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KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ADVISORY GROUP MEETING SUMMARY

	ADVISORY GROUP: 
Committee for Mathematics Achievement (CMA) 
LIAISON: 
Pamela Pickens
	MEETING DATE: 
September 19, 2014 (9 am EST)
NOTE-TAKER/CONTACT: 
Pamela Pickens

	

	ADVISORY GROUP MEMBERS PRESENT:  
Jimmy Adams, Kate, Akers, Gayle Box, Sue Cain, Robin Chandler, Ryan Davis, Kim Elam, Alice Gabbard, Kathy Garrett, Krista Hall, Robert Hebble, Linda Howard, Bonnie Humphries, Sarah Kasten, Maggie McGatha, Dan McGee, Jennifer Phipps, Pamela Pickens, Penny Roberts,  June Vander Molen, Tim Sears, Edna Schack, Margaret Yoder

	

	Agenda Item:  Call to Order
Discussion/Action:  Chair Kim Elam called the meeting to order at 9:09 a.m.  All members present gave a brief introduction and identified his or her representation on the committee. 
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Updates on Kentucky Center for Mathematics
Discussion/Action:  
· Dr. Dan McGee provided a brief background of the KCM, including how it was established.  He provided an update on current initiatives.  Dan shared ideas and thoughts about the KCM Strategic Plan.  He discussed the collaboration opportunity with the Kentucky Department of Education focused on collecting and analyzing data.  Dan shared some current work and projects of the KCM.  He mentioned building a partnership with the CMA.  
· Kim Elam asked specifically about the Mathematics Achievement Fund grant, data from this initiative, how the grant has been sustained, and the connection to RTI.  Dan shared the latest work with the current MAF schools.  The KCM has also studied what schools and districts have sent teachers and other personnel to the KCM for professional learning.  Alice Gabbard provided clarification and detail on specific initiatives. Bonnie Humphries provided insight and perspective as a teacher receiving professional learning from KCM.  She highlighted how her district and other teachers were impressed by the success she saw with students and were anxious to receive similar professional learning from the KCM.  Her district is trying to build capacity through involvement in the Mathematics Intervention Teacher community.  She highlighted the research of the KCM and the following support of the KCM.  Dan added that KCM is focusing on the school-wide culture related to mathematics.  KCM has focused on leadership and the role of leaders in making changes in schools.  The KCM has noticed that there are pockets of teachers that are leading change in their individual buildings.  Dan posed the question: What can we do with this knowledge to move forward?  Edna Schack mentioned sharing what Bonnie had stated about how KCM had helped with mathematics in her building and district.  Gayle Box asked for clarification on how the KCM selects which districts to work with on various initiatives.  Alice Gabbard shared that districts or teachers sign up for the various trainings, so ultimately it is on a voluntary basis.  Kim Elam shared how she became involved with the KCM and the professional learning provided to MITs.  Dan provided the committee with some specific examples of current initiatives, including a partnership with Murray State University and specific work in the Christian County School District.  Although the KCM has been available to all districts, they plan to focus on and target certain districts in the future.  Sue Cain asked about the KCM’s work with pre-service teachers.  Edna shared the work around the pre-service teachers with early numeracy and early algebraic thinking.  Some of the work is also focused on helping teachers identify what students already know and how to build on the students’ knowledge and skill level.  Robert Hebble asked if the KCM has examined why some districts do not participate in the professional learning provided by the KCM.  Dan and Alice shared some specific numbers, but they have not examined the why behind districts are not participating.  
· Dan shared an update of the work of the Math Collaborative Group, including the summer institutes.  The group includes professors from the STEM fields.  The focus has been on providing professional learning to pre-service teachers, including active learning, collaborative time, lesson development, and presenting lessons to others for constructive feedback.  They are still working on the details, but would like for the CMA to be involved.  Dan asked for the committee to clarify what type of role they would like to play in the initiatives.  Discussion by the committee followed.
· Edna Schack asked Maggie McGatha about the Elementary Math Specialist certification and how the professional learning provided by the KCM aligns to the certification.  Maggie shared information about the certification and stated that it depends on how each university handles it with pre-service teachers.  Edna asked about making the KCM trainings align to the certification.  The committee discussed.  It was reported that there has been little interest in this certification.  It was suggested the universities partner with each other and the KCM to provide more opportunities for this certification.  Dan shared thoughts about internships with the Mathematics Intervention Teachers.  Margaret Yoder mentioned issues with the teacher leader certification with it only having six hours of content courses.  Maggie stated that teachers can just take the 12-15 hours for the elementary mathematics specialist certification.  The group discussed issues and concerns with this certification.  It was suggested to have a small group pull together to focus on this topic, including universities, CPE, EPSB.  The KCM will work with Edna and Maggie to send an invite and begin to organize this discussion.  
· Dan provided the committee with a brief summary of the KCM’s work in the area of preschool with the Erikson Early Math Collaborative.
· Dan discussed how KCM has observed and heard concern from schools about middle and high schools students struggling with early numeracy.  Kim Elam shared how she is currently working with freshman students during an intervention block of thirty minutes each day.  She spends part of her time working on early numeracy concepts, because she found this was an area of deficiency for her students.  She is using several strategies from Math Recovery to build these skills with the students.  She is working with KCM to begin conversations and a focus on helping middle and high school teachers develop early numeracy strategies to help students build a foundation of numbers.  Ryan Davis added that he feels that high school teachers need the early numeracy strategies to help with struggling students.  He shared an idea about high school teachers partnering with elementary schools to see how the strategies could impact high school classrooms and teachers.
· EPSB and KCM are collaborating to figure out how pre-service teachers can serve in internship roles.  Kim asked how CMA could support this discussion as it moves forward.  Dan welcomed any support or suggestions from the committee.  Committee discussion followed, including general concern about how this would work current regulations around paid internships, credit-baring courses, etc.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a  

