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KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ADVISORY GROUP MEETING SUMMARY

	ADVISORY GROUP: 
Committee for Mathematics Achievement (CMA) 
LIAISON: 
Pamela Pickens
	MEETING DATE: 
August 21, 2015 (9 am EST)
NOTE-TAKER/CONTACT: 
Pamela Pickens

	

	ADVISORY GROUP MEMBERS/GUESTS PRESENT:  Jimmy Adams, Scotty Bratcher, Jana Bryant, Gayle Box, Ryan Davis, Casey Duvall, Kim Elam, Alice Gabbard, Krista Hall, Karen Heavin, Ted Hodgson (Skype), Bonnie Humphries (Skype), Dan McGee (Skype), Sarah Murray, Jennifer Phipps, Pamela Pickens, Beth Roberts, Scott Secamiglio, Edna Schack (Skype), Lori Shephard, Jennifer Stafford, Janet Tassell, June Vander Molen, Amanda Waldroup, April Wood, Margaret Yoder, Roger Zarnowski

	

	Agenda Item:  Call to Order and Introduction of Members
Discussion/Action:  Kim Elam called the meeting to order at 9:09 a.m. She shared with the group that two of the three administrator roles are currently vacant on the committee.  All present gave a brief introduction and identified his or her representation on the committee. Kim provided the committee a revised agenda, which included an update on assessments and a presentation from Roger Zarnowski. Beth Roberts motioned to approve the revised agenda and June Vander Molen seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of the proposed agenda.

	

	Agenda Item:  Kentucky Core Advocates
Discussion/Action:  Jana Bryant shared her work with the Core Advocates group.  The group includes teachers from across the country with extensive common core training. Recently, a Kentucky Core Advocates group was also formed to focus on standards in Kentucky. Jana is a former Hope Street Fellow that worked to inform and educate others on policy and the effectiveness system. She is currently working to improve the number of National Board Certified Teachers in the state of Kentucky. Jana shared an update on Student Achievement Partners (SAP) and highlighted that the “work is aimed at ensuring teachers across the country are able to put the standards to work, quickly and effectively, to help their students and colleagues aspire to a higher standard and reach it.” She presented on the current work and provided the committee with a variety of resources.  The committee received access to the presentation following the meeting. 
· Karen Heavin asked about the End-of-Course (EOC) Assessments issues. Several teachers have questioned about the validity of the EOC assessments.  Several students are scoring high on ACT, but not EOCs. The group discussed issues specific to the Algebra II EOC, Quality Core vs. Common Core, assessments having copyright issues, assessments written prior to the release of Common Core, etc.

· Alice Gabbard asked how the CMA can help? Jana mentioned identifying and working with math advocates across the state, helping ask for additional funding for mathematics education, and encouraging teachers to speak up and be advocates for good professional learning.  

· Alice asked if different groups/organizations should have others present on the discussions around the shifts?  Jana: Most definitely and provided a few suggestions.

· Gayle Box, representing Adult Education, shared with the group some of their current work around the shifts and practices. She mentioned it aligns very well with the Kentucky Core Advocates.  
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a  

	

	Agenda Item:  Updates on Assessments
Discussion/Action: Jennifer Stafford from the Office of Assessment and Accountability provided the committee an update on the changes in staffing in OAA and shared changes for the 2015-2016 school year. Jennifer shared that EXPLORE/PLAN Assessments are no longer available. She provided a brief history of the assessments. ACT had used a prior released form and some felt testing allegations had happened. ACT decided they were not going to create any new forms.  The KDE decided not to continue with these assessments and to look at other options. ACT has also informed the public they would not be continuing with Compass. ACT plans to phase this assessment out. Jennifer also shared an update on the end-of-course assessments. ACT purchased Pacific Metrics, which will provide the new online system.  She discussed the Quality Core and Common Core alignment for assessments. Jennifer stated EOCs are not 100% aligned to Common Core and nothing is currently available that is completely aligned to Common Core. She shared that Missouri currently has EOCs aligned for Reading and Math, but not Social Studies or Science. Missouri does have assessments aligned to their state standards.  Kentucky is still transitioning to the new state standards.  OAA is currently discussing a RFP (Request for Proposal) process around assessments. The discussions are on hold until new leadership is in place. The plan is to complete this fall.
· Ryan Davis asked about the process, including who makes the decision on what is selected.  Jennifer shared who is selected for the review panel, including a superintendent, district assessment coordinator, instructional supervisor, teachers, and a representative from KDE.
· Beth Roberts asked if the committee could request for the panel to include content specific teachers across all grade levels. Jennifer shared that the last RFP was for the entire system and they do not actually review the assessments. The panel has to take the word of the vendor on the alignment of the standards to the assessments.
· Beth asked if the KDE could request proof of alignment, like indicators or examples.
Group discussion followed. Jennifer said she would share this discussion and the committee’s concerns with the KDE leadership. Kim Elam reminded the committee about the request sent to the KDE about CMA being included in the assessment review process. She mentioned the reply from Ken Draut. Kim and Pamela Pickens will share this response with Jennifer. 
· Ryan asked, “Can the RFP only request one canned product for all of the assessments?” Jennifer stated the RFP process is not an easy process and they are trying to improve the process from last time.
· Ryan asked, “What is the current status on the RFP?” Jennifer shared the RFP is currently in the draft phase and includes a package for four content areas.
· Ryan asked, “Can CMA have a representative to help with writing the RFA?”  Jennifer is not sure, but will find out for the committee.

