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Tribal Land Acknowledgement
I/we acknowledge we are gathered upon the ancestral lands 
of the Seattle area’s Federally Recognized Indian Tribe – the 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe, who historically lived throughout 
the areas between the Cascade Mountains and Puget Sound, 

what is also known as the Salish Sea.
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Agenda for our time today

Overview of 
project

Project 
Process & 
Products

Next steps
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Project Overview
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Equity Statement Each student, family, and community possesses strengths and 
cultural knowledge that benefits their peers, educators, and 
schools.
Ensuring educational equity:
• Goes beyond equality; it requires education leaders to examine 

the ways current policies and practices result in disparate 
outcomes for our students of color, students living in poverty, 
students receiving special education and English Learner 
services, students who identify as LGBTQ+, and highly mobile 
student populations.

• Requires education leaders to develop an understanding of 
historical contexts; engage students, families, and community 
representatives as partners in decision-making; and actively 
dismantle systemic barriers, replacing them with policies and 
practices that ensure all students have access to the instruction 
and support they need to succeed in our schools.
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Vision All students prepared for post-secondary pathways, careers, and 
civic engagement.

Mission Transform K–12 education to a system that is centered on closing 
opportunity gaps and is characterized by high expectations for all 
students and educators. We achieve this by developing equity-
based policies and supports that empower educators, families, 
and communities.

Values • Ensuring Equity
• Collaboration and Service
• Achieving Excellence through Continuous Improvement
• Focus on the Whole Child
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Why this? Why now?
• Standards are reviewed and revised for a variety of reasons:

• New research about how students learn
• New events or updated knowledge about a content area
• Changes in the skills/knowledge employers tell us are most important
• To ensure standards are suitable for specific grade levels
• To stay current with our ever-changing technological society

• Most states review and revise their standards every 5-10 years.
• It has been 10–12 years since our ELA, math, and science 

standards have been revisited.
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Why OSPI?
• OSPI is directed by the Legislature (RCW 28A.655.070) to:

(a) Periodically revise the state learning standards, as needed, based on 
the student learning goals in RCW 28A.150.210…

(b) Review and prioritize the state learning standards and identify, with clear and 
concise descriptions, the grade level content expectations to be assessed on the 
statewide student assessment and used for state or federal accountability purposes. 
The review, prioritization, and identification shall result in more focus and targeting 
with an emphasis on depth over breadth in the number of grade level content 
expectations assessed at each grade level.
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Standards Review Project Goals
• Refine, prioritize, and clarify the existing standards. 
• Develop wraparound guidance for educators that 

clarifies opportunities for:
• Cultural responsiveness
• Universal design
• Language development
• Social emotional learning
• Cross-content integration 

• Establish a uniform process for the periodic review of 
the state learning standards.

• Develop a multi-year plan to support educators in 
learning about and using the revised learning standards 
and accompanying resources and tools. 
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Refine, prioritize, clarify…

Provide a consistent format for all standards documents

Prioritize the standards within 
the grade-level or grade-band

Identify the standards that will be 
universally taught to all students at that 
grade level or grade band across the state

Clarify the language of specific standards
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Refine, prioritize, clarify… pt 2
• Math continuing to use Common Core Mathematics Standards

• including Data Science standards
• Science continuing to use Next Generation Science Standards

• including Environment and Sustainability Education standards and 
climate science connections 

• ELA amending the Common Core ELA/Literacy Standards, and 
filling gaps

• including Media Literacy and Digital Citizenship standards
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Prioritization 
• Focus on narrowing and streamlining standards; being responsive to 

educator feedback and established district need
• Identify a universal set of standards that all students should have the 

opportunity to develop mastery; supporting all students having access and 
addressing inequities especially for highly mobile students 

• Support important interventions being provided – starting at whole class 
level

• Focus is identification of the essential learning for all students – “prioritized 
standards”

• Supporting standards will be identified to help support the development 
of student learning of the prioritized standard

• State Assessment data will not determine priority standards. Assessments 
will be adjusted, as needed, after adoption
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Wraparound guidance… 
• “Implementation Guide” or “Teaching Guide” or “???? Guide”
• Similar formatting across content areas
• Explain/unwrap/unpack the individual standards
• Add examples and other supports as needed
• Show connections to previous and future learning
• Bundle/group related standards within the content area that can 

authentically be taught together
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Wraparound guidance…
• Show opportunities for… 

