
 Chose 1 from the final 3 CADD solutions 
 Optimized the final CADD model 
 Developed Plan set 

 Site Plan 
 Floor Plan 
 Foundation 
 Roof 
 Elevations 
 X-Sections 
 Framing Details 











Final Task Force Recommendations 
 

One-to-One Governance and Instructional Integration 

 Recommend Idaho districts craft and articulate a vision for how technology will support 
effective instruction and increase student achievement.  

 Recommend all schools provide parent trainings (face to face, online or written format) multiple 
times throughout the year and that parental attendance is required at one training before the 
mobile device is allowed to be taken to the student’s home.  

o While the Technology Task Force encourages parental use of school-issued devices, it is 
important to make it clear that:  

 The mobile computing device is intended to support the academic growth of 
Idaho students  

 Parental involvement in student learning through technology is strongly 
encouraged  

 Use of school-issued technology outside of this purpose (i.e. personal gain, 
activities unrelated to student learning) is prohibited  

 Recommend students be permitted to take devices home after attendance at a parent training. 
If districts do not allow students to take devices home, then the district is responsible for 
ensuring the devices are properly charged.  It is also recommended that a nominal insurance fee 
be charged ($25-$75) for students and families interested in taking devices home from school. 
Fee collections can then be used for districts to self-insure, insure through a third party or to 
cover the cost of device repair / replacement for malicious damage or loss.  

 Recommend state-issued mobile computing devices may be taken out of Idaho at the discretion 
of the local district. The Technology Task Force strongly recommends local districts set policies 
that keep them informed when a student wishes to take the device out of Idaho for either a 
brief or extended period. The local district is responsible for the devices deployed to its students 
and is charged with balancing student access to the device and appropriate oversight.  

 Recommend all Idaho schools be required to establish an Acceptable Use Policy that includes 
the responsibility of the user when the device is used outside the school environment. All users 
should be made aware of the local school Acceptable Use Policy; it is recommended that the 
policy be posted on the school or district web site.  A signed Acceptable Use Policy must be 
submitted prior for devices to be taken home. Local districts are responsible for the devices 
once deployed.  

 Recommend all Idaho schools be required to include network usage and internet filtering in 
their Acceptable Use Policy, that the policy be crafted at the local level, and that it emphasize 
protecting bandwidth and usage for students and staff. All (students, staff, parents, vendors, 
etc…) who wish to access district provided networks (including WiFi) must agree to and sign the 
district’s Acceptable Use Policy.  

 Recommend district decision makers discuss the challenge of incorporating and monitoring 
student-owned computers into the school one-to-one program with classroom teachers.  

 Recommend districts interested in supplementing the hardware and/or software of the state- 
issued mobile computing device are solely responsible for the initial, and ongoing cost, 
compatibility, upkeep, maintenance and disposal of supplemental items.  

 Recommend that district policy pertaining to parental consent (i.e. media and library content) 
include digital content.  

 Recommend districts expand their existing intellectual property rights policy to include work 
created through technology and imbed in student handbook.  



 Recommend districts build policy related to teacher code of conduct around the Code of Ethics 
for Idaho Professional Educators for certificated staff and incorporate the appropriate use of 
technology.  

 Recommend all use of school-issued electronic devices shall not be considered private. 
Designated district staff shall be authorized to monitor all activity at any time to ensure 
appropriate use. All monitoring shall comply with local, state and federal laws.  

 Recommend at no time does the device become the personal property of students or staff; 
however, districts are encouraged to allow students to place individualized items on the device, 
which are limited to music, pictures and other items that do not hinder the network or device 
functionality. The district should clarify that it is not liable for copyright infringement or loss of 
data related to individual content placed on the device.  

 Recommend a strong emphasis on preventing cyberbullying as Section 18-917A, Idaho Code 
prohibits this activity.  

 Recommend the incorporation of the Idaho Attorney General’s online safety program, titled 
Protecteens, which addresses online safety and cyberbullying, in classroom discussions about 
digital citizenship, responsible online behavior and consequences.  

 Recommend districts/schools establish local councils, including parents and students, to inform 
technology integration into the learning environment.  

