the legibilty of handwriting more important or the mlps Jhwww.ncleg gov/BillLookup/2013/146 Across strands, we identified a number of themes in partners' responses/feedback to the K-2
content?, standards. Prominent themes included:
—move cursive to:4th/grade‘or remova entirely (14) A. Requests for more clarity and examples regarding what the standards are calling for
~-ensure legibility before this grade level (8) - students to know and be able to do. For example, sometimes the wording of standards
two separate parts one in manuscript and one in cursive (1) é
e a r n O W O e a e a a i ssprate Vas e s bong o and e woro et o
simplify wording. At other times, respondents noted that additional information was
QUANT PSU Data: 22/89 respondants recommended changing/removing standard needed in order for practitioners to implement the standards as intended (e.g.,

clarifying the mearing of a sustained period of time").

8 nment to current terac
research, This was especially the case for both foundational skills and comprehension

RFA.2 Create readable documents | needs minor ~ QUANT A-S Data: 46/96 respondants recommended changing/removing standard  QUANT A-S Data: standards for kindergarten, though the theme was present across grade levels. Often,

through legible handwriting revisions ~change handwriting to typing skils (2) BTt or

(cursive). QUANT PSU Data: 34173 respondants recommended changing removing standard  ~remove cursive (2) respondents made references tn 1 ETRS or *Sclence of Reading; and our iceim has

~change word worked to provide conne
et g hadits s T o Requests for more specifiity about the types and features of instructional texts
relevant to particular standards. An example of a frequent request for specificity about

QUANT PSU Data:

~-focus on legible print or cursive (5) text was related to the type and/or features of text for instruction (e.g., “appropriate
~-clarify expectations for cursive at this grade (1) complexity,” “grade-level text complexity,” “on-level text," “emergent reader texts,”
~-not relevant with digital tools (1)

s to current research.

g to" legible print, cursive or typing"(3)

o

~focus on efiiciency, automaticity, and legibility (1) L
Back to Basics House Bill 146 requires students to be writir Below, we outline K-2 standards across strands that various sources of evidence indicate |
5th grade need minor and/or major revisions when revising the standards. In what follows, we name
hitps://www.ncleg.qov/BillL ookup/2013/h146 each of these standards and briefly describe the recommended changes and supporting
evidence. Standards that need major revisions are highlighted in red. Standards that need
Oklahoma standards equivalent: Provides cursive as an opt TrevamnsEE gyl
RF.5.2 Create readable documents needs minor -~ QUANT A-S DATA: 51% respondants recommended changing/removing standard QUANT A-S DATA:
through legible handwriting revisions ) — Remove cursive and focus on manuscript (8) READING STANDARDS
(cursive). QUANT PSU DATA: 21% respondants recommended changing/removing standard - Remove (2) Rt Fomiatton Stassiiiiis
‘ O m p e t e D a t a R e p O r - ke manusrpt dong i cushe () Bevar) o foncacard vt acuros fsidacce, v of the R Foundtiona S
__ Explain what type of documents (1) Standards across K-2 grade levels need revision. These include RF.4 and RF.5.
QUANT PSU DATA: RF.K.4, RF.1.4, and RF.2.4
-- Remove cursive (5) The data suggest that it would be helpful to provide more specific information about each of

Move to writing standards (1)
Remove (should already be mastered before th grade) (:
-~ Add "print" or "cursive or print” (2)

the specific sound-spelling patterns to teach at each grade level. The data also indicate that it
would be helpful to provide more clarity around the components of these standards related to

_ Explain what type of documents (1) “high-frequency words." Clearly defining *high-frequency words,” providing a specific number
of high-frequency words, and/or identifying a specific lst of high-frequency words would help
Oklahoma standards equiavelent: Provides cursive as an praciitioners better understand how to address this standard. Other sets of recently revised

5.8.W Students will write independently using print, cursive,
of time, choosing modes and genres to suit their audience a

Back to Basics House Bill 146 requires students to be writir 51
5th grade
https://www.ncleg.gov/BillLookup/2013/146
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Data Review Committee Findings &
Recommendations

J Align to current literacy B More explicit language for B More specificity on the

research what students are expected types, features, and

to know and be able to do structures of texts relevant

to particular standards

B Separate singular complex B Revisit the writing standards ] Integrate language standards

standards into separate into other strands

distinct standards
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Tentative Revision Phase Timeline

April - May June - Aug Sept - Dec Jan - Feb
2024 2024 2024 2025
Open Standards Draft 1 Complete Draft 2 Draft 3
Writing Team Completed Completed
(SWT)

Draft 1 Released

Application for Feedback

Draft 2 Released

for Feedback
SWT Selection
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