• Cultural responsiveness
• Universal Design for Learning
• Language development connections
• Tribal and indigenous learning
• Social emotional learning
• Cross-content integration 

• including, but not limited to: Climate Science, and Environment and Sustainability 
Education
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Internal Project Team
• ELA, math, science content 

experts from Elementary, 
Secondary, and Assessment 
divisions 

• Bilingual Education
• Climate Science
• Dual Language Education
• Environment and 

Sustainability Education

• Media Literacy & Digital 
Citizenship

• Multilingual Education
• Office of Native Education
• Tribal Language
• Social Emotional Learning
• Special Education
• Many others
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Process and Products
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Uniform process for periodic review
• Repeat every 7-9 years? 
• Need to produce artifacts so the process is institutional 

knowledge, and publicly available knowledge
• Timelines
• Formal project plan
• Communication plan
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Stages/phases of process
Symbol Meaning

Review phase: OSPI staff gathers information (including surveys of educators, 
reviewing research and other states), drafts updates, gets feedback from educators.
Adoption phase: Standards documents available for public comment in August 2024. 
Final drafts to Superintendent in December 2024 for formal adoption.
Professional Learning and Transition phase: When educators are learning and 
digesting the new learning standards and other supporting documents.
Implementation phase: First school year when instruction delivered to students must 
be based on the new learning standards.
Statewide summative assessment: First possible school year when new learning 
standards would be on state summative assessment.
Next revision begins with a review phase.

3/15/2024 18Standards Review Project



Ti
m

el
in

e

3/15/2024 19Standards Review Project



Timeline for Math, Science, and ELA

Currently

Standards review, 
revision, and 
amendments

March

First of four teacher 
feedback events; 

approx. 90 educators

April–June

Multiple feedback 
opportunities from 
groups across the 

state

July

Final revisions

August

Public feedback 
survey

Sept.–Nov.

Final edits, finishing 
touches, translations

December

Superintendent 
adoption
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Plan to support educators
• Using feedback from various stakeholders, multiple options will 

be created to support districts, schools, and classrooms to 
implement the new standards which may include, but not be 
limited to:

• On Demand Courses or Learning
• Webinars
• Conference presentations
• Open Educational Resources
• Connections to other resources and supports
• Using existing structures, i.e., ESDs, Fellows, Regional Support Networks

3/15/2024 21Standards Review Project



And also…
• CCSS in Literacy for Spanish and ASL
• More alignment with the WIDA English Language Development 

(ELD) framework
oReading/ Writing/ Speaking/Listening will be able to be cross-walked/ 

aligned to Key Language Uses and Language Features
o Language strand can now be aligned to the proficiency level descriptors
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Products and Outcomes
Working Name Intended Use/Description Audience
WA Learning Standards 
adoption document

A streamlined, uniform presentation of the 
learning standards. Priority standards clearly 
visible.

Public, education 
community, legislators, 
etc.

Family Grade Level 
Resource Guide

Short explanations of the prioritized learning 
standards in each grade level, including how to 
foster/encourage/help at home.

Parents, families, care-
givers, public, education 
community

Teacher 
Implementation Guides

Many details to support teachers in unpacking 
and using the learning standards, with 
integration and connections across subject 
areas.

Teachers, district staff, 
other instructional staff

Crosswalk documents Identify changes from original adopted 
standards language. New version on the left, old 
version on the right with mark-up.

Teachers, district staff, 
other instructional staff, 
curriculum review staff
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Standards Review Project 243/15/2024

Template examples
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• define and describe key concepts in each strand and give 
examples when appropriate specific to the grade band
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To come later: Strand-specific Extended Glossaries:



Sample of Crosswalk Document
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Template Examples math
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Math Implementation Guide
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Template Examples: Elementary
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Template Examples: Secondary
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Science Implementation Guide