 Recommend districts/schools develop policies and practices which include language on digital 
citizenship and link to CommonSenseMedia.org.  

 Recommend districts/schools include reference to digital citizenship in the student handbook.  

 Recommend responsibility of the mobile computing devices resides at the local level, similar to 
any resource local districts purchase with state funds. The State Department of Education plans 
to purchase devices after a four-year lease cycle at which point districts will be given the 
opportunity to purchase the devices from the state at a rate similar to what the state paid. Once 
purchased by the district, re-deployment, re-sale or disposal of technology equipment, after a 
four-year life cycle, is at the discretion of the district.  

 Recommend devices are deployed to all students in grades 9-12 among districts representing 
1/3 of high school students in the state.  Readiness to benefit components may include: 
Schoolnet pilots, a plan to digitally integrate curriculum, sustainability and resources to make 
one-to-one successful and the ability / interest in leveraging local resources to expand the 
impact. 

 Recommend that device deployment, assignment and tracking systems be included in the 
Request for Proposal (RFP). 

 Recommend the SDE review how other states and school districts meet online credit 
requirements absent a one-to-one ratio of mobile computing devices to students and make 
recommendation to the legislature to assure the proper alignment of resources and 
requirements. 
 

 
Classroom Technology Integration 

 Recommend development of a comprehensive plan clearly explaining and linking the various 
components of Students Come First and the timeline for its implementation, including the key 
assumptions necessary for success as well as the most probable risks that could diminish 
success. This plan will specifically link these elements of Students Come First: 1) one-to-one 
computing devices, 2) installation of wireless across the state, 3) classroom integration of 
technology, 4) online learning, 5) longitudinal data system, 6) SchoolNet, 7) Common Core State 



Standards, 8) Response to Intervention, 9) teacher/administrator evaluation, and 10) student 
assessment. 

 Recommend adoption of the International Society for Technology in Education (ISTE) definition 
for the integration of technology in the classroom: 

“Curriculum integration with the use of technology involves the infusion of technology as 
a tool to enhance the learning in a content area or multidisciplinary setting. Effective 
integration of technology is achieved when students are able to select technology tools 
to help them obtain information in a timely manner, analyze and synthesize the 
information, and present it professionally. The technology should become an integral 
part of how the classroom functions — as accessible as all other classroom tools. The 
focus in each lesson or unit is the curriculum outcome, not the technology.”  

 Recommend release of a Request for Information (RFI) for professional development for 
classroom technology integration. The RFI will include professional learning strands that 
promote the following:  

a. the effective use of technology by students, staff and parents and,  
b. the integration of technology into public school curricula and instructional methods.  

 Recommend classroom technology integration money is distributed according to a formula 
grant based on an applicant’s ADA in the first reporting period. Districts will receive $32 per 
student for the full year, but the payments are disbursed in two parts. The timeline for the 
disbursement is as follows:  

o By September 30, 2011: 50 percent of the funds will be distributed to school districts 
and charter schools based on estimated first reporting period average daily attendance.  

o October 2011: The State Department of Education (SDE) will host informational 
webinars to help districts with technology integration plans.  

o November 2011: The SDE will provide regional workshops to assist districts in 
developing their technology integration plans.  

o January 6, 2012: Districts’ technology integration reports must be submitted.  

o By March 31, 2012: 50 percent of the funds will be distributed to school districts and 
charter schools based on actual first reporting period average daily attendance.  

o In future years, the funds for classroom technology be distributed in an 85 % Fall/ 15% 
Spring allocation format. 

 Recommend more time for professional development be built into the school calendar through 
change in Section 33-512(1)(c), Idaho Code to reflect an increase from “up to 22 hours” changed 
to “up to 72 hours”: 

33-512(1)(c) When approved by a local school board, annual instructional hour 
requirements stated in paragraph (a) may be reduced as follows:  

(i) up to a total of up to twenty-two  hours (22) seventy-two (72) hours to 
accommodate staff development activities conducted on such days as the local 
school board deems appropriate 

 Recommend that a definition for Professional Development referenced in 33-512(1)(c) be 
developed and adopted by the State Board of Education. 

