In the GPS: QCR is very well done in GPS, this section I found easy to see and easy to understand. To find the difference between from interquartile range (QCR) to correlation coefficient (CC) was not the most clear but I think it was vaguely there. I feel that GPS did a nice job in stating the correlation coefficient. I feel that GPS places more work on QCR then CC. I think that GPS does a light job on Median-median line (Med-med line). I don’t feel there is much needed expansion on med-med line as it is a gateway to Least Squares Regression Line (LSRL) and 

In the CCSS: Here to I find that QCR was not as well done but CC is more a focus in the CCSS. I found that CCSS places more importance on the CC as this is more statistically accepted. In the CCSS I too find little understanding to how QCR flows into CC. The CCSS is very vague on Med-med line. Here the CCSS places heavier understanding on the LSRL. I think that the CCSS needs to introduce these smaller topics better for teachers to see their importance. 

I think that the GPS does a better job with QCR and the CCSS does a better job explaining CC. I definitely feel that both standards should go further into each QCR and CC. Med-Med line and LRSL are similar to QCR and CC respectively in GPS and CCSS. As both are listed and clearly visible I think the bullets that are followed are much harder to find and maybe assumed by the authors that each of the bulleted targets are under the umbrella of the larger topics. That is not all subjects need to be addressed but a few good points wouldn’t hurt. Both have done well at the later topics, CC and LSRL but more work needs to be done in QCR and med-med even more for CCSS. 