3/15/2024Standards Review Project 31



Next Steps
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Next meeting opportunities
• Series of 3 virtual meetings
• April – Review feedback revisions to the learning standards 

document, focus on feedback for implementation documents
• May – Review previous meetings feedback and updated 

documents, focus on feedback for family/caregiver guides
• June – Review previous meetings feedback and updated 

documents, focus on equity review and professional learning 
needs of educators
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Known LS Project Next Steps
• Building documents and getting feedback
• Supporting and creating professional development for 

educators around the standards with multiple opportunities 
depending on educator and district needs, using partnerships
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Contact Us
Webpage: 
https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-
success/learning-standards-
instructional-
materials/washington-state-
learning-standards-review

Please reach out to us with 
additional questions and 
thoughts:

standards.review@k12.wa.us
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Mathematics
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Purpose
• Common Core State Standards for Mathematics
• K-8

oPrioritize
oClarify and Interconnect

• High School
oYear 1 & 2 Standards
oClarify and Interconnect

• Data Science standards across grade levels – GAISE II
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Intent of Common Core Math
• Toward greater focus and coherence
• Clarity and specificity
• Stressing conceptual understanding
• Continually returning to organizing principles
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Construction of Domains
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Intent of Math Standards Review 1
• Coherence and conceptual understandings
• Clarity and multiple means of engagement, understanding
• K-8: touch-ups and back to intent
• HS:
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Intent of Math Standards Review 2
• Coherence and conceptual understandings
• Clarity and multiple means of engagement, understanding
• K-8: touch-ups and back to intent
• HS:
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High School Mathematics Standards

Defining the 3rd Credit 
of Mathematics

Ways of thinking

Seeing relevance in 
mathematics

Supporting student 
pathways

Identifying the Content 
Standards for       
Credits 1 & 2

Guided by determining 
the math that all 
students need

Slicing standards as 
necessary to focus on 
grade level content

Classifying Content 
Standards to Support 

Student Pathways
Four potential 

pathways: Calculus, 
Statistics, Quantitative 
Reasoning, Industry

Develop with 3rd credit 
definition to follow 1st

& 2nd credit content
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Role of Data Science
Standards for Mathematical Practice 
+ Inquiry
+ Content Integration
+ Age-appropriate Tech tools

• Vehicle for robust and rich math 
engagement across all grades and 
connecting math content
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Equity in math
• Within the standard language:

oK-6: "Flexibly, accurately, efficiently" instead of "fluently"

• In the Implementation Guide/Unpacking document
oClarifying standard language to increase:

 Modes of engagement
 Opportunities to demonstrate understanding
 UDL
 Language supports
 Culturally responsive pedagogy
 Content integration
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Survey Results
• Educator Survey

oPerception of too many standards
o If resources demonstrated interconnected math standards
 87.8% of respondents: moderately or very helpful

o If resources facilitated responsive and inclusive instruction
 80.4% of respondents: moderately or very helpful

• Feedback so far:
oClarifications were a revelation (in-development)
oAppreciated everything in one place
oData Science on point
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Research and 
Comparative Documents
• Student Achievement Partners (SAP)
• National Council of Teachers of Mathematics (NCTM)
• National Council of Supervisors of Mathematics (NCSM)
• Association of State Supervisors of Mathematics (ASSM)
• American Statistical Association (ASA)
• Multiple state collaborations (OR, NM, CA, NJ, KY, MN, WI)
• Arizona Progressions
• Data Science 4 Everyone
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Team Thoughts and Process
• K-8 Approach

o Follow nationally recognized, respected, and used resources to define 
prioritization

oConsistency within and across systems 
 District to district
 State to state
 Resource alignment
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Team Thoughts and Process math
• High School Approach

o Follow nationally recognized, respected, and used resources to define 
prioritization 

o Isolating standards that every student should engage within Year 1 & 2
oSpecify how bridging Algebra and Functions standards show up in Year 

1 & 2 vs. 3+
 Looking at existing work to dig into

• Launch Years, NCTM's Essential Concepts, eligible G10 assessment content
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Math Template Examples

3/15/2024

Sub-standards 
still standards. 

