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46 States + DC Have Adopted the 

Common Core State Standards

*Minnesota adopted the CCSS in ELA/literacy only
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The Common Core State Standards –

• Provide a consistent, clear understanding of what students 

are expected to learn, so teachers and parents know what 

they need to do to help them. 

• Designed to be robust and relevant to the real world, 

reflecting the knowledge and skills that our young people 

need for success in college and careers. 

• With American students fully prepared for the future, our 

communities will be best positioned to compete successfully 

in the global economy.

Common Core Initiative Mission

Source: The National Governors Association Center for Best Practices (NGA Center) and the 

Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) 
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What do students need to know to be successful 

in college?
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Key Advances of the Common Core 
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MATHEMATICS

Focus, coherence and clarity: emphasis on 

key topics at each grade level and coherent

progression across grades

Balance between procedural fluency and 

understanding of concepts and skills

Mathematical practices:

Application, reasoning, modeling, 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE 

ARTS/LITERACY

Balance of literature and informational 

texts; focus on text complexity

Emphasis on argument, informative/ 

explanatory writing, and research

Literacy standards for history, science and 

technical subjects

ANCHORED IN COLLEGE AND CAREER READINESS



Current Assessment Systems: 

• Include an array of tests, often with disconnected purposes (e.g., 

instructional improvement vs. accountability vs. college admissions)

• Are not challenging enough to measure college and career readiness 

and therefore have no currency with higher education (or most 

students)

• Do not measure the full range of college- and career-ready knowledge 

and skills (such as research, analysis, critical thinking, and 

collaboration)

• Fail to generate information for educators and students quickly enough 

or at all

• Are widely inconsistent across states, and impossible to compare

Why Common, Next-Generation 

Assessments? 
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Next-Generation Common Assessment Systems Will:

• Measure students’ mastery of Common Core State Standards

• Provide a common measure of the pathway to college and career 

readiness

• Include a range of item types that allow for the assessment of 

higher-order skills, including extended performance based items

• Leverage technology in assessment and reporting to get actionable 

student data to educators and parents in real time

• Mitigate challenges associated with student mobility by ensuring 

students will have the same expectations wherever they live

Why Common, Next-Generation 

Assessments?
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Race to the Top Assessment Program 

Competition

• $350 million of Race to the Top Fund set aside for awards to consortia of 

states to design and develop common K-12 assessment systems aligned to 

common, college- and career-ready standards

• The competition asked consortia to design assessment systems that meet 

the dual needs of accountability and instructional improvement

• In September 2010, the U.S. Department of Education awarded grants to:

– Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC)

– Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium (SBAC)

• The winning consortia have four years to develop assessments systems, and 

states participating in either consortium will administer new assessments 

statewide by 2014-2015
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Partnership for Assessment of Readiness 

for College and Careers (PARCC)
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1. Create high-quality assessments that measure the full 

range of the standards and the full range of student 

performance

2. Build a pathway to college and career readiness for all 

students

3. Support educators in the classroom

4. Develop 21st century, technology-based assessments

5. Advance accountability at all levels

6. Build an assessment that is sustainable and affordable 

Goals of the PARCC Assessment System
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Building a Pathway to College and Career 

Readiness for All Students

K-2 3-8
High 

School

Optional K-2 

formative 

assessment 

being 

developed, 

aligned to the 

PARCC system

Timely student achievement 

data showing students, 

parents and educators 

whether ALL students are on-

track to college and career 

readiness

ONGOING STUDENT SUPPORTS/INTERVENTIONS

College 

readiness score 

to identify who 

is ready for 

college-level 

coursework

SUCCESS IN 

FIRST-YEAR, 

CREDIT-BEARING, 

POSTSECONDARY 

COURSEWORK

Targeted 

interventions & 

supports:

•12th-grade bridge 

courses

• PD for educators
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To support state efforts to implement and transition to the 

Common Core and next generation assessments, PARCC will 

facilitate:

– Strategic planning and collective problem solving for the 

implementation of CCSS and PARCC assessments

– Collaborative efforts to develop the highest priority instructional 

and support tools

– Multi-state support to build leadership cadres of educators

– Multi-state support to engage the postsecondary community 

around the design and use of the assessments

PARCC: More Than Just Another Test
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The PARCC Assessment Design
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PARCC Assessment Priorities