· Ryan asked, “Is there any consideration for Kentucky to develop the assessment?” Jennifer stated that an internal group would also have to respond to the RFP.

· Karen Heavin asked, “Can we still partner with Missouri for ELA and Math and just have the RFP cover Science and Social Studies?”  Jennifer shared this option might be considered.
Group discussion followed. Beth reiterated the importance and benefit of separating the RFP by content area. The committee also discussed how the group can help with this process. Kim Elam suggested drafting an all-inclusive letter about the assessments and reminding the KDE about the previous response from Ken Draut. Ryan suggested including research and legislation regarding CMA’s role. The group also agreed that it would be important for the CMA Chair to arrange a meeting with the new commissioner.
Jennifer provided the group with brief background about the calculator policy.  The revised calculator policy was provided to those present. The group discussed some of the issues that led to the policy changes and issues around programmable calculators.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item: State Systemic Improvement Plan
Discussion/Action: Amanda Waldroup from the Kentucky Department of Education provided the committee with a brief background of the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP).  She highlighted how the process includes three phases and Kentucky is currently in Phase I – Analysis. She shared the theory of action and explained how capacity is being built through the CoOps and IPAC initiatives. She provided an overview of the State Identified Measurable Result (SiMR). She explained the current work with the transformation zone, including regions and districts. Amanda will provide the group with a link to additional materials.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Agency Reports

Discussion/Action: 
· Kentucky Adult Education – Gayle Box shared the current work around the shifts in mathematics and updates on how they plan to build capacity. They are trying to get away from procedural math, but they have found it very difficult since the TABE assessment focuses on procedures. She also discussed the alignment to descriptors, the new GED and alignment to the standards. Gayle also mentioned work around professional development and partnerships for online courses.  June Vander Molen reported that the number of GEDs obtained dropped with the new assessment. She discussed the issues related to the change because of the increase of the dropout age to 18. She reported they had an upswing in those taking GED before the change of the dropout age.
· Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education – no report

· Kentucky Education Professional Standards Board – no report

· Kentucky Education and Workforce Development Cabinet – no report

· Kentucky Department of Education – Krista Hall provided some information and statistics from the KCAS Challenge in the area of mathematics. She reported a variety of comments and feedback was provided at each level. She shared how the committee was formed to review the comments and feedback. Krista will provide Kim Elam with some specifics for her to share with the full committee. The group discussed and asked how they could help in the future. Gayle Box represented CMA previously. Krista asked that CMA have representation in the next phase as well.  
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Proposed Meeting Dates for January – May 2016
Discussion/Action:  Kim Elam presented the committee with the following dates for upcoming meetings:  January 22, February 19, March 18, April 22, and May 20.  It was proposed that the spring face-to-face meeting be held March 18, 2016.  Janet motioned to approve the meeting dates and Gayle seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of the proposed dates.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Election of 2016 Committee for Mathematics Achievement Chair and Vice Chair

Discussion/Action:  

· Nominations were opened for Chair.  Janet Tassell nominated Ryan Davis for Chair.  Ryan accepted.  No other nominations were made.  Beth Roberts motioned to elect Ryan as Chair and Janet Tassell seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of Ryan Davis as Chair.

· Nominations were opened for Vice Chair.  June Vander Molen nominated Beth Roberts as Vice Chair.  No other nominations were made.  Sarah Murray motioned to elect Beth Roberts as Vice Chair and Ryan Davis seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of Beth Roberts as Vice Chair.

Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Letter Concerning “Kentucky’s Guiding Principles for Developmental Education and Postsecondary Intervention Programming”
Discussion/Action:  

Roger Zarnowski from Northern Kentucky University provided the committee with a letter sent to Robert L. King, President of the Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education in reference to “Kentucky’s Guiding Principles for Developmental Education and Postsecondary Intervention Programming.” Roger highlighted the issue around the second point mentioned in the letter. The group discussed the authority of the letter and document. The CPE representative was present prior to lunch, but did not return to the meeting. Those present mentioned that CPE does not have authority over the universities and colleges. Roger wanted to share some information and discussion around the issue mentioned in the letter. The letter was sent on May 28, 2015 and no response had been received by the meeting date, August 21, 2015. The main concern of those present was that the math community was not involved in the conversation or decision. Group discussion followed. Roger shared some data around CCR rates, completecollege.org, and achievement vs. completion. Roger and others listed on the letter would like to see CPE roll this out in a reasonable and systematic way. Ryan suggested and reminded the group that members are currently focusing on defining/changing what it means to be CCR.  Group discussion followed. Beth and Kim suggested the CMA email or contact President King and request the following: definition of guiding principles, clarification on the conflict between the current regulations and the proposed regulations, a timeline for roll out and a response to the previous letter.
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Presentation and Discussion on Strategic Plan

Discussion/Action:  

Kim asked the committee to discuss how they would like to proceed with the strategic plan. Beth suggested getting the draft out to everyone, so they can review all parts of the plan. The group requested a face-to-face meeting on October 16th to focus on the strategic plan and agency reports only.
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Other Items (can include items not on formal agenda, action to be taken, next steps, food for thought): 
Sarah Murray motioned to adjourn at 3:14.  Janet Tassell seconded the motion.  The next face-to-face meeting will be held on October 16, 2015.
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