In Implementation docs

SMPs in each grade

Priority Standards 
indicated
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Math 2 Template Examples

3/15/2024

Sub-standards still 
standards. In 

Implementation docs

Includes standards for 
Years 1 and 2

Year 3+ standards 
dependent on a 
student's HSBP
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Implementation 
Document-Coming

3/15/2024

• Will include:
oOverview of math for given 

grade
oExpanding on SMP by domain
oClarification of the standard
oSupports for responsive 

teaching: UDL, language 
support, Since Time 
Immemorial, content 
integration, culturally 
responsive pedagogy, etc.
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Implementation Document-Coming 2
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Implementation 
Document-
Coming 3
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English Language Arts
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ELA CCSS (2011)
Structure of original CCSS

• Reading 
• Literary texts 
• Informational texts 
• Foundational skills

• Writing
• Speaking and listening 
• Language 

• Anchor standards for each strand that define what high school graduates 
should know and be able to do for post-secondary success. 

• Grade-level standards are based on the anchors, including abc’s that break 
down the “parts” of the anchors
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What informed the ELA review and revision?

Leadership: 
• include media literacy & digital citizenship

Professional organizations and resources 
• American Association of School Librarians (AASL): Standards Framework
• NCTE's Media Education in English Language Arts Position Statement
• NCTE's Position Statement on Definition of Literacy in a Digital Age
• The National Association for Media Literacy Education (NAMLE) 

resource: “Key Questions to Ask When Analyzing Media Experiences”
• Center for Educational Equity: “Preparing for Civic Responsibility in our 

Digital Age”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 1

Survey results
• address AI by updating and adding to the 

writing process standards

3/15/2024

“I wonder if we need to clarify or add to the writing process 
standards…to address the rising prevalence of AI tools that can 
influence the writing process (i.e., ChatGPT). If we can address these 
within the language of the standards, we might ensure that we are 
teaching students how to use them ethically and appropriately.”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 2

Survey results
• streamline by reorganizing categories

3/15/2024

“The high school writing standards 1-3 are listed as all separate skills 
writing for informational, argumentative, and narrative purposes; 
however, many of the subskills are repetitive listing similar items like 
“organization”, ”development of ideas”, etc. It would be potentially 
more beneficial to have an “organization” writing standard and so 
forth and then add on any uniquely argumentative writing skills like 
“counter argument.””   
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 3

Survey results
• streamline by reorganizing categories

3/15/2024

“…stop separating “informational” standards from “literature” – most of 
the standards are identical and including them as separate items is 
both redundant and overwhelming. Stop trying to distinguish between 
“central idea” and “main idea” – not only do families not understand 
the distinction, most teachers are also unclear (and to be honest, the 
point is that every piece of writing has a “point” regardless of the 
minutiae between types of writing).”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 4

Survey results
• convey perspectives to audience
• focus on storytelling

3/15/2024

“Students would benefit most from learning how to convey their 
perspectives clearly to an audience, and that is most captivating through the 
medium of storytelling. So while the concept of storytelling is hard to 
measure with scales and standardization, it is the type of ELA skill that would 
benefit the most students and transcend the digital era of robotic responses. 
The more compellingly a student can tell their story, the more likely they will 
accomplish what they want to accomplish in life…”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 5

Survey results
• critical thinking, process-oriented
• reflect great teaching already happening

3/15/2024

“I teach critical thinking and none of the standards match – in a helpful way – 
what I ask my students to know and do with critical thinking. But this is just 1 
example of how none of the standards really match – in a helpful way – what I 
(need to) ask my students to do; the standards are smart, and rigorous…but 
they are too myopic and technocratic. We need global standards that are 
process oriented and allow us to creatively measure and holistically encourage 
the development of the fundamentals of reading, writing, speaking, and 
thinking critically.”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 6

Instructional usefulness
Frameworks for Success in Postsecondary Writing (2011)
--NCTE, NWP, CWPA Habits of mind

• curiosity
• openness
• engagement
• creativity
• persistence
• responsibility
• flexibility
• metacognition

Rhetorical Knowledge
• audience
• purpose
• context
• genre

Critical Thinking

Flexible Writing 
Processes
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 7

Instructional usefulness
• more focus on writing process

A Report of the NCTE Review Team on the July 2009 Draft of 
the Common Core English Language Arts State Standards

“...accounting for writing processes presents certain technical 
difficulties for assessment. However, if these standards are meant to 
guide teachers and administrators, they must address what should 
be taught, not simply what is easy to assess.…”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 8