 Recommend development of an additional funding category in the salary-based apportionment 
that supports IT professionals in the effective integration of technology into teaching and 
learning.  

 Recommend developing a strong training and support system for IT and instructional integration 
professionals as part of the professional development plan.  



 

 Recommend development of a multi-year comprehensive professional development plan that 
encompasses all initiatives and professional development efforts, not just technology.  

 Recommend districts identify teacher’s professional development needs from teacher 
input and tailor the design of the professional development to meet those needs.  

 Recommend identifying and using standards for professional learning that will be 
reflected in professional development plans. 

 Recommend development of a system to provide for and support instructional coaches.  

 Recommend building an evaluation and outcome measurement component to the 
professional development plan that links to student achievement and college- and 
career-readiness.  

 Recommend the development of training on integration of technology in the classroom 
that supports the implementation of Common Core State Standards and Idaho Content 
Standards. 

 Recommend development of a mechanism to allow school districts to apply for a 
portion of professional development funds to develop local training. 

 Recommend that professional development and student skill development (Idaho 
Content Standards for Information and Communication Technology) follow the 
standards that have been adopted by the State Board of Education and are based on the 
ISTE NETS Standards. 

 Recommend the Legislature consider increasing funding for professional development. 

 Recommend Idaho colleges of education work to ensure pre-service training includes classroom 
technology integration. 

 
Platform, Specifications, and Procurement 

 Recommend procuring the same laptop device statewide. 

 Recommend a managed service providing not only the one-to-one device but the resources to 
successfully implement and manage all facets of the technology integration. 

 Recommend that teachers and students utilize the same device.  The districts may provide 
devices to counselors, librarians, technology directors, building principals and vice principals at 
their discretion. 

 Recommend deployment to a full high school rather than by grade level, including 9th grade 
feeder schools. 

 Recommend, if possible, the wireless procurement Request for Proposal (RFP) be combined with 
the mobile computing device/management RFP. 

 
Online Learning Implementation 

 Recommend implementation of fractional ADA for online courses and dual-enrolled students be 
based on credits earned.   

 Recommend leaving the cost of summer online courses up to the school district or parents of 
non-at-risk children (the state pays for alternative summer school for at-risk children). 

 Recommend an Request for Information (RFI) for statewide contracts for online courses, with 
the following provisions: 

a. Districts will still have the option to choose their own provider.  
b. Will enable smaller districts to gain access to courses at the same lower, fractional ADA 

rate of larger districts. 



c. Willing to sign multiple statewide contracts with any provider that can provide a quality 
course that meets state standards at a competitive price. 

d. Parents can enroll their students through a statewide, online clearinghouse of approved 
courses. 

e. The clearinghouse would include detailed information about the course, including 
instructional samples and past student and parent evaluations of the course and 
instructor, enabling parents to make informed decisions about their child’s education. 

f. Consider paying part of the contracted amount to providers up front, and the balance 
based on measures of student success. 

g. Consider incorporating some or all of the elements of quality online instruction 
developed by iNACOL. 

 Recommend the State Department of Education work with the Division of Purchasing to develop 
an RFP for statewide contracts for online courses. 

 Recommend the State Department of Education work with districts to develop and implement 
an online portal for parents to register students for online courses.  Portal would include 
information on each online course, the provider, instructor, quality and performance metrics 
and parent and student customer ratings. 

 Recommend the State Department of Education create a task force to look at funding formulas 
and differences between funding for online and brick-and-mortar programs. 

 Recommend the State Department of Education consider making a portion of the payment to 
online course providers contingent on the successful completion of the course by the student. 

 Recommend the State Department of Education review non-online dual enrollment options 
between Idaho school districts that could be excluded from fractional ADA. 

 Recommend review of fractional ADA for any course in which expenses are not incurred at the 
home school district. 