1. Determine whether students are college- and career-ready or on 

track 

2. Compare performance across states and internationally

3. Assess the full range of the Common Core Standards, including 

standards that are difficult to measure

4. Measure the full range of student performance, including the 

performance of high and low performing students

5. Provide actionable data to inform instruction, interventions and 

professional development

6. Provide data for accountability, including measures of growth

7. Incorporate innovative approaches throughout the system
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PARCC Assessment Design 

English Language Arts/Literacy and Mathematics

End-of-Year 

Assessment

• Innovative, 

computer-based 

items

•Required

Performance-Based

Assessment (PBA)

• Extended tasks

• Applications of 

concepts and skills

• Required

Diagnostic Assessment

• Indicator of student 

knowledge and skills 

to inform instruction, 

supports, and PD

•Non-summative

Speaking And Listening

Assessment

• Locally scored

• Non-summative, required

2 Optional Assessments/Flexible Administration

Mid-Year Assessment

•Performance-based

•Emphasis on hard-

to-measure 

standards

•Potentially  

summative



Non-Summative Assessment 

Components

Diagnostic Assessment

• Indicator of student 

knowledge and skills 

to inform instruction, 

supports, and PD

Flexible

Mid-Year Assessment

• Performance-based

• Emphasis on hard to 

measure standards

• Potentially  

summative

– Diagnostic Assessment designed to be 

an indicator of student knowledge and 

skills so that instruction, supports and 

professional development can be 

tailored to meet student needs

– Mid-Year Assessment comprised of 

performance-based items and tasks, 

with an emphasis on hard-to-measure 

standards.  After study,  individual states 

may consider including as a summative 

component
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Summative Assessment Components

End-of-Year 

Assessment

• Innovative, computer-

based items

Performance-Based

Assessment (PBA)

• Extended tasks

• Applications of concepts 

and skills
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• Performance-Based Assessment (PBA) administered as 

close to the end of the school year as possible.  The 

ELA/literacy PBA will focus on writing effectively when 

analyzing text. The mathematics PBA will focus on 

applying skills, concepts, and understandings to solve 

multi-step problems  requiring abstract reasoning, 

precision, perseverance, and strategic use of tools 

• End-of-Year Assessment (EOY) administered after 

approx. 90% of the school year.  The ELA/literacy EOY 

will focus on reading comprehension.  The math EOY 

will be comprised of innovative, machine-scorable items

• Final score will be an aggregate of scores from each 

component

• Speaking and Listening will be required but not 

included in a student’s summative score



• Read sufficiently complex texts 
independently

• Write effectively to sources

• Build and present knowledge 
through research

ELA/Literacy

• Solve problems: content and 
practice

• Reason mathematically

• Model real-world problems

• Have fluency with mathematics 

Math

PARCC Claims about Students
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Students are on-track or ready for college and careers 



1.Emphasis on critical thinking, problem solving, 

logical reasoning, an application (mix of item 

types)

2.Focus on what is most important, rather than 

giving equal weight to everything and trying to 

do too much

3.Balance of informational and literacy text –

and insistence on text dependent 

questions/writing prompts
19

Advancements in design



1.Unprecedented collaborative effort across states 

allows for comparability, economies of scale

2. Common expectations across states – and across K-

12, higher education, and the public – based on 

evidence of what it takes to be successful

3. Focus on the pathway to college and careers –

reporting to students whether they are on track

4. Innovation as high priority -- Technology will have 

impact on item functionality, scoring, delivery, speed

20

Advances in development
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21st Century, Technology-Based 

Assessments

PARCC’s computer-based assessments will leverage technology:

• Item Development

– Develop innovative tasks that engage students in the assessment process

• Administration

– Reduce paperwork, increase security, reduce shipping/receiving & storage

– Increase access to and provision of accommodations for SWDs and ELLs

• Scoring

– Make scoring more efficient by combining human and automated 

approaches

• Reporting

– Produce quick turnaround of data and timely reports of student 

performance to inform instructional, interventions, and professional 

development
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Technology Guidelines for PARCC

Version 1.0, April 2012

• Desktops, laptops, netbooks (Windows, Mac, Chrome, Linux), 

thin client, and tablets (iPad, Windows, and Android) will be 

compatible devices provided they are configured to meet the 

established hardware, operating system, and networking 

specifications- and are able to be “locked down”.