Instructional usefulness
• focus on literacy development within 

communities
A Report of the NCTE Review Team on the July 2009 Draft of 
the Common Core English Language Arts State Standards

“Communicative competencies, especially in writing and reading, 
are stated as if they occur in solitary situations. That vision of 
literacy ignores the importance of talk as a context for reading and 
writing and the role of others in individuals' developments of these 
skills...”
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 9

Research and scholarship in fields associated 
with ELA
• multilingual education
• media literacy and digital citizenship
• evidence-based practices in reading 
• literary studies
• linguistics
• English education
• composition studies/rhetoric
• multicultural education
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What informed the ELA review and revision? 10

Industry needs ability to listen to both sides

if it isn’t relevant and compelling to audience, it isn’t helpful

understand who you are talking to

empathy more important than eversituational awareness
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Synthesizing our findings 1
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Synthesizing our findings 1
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Revisions to strands
ELA CCSS (2011)
1. Reading

Literary Text
Informational Text
Foundational Skills

2. Writing
3. Speaking & Listening
4. Language

71

WA ELA & Literacy (2024)
1. Reading

Literary and Non-Literary Text

Foundational Skills
2. Writing
3. Speaking, Listening, & Digital Forums
4. Language
5. Research and Media Literacy



Revisions to individual standards
• Humanize the standards:
• Embed ”foundations” for media
literacy in standards in all strands:
• Emphasize process:
• Expands the already-expanding
definition of text to include: voice,
gesture, images, videos, etc. 
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Revisions to individual standards 2
Language standards are more aligned to structured literacy:

• All the pieces from CCSS are still there, but sorted by size:

• morphology and word study is all with the “word-sized pieces” 
• syntax is all with the “sentence-sized pieces”
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What you can expect to see today

3/15/2024

WA ELA & Literacy (2024)
1. Reading

Literary and Non-Literary Text

Foundational Skills
2. Writing
3. Speaking, Listening, & Digital 

Forums
4. Language
5. Research and Media Literacy

-- proof of concept anchors and 9-10

-- anchors and K-12

-- anchors and K, 1, 11-12 

-- anchors and K, 3, 7, 9-10, 11-12

-- under construction

--under construction
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Equity: Big picture priority standards 
“0” standard in each strand

3/15/2024

Priority: Writing
Students write in a variety of genres for a range of communicative 
situations, producing clear and coherent writing in which the voice, 
development, organization, and language use are appropriate to 
genre, task, purpose, and audience.
Priority: Language
Students demonstrate command of the English language and apply 
knowledge of how language functions in different contexts to make 
effective choices for meaning and style, and to comprehend more fully 
when reading, listening, or viewing.
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Grade-specific priority standards

• Additional grade-specific priority standards within each strand 
will be identified.

• Because all ELA activities support each other, and different 
students have different access points grade-level priority 
standards will not be exclusive to a single strand.

• Grade-specific priority standards will always be understood as 
they relate to the big picture “0” standard for the strand.
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And also… 2
• More alignment with the WIDA English Language Development 

(ELD) framework
oReading/ Writing/ Speaking/Listening will be able to be crosswalked/ 

aligned to Key Language Uses and Language Features
o Language strand can now be aligned to the proficiency level 

descriptors
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Standards Template ELA
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Standards Template ELA 2

strand
Big picture priority

category

grade
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3/15/2024

• define and describe key concepts in each strand and give 
examples when appropriate specific to the grade band

Standards Review Project 80

To come later: Strand-specific Extended Glossaries: 2
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Science
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Purpose science
• Support equitable access to elementary science for every 

student, especially students historically underserved in 
science: students of color, multilingual learners, students 
living in poverty, students with disabilities, and students in 
rural areas.

• Allow for multiple pathways to reach standards end points.
• Emphasize rigorous learning experiences for all students.
• Include Environment and Sustainability Education standards 

with the science standards.
• Support using the NGSS, climate science, and environment 

and sustainability as springboards for integrated and 
meaningful learning experiences.