TRANSITIONING FROM IDAHO STATE CONTENT STANDARDS TO 
COMMON CORE STATE STANDARDS (CCSS) 

 
“Don’t go to where the puck is; go to where the puck is going.” Wayne Gretzky (modified) 

 
Quick Facts 

 
• Idaho State Content Standards in Math 

o BCSD Math written curriculum published in 2005 
 Essentially a reformatting of the SDE Math standards 

o SDE Math Standards were revised in 2009 
 BCSD Math written curriculum was not revised or updated to reflect 

the SDE changes of 2009 
• Common Core State Standards (CCSS) 

o Released June 2010 
o Adopted by Idaho January 2011 

 Common Core State Standards effective in Idaho September 2013 
 Common Core Assessment pilot implemented Spring 2014 
 Common Core Assessment effective in Idaho Spring 2015 

o Subjects: 
 Math 
 English Language Arts (ELA) 
 Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science and Technology 

o 2010-2011 all K-8 teachers in each school, engaged in grade-level teams to 
review the math content that BCSD teachers were teaching, and compared 
current content SDE Math Standards to the math content that will be required 
of the Common Core State Standards.  This work resulted in a document 
commonly referred to as discrepancy analysis between BCSD actual teaching 
of content to content expectations of the CCSS. 

 This same process should occur for ELA and Literacy in History/Social 
Studies, Science and Technology prior to opening of school 2012, or 
very early Fall 2012. 

 
Major Change in National Education 

The transition from individual state standards to the Common Core State Standards will be an 
enormous change for U.S. education.  The change process is often non-linear and untidy.  
Individuals accept change at differing rates, and individuals possess differing capacities to 
accept change.  Fortunately, there are organizations and agencies that assist with this 
transition from state standards to the CCSS which are to be implemented September 2013. 

 



A BCSD Transition Plan for Math and English Language Arts and Future Adoptions 
 
A shift of reference points for BCSD math standards, practices, and curriculum has been 
occurring since 2009 when the State Department of Education (SDE) adopted the Idaho 
Math Initiative – also known as the Mathematical Thinking Initiative.  This shift was 
accelerated with the January 2011 adoption of the CCSS. 
 
Prior to the standards movement of the 1990’s, districts determined what students should 
know, understand, or be able to do, and this usually appeared as the  “written curriculum” 
that is noted in Board Policy 602.3 adopted August 1990.  This 22 year old policy and Policy 
602.7 (December 2002) merit reexamination and modification to correspond to changes of 
the state and nation, and to teacher practices. 
 
By the 1990’s individual states determined the standards for school districts and textbook 
adoptions looked to their state standards to ensure that the text series covered the content of 
the state standards.  Looking to the state standards for guidance in textbook adoption and 
selection makes sense. 
 
Once Idaho Content Standards were written, BCSD chiefly reorganized the state standards 
into another format in order to create a “written curriculum”.   

Proposed modifications: 

Modify the sequence of steps in textbook adoption.  Look to Idaho State Content 
Standards, Common Core State Standards, and national subject matter standards (NCTM, 
ACTFL, NSTA, etc.) as the basis for developing criteria for content and professional practice 
standards. Follow steps recommended below, and after the textbook or instructional materials 
are adopted, develop a written curriculum.   

Replace the current formats of “written curriculum” with a “curriculum mapping” format. 
There is no BCSD policy that explicitly states a specific format, and for this reason formats 
and content are not entirely consistent. Teacher practice is to develop unit and lesson plans 
from the instructional materials, not “to develop daily lesson plans” (Policy 602.7 – 
December 2002) from copies of the written curriculum.  

Curriculum Mapping goes beyond a “written curriculum” of restated standards, and makes 
explicit the actual materials, units, topics, and resources we place in the hands of students.  
This information simply cannot occur without first having determined the actual instructional 
materials to be used by teachers and students. 

Curriculum mapping will result in a written curriculum that better meets the needs of 
teachers, students, parents and administrators.  Further, it creates a practical and user-friendly 
“map” for teachers, establishes a district curriculum of common materials, activities, 
assignments, and assessments, increases coherence and consistent learning experience for 
students, meets IB/MYP expectations, permits further detailed curriculum unique to 



individual teachers, and allows students, parents, and administrators access to activities, 
assignments, and assessments. 