Hardware

Processor

1.0 GHz

RAM

1 GB

Storage

1 GB

Resolution

1024x768

Screen 

Size

10” Class

Operating

Systems Mac 10.7

Wind

ows 7

Linux (Ubuntu 

11.10; Fedora 

16)

Apple iOS Android 

4.0



SPRING 2013 Item Tryouts

SPRING 2014 Field Testing

FALL 2015 Optional Diagnostic, K-2, 

and Midyear PARCC 

Assessments

WINTER/SPRING 2015 Summative PARCC 

Assessments (2014-15 SY) 

EARLY SUMMER 2015 Standard Setting

PARCC’s Key Assessment Milestones
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Areas of Focus for PARCC

Implementation

• Transitioning to the 

Common Core 

standards and PARCC 

assessments at the 

classroom level

• Ensuring long-term 

sustainability

• Transitioning to a 

computer-based 

assessment system

• Engaging  K12 & HE 

educators from across 

states

Policy

• Student supports 

and interventions

• Accountability

• High school course 

requirements 

• Use of assessment 

by postsecondary 

institutions

• Perceptions about 

what these 

assessments can do

Technical

• Developing and field 

testing items 

• Developing an 

interoperable 

technology platform

• Developing and 

implementing 

automated scoring 

systems and 

processes

• Developing effective, 

innovative item types
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Collaborative Efforts:  Higher 
Education and PARCC Advisory Groups



From the beginning, PARCC initiated relationships 

with higher-education faculty to provide advice and 

to ensure PARCC decisions represent the best 

thinking in Educational Research and Practice

Research-Driven Decision Making
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• How can Evidence-Centered Design be used to create a more 

reliable, cost-efficient assessment?

• Are all of the CCSS measureable?  Which standards may be 

measured using machine-scorable formats?  

• What types of items best support PARCC’s assessment priorities

– Institute for Learning, University of Pittsburgh

– Dana Center, University of Texas, Austin

From Theory Into Action:  Developing 

PARCC’s Prototypes
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Committee members
• Henry Braun (Boston College)

• Bob Brennan (University of Iowa)

• Derek Briggs (University of Colorado at Boulder)

• Wayne Camara (College Board)

• Linda Cook (Retired, ETS)

• Ronald Hambleton (University of Massachusetts, Amherst)

• Gerunda Hughes (Howard University)

• Huynh Huynh (University of South Carolina)

• Michael Kolen (University of Iowa)

• Suzanne Lane (University of Pittsburgh)

• Richard Luecht (University of North Carolina at Greensboro)

• Jim Pellegrino (University of Illinois at Chicago)

• Barbara Plake (University of Nebraska- Lincoln)

• Rachel Quenemoen (National Center on Educational Outcomes)

• Laurie Wise (Human Resources Research Organization, HumRRO)

The Technical Advisory Committee:
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• Higher-education faculty with extensive publications and 

nationally-recognized research programs in English, English 

Education, Reading, and Literacy sit on the CTWG for 

ELA/Literacy

• Higher-education faculty with extensive publications and 

nationally-recognized research programs in Mathematics and 

Mathematics Education sit on the CTWG for Math.

Content Technical Working Groups:
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• Committee members: Members have a range of expertise in access and 

accommodations for English Language Learners (ELL) and Students with 

Disabilities (SWD), as well as an understanding of K-12 academic content.

• Diane August, Center for Applied Linguistics (ELL)

• David Edyburn, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee (SWD)

• Claudia Flowers, University of North Carolina – Charlotte (SWD)

• Dianne Piche, Leadership Conference on Civil Rights

• Charlene Rivera, George Washington University (ELL)

• Diane Spence, Region 4 Education Service Center, Braille Services (Braille)

• Martha Thurlow, National Center on Educational Outcomes (SWD)

• Dan Wiener, Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary 

Education (accommodations for state assessments)

Technical Working Groups for 

Accessibility, Accommodations, and 

Fairness
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Collaborative Efforts:  Item 
Development



• Core Leadership Group Reviewers

• Passage Selection Review Teams

• Bias and Sensitivity Review Teams

Item Development
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Collaborative Efforts: College and 
Career Readiness 



• Performance level descriptors for college readiness.

• The evidence to be used to inform standard setting 

and validate the assessments as indicators of the 

college readiness.

• The membership of PARCC’s standard setting 

committee, for setting the college ready cut score.

• The college ready cut score.