3/15/2024

Photo by Leah Berman on Unsplash
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Equity
• Equitable access to both investigation and engineering 

for all students.
• Ensuring all students have equitable access to learn 

and develop the science and engineering practices.
• Implementation documents to support multiple ways 

of learning, integration, and inclusion for all learners.
• Support student access to learning climate science 

and environmental/sustainability in all grades.
• Focus on standards that support local relevance as well 

as student interest and identity.

3/15/2024
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Survey Results science
• Not enough time currently being 

allocated for science in 
elementary.

• More professional learning is 
needed for teachers K-12.

• Additional/improved clarifications 
for standards and supporting 
resources are needed.
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Research
• Framework for K-12 Science Education

• Climate Change in the Next Generation 
Science Standards

• Guidelines for Excellence in Environmental 
Education, K-12 Learners

• Washington Environmental and 
Sustainability Literacy Plan (see pages 5-8 
and appendices)

• Children and Nature Network
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Comparative Document

3/15/2024

• NSTA Atlas of the Three 
Dimensions
oMaps all NGSS standards
oShows standard connections to 

other standards
oShows the flow of standards 

across K-12

Standards Review Project 86



Science Standards Format
●NGSS standards include a student performance 

expectation statement (PE) that describes in an overarching 
way what students should know and be able to do by the end 
of instruction.

● Each standard is 3-dimensional and integrates a Science and 
Engineering Practice (SEP), a Disciplinary Core Idea(s) 
(DCI), and a Crosscutting Concept (CCC).

● These three dimensions integrated together are what make 
up the science standard and the discipline of science.
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Science and Engineering Practices: 
Scientific Behaviors for Student Sensemaking

• The SEPs are the scientific 
behaviors that students 
engage in. They are student 
inputs, processes, and 
outputs.

• Students use them to define 
situations, acquire data and 
information, process and 
make sense of data, and 
develop 
explanations/solutions.
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Crosscutting Concepts: Key Thinking Tools for 
Student Sensemaking
• The CCCs are the 

thinking lenses and tools 
that students use to 
make sense of data and 
interactions.

• Students use them for 
scientific reasoning and 
developing explanations.
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Team Thoughts/Process
• Elementary-Specific:

o Grade-level standards that require conceptual understanding 
and application of supporting standards.

o Ensure equal student access to investigation and engineering 
learning experiences.

• Focus on Disciplinary Core Idea end points to move students 
coherently through K-12 and beyond.

• Focus on climate-connected standards attending to legislative 
mandates for the inclusion of climate learning in all content areas.

• Bringing in environmental and sustainability education.

• Priorities reflect student access to the distribution of science and 
engineering practices and crosscutting concepts across standards.
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Standards for Climate Science &
Environmental and Sustainability Education

• Climate science and ESE integrate learning across science, 
mathematics, language arts, social studies, social-emotional 
learning, and tribal sovereignty.

• Climate-science connected standards are emphasized with a 
parenthetic reference (climate science connection).

• Environmental and Sustainability Education 
(ESE) Standards are now packaged with the science standards.

• ESE Standard 3 is prioritized because empowering students to 
solve local problems and lead positive change in their 
communities advances their learning outcomes and builds 
their sense of hope and agency.
o Emphasis is on student voice and choice, along with local relevance.
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Template Examples: Elementary science
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Anchored by a 
unifying 

topic essential 
question
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Grade-level specific. 
Supporting standards 
listed under related 

Priority ones

DCIs may be 
integrated together 

thematically (life, 
earth, physical)

Grouped by TOPIC to 
support integrated 

units



Template Examples: Secondary science

3/15/2024

Grade-banded in MS 
and HS

Grouped by 
Disciplinary Core Idea 

(DCI)

Listed in NGSS PE 
order

Unifying DCI essential 
question(s)
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Teacher Implementation Guides
Will include:

o Front matter that summarizes the 
year of science at the grade level.

oA learning design example showing 
one way to provide unit context for 
the standards.

oUnpacked and clarified versions of 
the standards.

oSupports for related instructional 
elements such as UDL, supporting 
multilingual learners, content 
integration etc.
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Connect with us!

facebook.com/waospi

twitter.com/waospi

youtube.com/waospimedium.com/waospi

linkedin.com/company/waospi

k12.wa.us

instagram.com/waosp
i

Contact: standards.review@k12.wa.us
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