During the transition from state standards to the CCSS noted above, teachers of the recent 
math and upcoming adoptions should refer to the Idaho State Standards, the BCSD 2005 
“written curriculum”, Common Core State Standards, and adopted instructional materials “to 
develop daily lesson plans”.   In the near future, a similar transition seems likely in science, 
as the Next Generation Science Standards are currently in development – however no draft 
has been released to date. 

As noted elsewhere, the change process is ambiguous and not as linear, orderly and as 
prescriptive as we might like it to be.  



Proposed Six-Year K-12 Curriculum Cycle for CORE Subjects 

Cycle Years Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5   Year 6 
Academic Year 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 

CCSS effective 
CCSS Assessment pilot

2014-2015 
CCSS Assessment 

effective 
Subjects with One-Year Adoption Process 

One-Year 
Adoption 
Process 

Computer 
EngineeringTech 
(Board Approval 
Jan 2011) 

  Health/PE 
World Languages* 
(6-12) 
Visual Arts 

Social Studies* 
ESL/ELD/ENL 
Music 
Speech/Drama 

 

Implementation  Computer 
EngineeringTech 

  Health/PE 
World Languages* 
(6-12) 
Visual Arts 

Social Studies* 
ESL/ELD/ENL 
Music 
Speech/Drama 

Subjects with Two-Year Adoption Process 
Two-Year 
Adoption 
Process 

Math (CCSS) 
• Travel to 

conference 
 

Recurs in 2015 

Math (CCSS) 
• Research 
• Develop Criteria 
• Select Pilot 

Materials 
• Project budget

Science (NGSS) 
• Research 
• Develop Criteria 
• Select Pilot 

Materials 
• Project budget 

2017 
 

Science (NGSS) 
• Pilot materials 
• Public preview 
• Recommend text 

to Trustees 
• Purchase 

2018 

English/Lang. Arts 
(CCSS) 
• Research 
• Develop Criteria 
• Select Pilot 

Materials 
• Project budget 

2019 

English/Lang. Arts 
(CCSS) 
• Pilot materials 
• Public preview 
• Recommend text 

to Trustees 
• Purchase 

2020 
• Pilot materials 
• Recommend text 

to Trustees 
• Purchase 

2016 
Implementation 
1st year 

  Math 
• PD 
• BASIC mapping

 Science 
• PD 
• BASIC mapping

 

Implementation 
2nd year 

   Math 
• PD 
• Refined mapping

 Science 
• PD 
• Refined mapping 



Typical Two Year Adoption Process: two years research and 
decision-making, six years of use of materials 

 
Year 1:  Textbook Adoption Process (Science 2011-2012) 

• Review subject content standards and professional practice standards where explicit 
(Subject Task Force and Subject Committee) 

o Idaho State Standards 
o Common Core State Standards (practice standards are explicit) 
o National subject matter standards (NCTM, ACTFL, NSTA, etc.) 

• Research and read professional articles on relevant subject standards and professional 
practice standards where not explicit (“best practices”) (NCTM, ACTFL, NSTA, etc) 
(Subject Task Force) 

• Develop a subject-based “Values and Beliefs Statement” to guide the development of 
the criteria for textbook selection (Task Force and Subject Committee)  

• Develop a weighted criteria, which address content and instructional standards and 
values and beliefs statements, for textbook selection (Subject Task Force and Subject 
Committee) 

• Request sample copies for a preliminary review process to identify instructional 
materials that appear to meet criteria (Subject Task Force and Subject Committee) 

• Conduct a preliminary review of all recommended materials, and select two or more 
titles that are most likely to meet our criteria after closer examination (Subject Task 
Force) 

o Discuss pros and cons of each 
o Take and record vote of priorities and by name 

• Provide criteria to publisher representatives, and offer them an opportunity for them 
to present their materials 

• Announce finalist instructional materials 
o Circulate copies of core materials among relevant schools, and 
o Display copies of core materials for parent and/or community review – (two 

days) 
o Schedule meetings of parents and community, providing varied choice of time 

and/or location of  meetings 
 
Year 2:  Textbook Adoption Process (Science 2012-2013) 