“Key Matters” for collaboration:
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• GOVERNING BOARD STATE REPRESENTATIVES
• Thomas Anderes, President, Arizona Board of Regents

• Senator Shane Broadway, Interim Director, Arkansas Department of Higher Education

• Ray M. DiPasquale, Rhode Island Commissioner for Higher Education; President, Community 

College of Rhode Island

• Dr. Richard Freeland, Commissioner, Massachusetts Department of Higher Education

• Dr. Matthew Goldstein, Chancellor, The City University of New York

• Rochelle Hendricks, Acting Secretary of Higher Education, New Jersey

• Dr. Carl Hite, President, Cleveland State Community College, Tennessee

• Dr. Michael J. Hogan, President, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign

• Dr. Ron Jackson, Commissioner, Technical College System of Georgia

• Glen D. Johnson, Chancellor, Oklahoma State System

• Dr. William E. Kirwan, Chancellor, University System of Maryland

• Teresa Lubbers, Commissioner, Indiana Commission for Higher Education

• Joe H. Pickens, J.D., President, St. John’s River State College, Florida

• Dr. E. Joseph Savoie, President, University of Louisiana, Lafayette

• Dr. Allen Sessoms, President, University of the District of Columbia

Advisory Committee on College 

Readiness
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• PARTICIPATING STATE REPRESENTATIVES

• Dr. John C. Cavanaugh, Chancellor, Pennsylvania State System of Higher Education

• Joseph Garcia, Lt. Governor of Colorado; Executive Director, Colorado Department of Higher 

Education

• Dr. Robert L. King, President, Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education

• NATIONAL HIGHER EDUCATION ASSOCIATIONS AND LEADERS

• Dr. James H. Ammons, President, Florida A & M University

• Molly Broad, President, American Council on Education

• Dr. Richard Duran, President, Oxnard College, Ventura County Community College District, 

Oxnard, California

• Dr. Muriel Howard, President, American Association of State Colleges and Universities

• Stan Jones, President, Complete College America

• Dr. Paul E. Lingenfelter, President, State Higher Education Executive Officers

• Dr. Charles B. Reed, Chancellor, the California State University

• Dr. Carol Geary Schneider, President, American Association of Colleges & Universities

Advisory Committee on College 

Readiness
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PARCC will include a sufficient number of score points to support 

five performance levels. This will allow PARCC to: 

• provide better information across the full range of student 

performance, particularly for low-performing and high-

performing students;

• help schools better target assistance to students at all levels;

• provide states with options for using performance levels with 

greater precision in various accountability mechanisms and 

decisions; and

• provide increased opportunities for students, schools, and 

districts to demonstrate growth.

PARCC Performance Levels
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• PARCC intends to make two College- and Career-Ready 

(CCR) Determinations, one for each content area:
– Students who earn a College- and Career-Ready Determination in 

ELA/literacy will have demonstrated the academic knowledge, skills and 

practices necessary to enter directly into and succeed in entry-level, 

credit-bearing courses in College English Composition, Literature, or 

technical courses requiring college-level reading and writing. 

– Students who earn a College- and Career-Ready Determination in 

Mathematics will have demonstrated the academic knowledge, skills, and 

practices* necessary to enter directly into and succeed in entry-level, 

credit-bearing courses in College Algebra, Introductory College Statistics or 

technical courses requiring an equivalent level of mathematics. 

*The practices referred to here are the Standards for Mathematical Practice  included in the 

Common Core State Standards.38

College- and Career-Ready 

Determinations



• Students who earn a PARCC College- and Career-Ready 

Determination by performing at level 4 in mathematics and enroll 

in College Algebra, Introductory College Statistics, or technical 

courses requiring an equivalent level of mathematics have 

approximately a 0.75 probability of earning college credit by 

attaining at least a grade of C or its equivalent in those courses. 

• Students who earn a College- and Career-Ready Determination by 

performing at level 4 in ELA/literacy and enroll in College English 

Composition, Literature, or technical courses requiring college-level 

reading and writing have approximately a 0.75 probability of 

earning college credit by attaining at least a grade of C or its 

equivalent in those courses.

College- and Career-Ready

Determinations cont.
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College Readiness

• Mastery of core competencies in Common Core State Standards identified by 

postsecondary education faculty as key to success in entry-level, credit-bearing 

courses in English and mathematics

• Placement into “General Education types” of English (101) and College Algebra 

or Statistics

• Not intended to determine admission to college or university

• Does not replace college/university tests to place students into higher level 

mathematics and English courses

• Does not address non-traditional students who delay enrollment

College Readiness: 

Placement NOT Admission
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Find out more, and share your 

thoughts by visiting 

www.parcconline.org.

Questions?  Comments?
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