• Pilot process in which teacher pilots two or more programs/publisher materials 
• Regularly monitor and document pilot experiences of teachers 
• Convene meeting of Subject Task Force, Subject Committee, and additional teachers 

who have piloted 
o Obtain input from all teachers who piloted materials 
o Excuse teachers who piloted and are not on Subject Task Force or Subject 

Committee 
o Take and record vote of priorities and by name (Subject Task Force & Subject 

Committee) 
• Determine necessary professional development for Year-One and Year-Two 

implementation 
• Announce outcome 
• Schedule meetings of parents and community, providing varied choice of time and/or 

location of  meetings 
• Budget for purchase 



• Create BASIC curriculum map of “ K-12 District Map of Subject” (non-negotiables 
that provide consistence and coherence of core content and instructional practices K-
12) 

• Where feasible, publisher orientation to instructional materials before teachers leave 
for summer 

• Availability of teachers, instructional resources, and presenter  
 
Year 3:  1st year of Implementation of adopted textbooks/core instructional 
materials (Science 2013-14) 

• Utilize instructional materials 
• Professional development at a time when teachers can apply new knowledge and 

skills with students 
• Topics and dates based on teacher needs, and availability of professional development 

expertise.   
• Topics might include: 

o Enhancing subject matter knowledge 
o New instructional practices in the discipline 
o Practical use of adopted materials 
o Assessment 

• Review, modify, and finalize curriculum map of “K-12 District Map of Subject” 
(non-negotiables that provide consistence and coherence of core content and 
instructional practices K-12) 

• Develop familiarity and confidence with new materials 
• Employ published assessments and develop new ones and/or expand on existing 

assessments 
• Collaboration for development of common assessments based on relevant standards 

and instructional materials and practices 
 
Year 4: 2nd year of Implementation of adopted textbooks/core instructional 
materials (Science 2014-2015) 

• Utilize instructional materials 
• Follow BCSD Curriculum Map and administer common assessments with district-

wide modifications as agreed upon 
• Further professional development as noted above 
• Finalize common assessments based on relevant standards and instructional materials 

and practices 
 
Year 5:  Follow BCSD Curriculum Map, utilize instructional materials, and administer 
common assessments with district-wide modifications as agreed upon (Science 2015-2016) 

Year 6:  Follow BCSD Curriculum Map, utilize instructional materials, and administer 
common assessments with district-wide modifications as agreed upon (Science 2016-2017) 
Year 7:  Follow BCSD Curriculum Map, utilize instructional materials, and administer 
common assessments with district-wide modifications as agreed upon (Science 2017-2018) 
Year-One of new science adoption begins 
Year 8:  Follow BCSD Curriculum Map, utilize instructional materials, and administer 
common assessments with district-wide modifications as agreed upon (Science 2018-2019) 
Year-Two of new science adoption continues 
 
Repetition: Two years planning during last 2 years of six year use of adopted materials. 



Transition to CCSS & NGSS 

 2010-
2011 

2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015 

Standards Idaho 
Content 

Standards 
CCSS 

Adopted 

Transition 
Idaho & 

CCSS 

Transition 
Idaho & 

CCSS 

CCSS 
Math, ELA, 

Literacy 

CCSS 
Math, ELA, 

Literacy 

State 
Assessments 

ISAT 
2011 

ISAT 2012 ISAT 2013 Math and 
ELA 
Common 
Core 
Assessments 
piloted

Math and 
ELA 
Common 
Core 
Assessments 
in effect 

Written 
Curriculum 

Reference 
written 
curricula. 
Math 2005 

Transition to 
CCSS- 
Reference 
previous 
format for 
written and 
begin 
curriculum 
mapping. 
 

Transition to 
CCSS- 
Reference 
previous 
format for 
written 
curriculum and 
continue 
mapping 
process. 
Refine math 
maps based on 
experience 
with students.  
Begin mapping 
for all CORE 
adoptions K-
12. 

CCSS in 
effect for 
Math, English 
Language 
Arts (ELA), 
Literacy in 
History/Social 
Studies, 
Science and 
Technology. 

CCSS in 
effect for 
Math, English 
Language 
Arts (ELA), 
Literacy in 
History/Social 
Studies, 
Science and 
Technology. 

 

CORE subjects based on IB/MYP:  English Language Arts (IB Language A), Math, Science, 
World Language (IB Language B), Social Studies 

Elective subjects based on IB/MYP:  Visual and Performing Arts, PE/Health, Technology 

 

PROPOSED TIMELINE FOR CURRICULUM MAPPING 

2011-2012:  K-12 Math, K-5 Spanish language in DI, all other 6-10 subjects as determined 
by IB Coordinator and secondary school administrators.  Refine 2012-2013. 

2012-2013:  K-12 sciences, Visual Arts, World Languages, PE/Health.  Refine 2013-2014. 

2013-2014:  K-12 Social Studies, Performing Arts.  Refine 2014-2015. 

Other elective subjects to be determined.   





BCSD Curriculum Mapping Format from which teachers “develop daily lesson plans”: January 2012 
 

1/17/2012 1:00 PM 
McLean/Walther                                                           Page 1 of 1 

Unit Title: ________________________________    Dates: ____________ to ____________ or typical # of instructional periods ____________    Grade/Level: ____________ 

1 2* 3 4* 5 6 7* 8 9* 
Essential/Unit 

Question 
 

CONTENT 
Significant 
Concepts 

Learning Outcomes 
 

STANDARDS 
(CCSS, SDE, MYP 

Objectives) 

SKILLS 
(8 Approaches to 
Learning, 21 C) 

ASSESSMENTS CORE Resources & 
Supplements/ 

Strategies 

LESSON  Key Vocabulary 

Clarifications of above columns 
BCSD “CORE Maps” form the basis of department and/or individual teacher “Diary Maps”. 

* = BCSD CORE Map (non-negotiable) published on district website – discussion @ Admin Council regarding degree of consistency of curriculum across the district – Admin Council/Jan 
Further detail is provided by departments and individual teachers and is published at discretion of teacher and school. 

Outside of context of 
MYP, this “hook” 
could be by 
individual teacher. 
Search possible by 
term “essential” 
 

The expected 
proficiencies - 
grouping of content  
Detailed, specific 
understanding of a 
concept, with 
subunits – perhaps 
added below in 
horizontal bands. 
 
MYP requires 
declarative sentences, 
for others, well stated 
bullets would be 
sufficient.  
 

Consider the ABCD 
format (Audience, 
Behavior, Condition, 
Degree) 
Attach a hyperlink 
to ABCD format. 

 

A “pick list”. 
What students should 
know, understand 
and be able to do. 
The minimum 
expectations of 
standards. 
 

Means of getting 
students to 
standards and 
targets for 
scaffolding toward 
them. E.g.  
• 8 Approaches 
• Strategies (LEP, 9 

High-Yield) 
• HOTS 
• Thinking maps 
 

SunGard provides a 
template. A “pick 
list” and teacher 
developed. Formative, 
summative, End-of-
Course, ExamViews, 
SunGard and other 
approved test banks 
and teacher 
developed questions. 
Attach hyperlink to 
SunGard template. 
E.g.  
• Quiz 
• Unit exam 
• Checklist 
• Self/ Peer 

Assessment 
• Written Product 
• Journal 
• Prepared Essay 
• Oral Communication 
• Multiple Choice/ 

Short Answer Test 
• Essay Prompt 
Attaching links to 
rubrics used for 
assessment.

BCSD adopted 
CORE resources 
and specific titles of 
other CORE 
resources.  Useful 
resources; media, 
websites, 
experiments, 
manipulatives 
Eg. Title of history 
textbook p. xxx-yyy. 
(CORE) and primary 
source reading 
“Pericles Funeral 
Oration” 

SunGard provides a 
template.  MYP 
provides Unit and 
Lesson plan 
templates. Attach 
hyperlinks to 
templates. 

Academic and 
subject/content 
specific. 
Ideally a BCSD K-12 
list of academic 
vocabulary by grade 
would be developed – 
with a link provided. 