	

	Agenda Item:  Updates on Council on Postsecondary Education
Discussion/Action: 
Sue Cain discussed four areas of focus:  college readiness; student success; research, economic, and community development; and efficiency and innovation.  She highlighted and discussed three policy objectives:  Increase the number of college-ready Kentuckians entering postsecondary education; Increase the number of college-ready GED graduates; and Increase the effectiveness of Kentucky’s K-12 teachers and school leaders.  Sue shared and defined Kentucky’s Four Unified Strategies for College and Career Readiness:  accelerated learning opportunities, secondary intervention programs, advising, and postsecondary success.  Sue shared data highlighting readiness of all high school graduates – percent of recent public high school graduates who met statewide standards for college and career readiness.  She reviewed data results from high school partnerships, specifically mentioning ACT results for Kentucky.  She reviewed and discussed various maps of Kentucky showing the percentage of students who are college or career ready.  Sue also shared maps specific to college math and college English.  She asked for input and volunteers to help with Pathways.  Sue briefly shared some information about a partnership to develop some science modules.  Kim Elam will forward this information to the committee members.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:   Discussion and Preparation for the Interim Joint Committee on Education
Discussion/Action: 
Robin Chandler from the Kentucky Department of Education provided the committee with some guidance for the upcoming presentation to the Interim Joint Committee on Education to be held November 10, 2014.  She provided the committee with an outline to build their presentation around, but encouraged the committee to revise the outline as needed.  Robin also posed some focus questions for the committee to be prepared to answer.  She also encouraged the committee to share their current work, what the committee is focusing on, and how the impact of the work can be measured.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Update from the Education and Workforce Development Cabinet
Discussion/Action: 
Dr. Kate Akers from the Kentucky Education and Workforce Development Cabinet updated the committee on current work in the cabinet.  She provided the committee with a sampling of the type of data reports that can be developed by her office.  Kate briefly summarized the types of reports and maps provided to the committee.  The committee discussed the findings of each report.  She invited the committee and the committee members to contact her or her office to request specific reports.  

Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Data update on End-of-Course assessments and ACT’s Educational Planning and Assessment System Testing
Discussion/Action: 
Ryan Davis and the planning subcommittee shared notes from the KYOTE dinner meeting minutes and the Algebra II Problem: A Call for Change paper.  The committee was given a copy of both documents.  Ryan suggested getting the survey out to more Kentucky teachers.  The committee suggested working with KCTM to get out this survey, as well as communication around this topic.  The group discussed the issues around end-of-course assessments.  The main discussion focused on how the Algebra II end-of-course assessment does not align to the Kentucky Core Academic Standards with standards being assessed that are not included in the KCAS.  The planning subcommittee posed the following questions to the full committee:  What does the Committee for Mathematics Achievement need to do to help this message get out to the right group and people?  What does the Committee for Mathematics Achievement need to demonstrate our support of the Kentucky Core Academic Standards to the community?  The committee discussed both questions and provided some suggestions.  The planning subcommittee will move forward with these two topics in future subcommittee meetings.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Review of the Committee for Mathematics Achievement’s Strategic Plan
Discussion/Action: 
Robert Hebble led the discussion of the strategic plan.  The committee members discussed the areas of critical need.  It was suggested to add a statement about the new standards, new assessments, and accountability model.  The committee held an in-depth conversation about the original legislation and charge of the committee, as well as the current role and goals of the committee moving forward.  The committee decided that it was important to identify the CMA’s focus and role in mathematics education.  The next online subcommittee meetings will be joined to continue this work with the main goal being the development of a summary of the work of the CMA over the past three years.  All members should review the strategic plan prior to the next meeting.  The meeting will be held October 17, 2014 at 2:30 PM EDT. 
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Subcommittee Reports
Discussion/Action: 
· Planning – see notes from item above
· Teaching and Learning –  no new items or updates to share

· Communications and Dissemination – Linda Howard shared the discussion around developing a public relations statement for the Committee for Mathematics Achievement and provided the committee with a draft statement.  Robert Hebble asked for feedback from the full committee.  The group provided feedback and discussed suggestions for sharing the statement with others.  The subcommittee will make the revisions and send out via email for Survey Monkey vote.
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  SharePoint Account
Discussion/Action:  

Following a discussion by the committee about the CMA’s SharePoint account, Robert Hebble motioned to remove the account and Maggie McGatha seconded.  The full committee voted in favor of removing the SharePoint account.  Gayle Box will be responsible for deleting the account.

Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Meeting Dates for January – May 2015
Discussion/Action:  

Kim Elam presented the committee with the following dates for upcoming meetings:  January 16, February 20, March 20, April 24, and May 15.  Robert motioned to approve the meeting dates and June Vander Molen seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of the proposed dates.

Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Election of 2015 Committee for Mathematics Achievement Chair and Vice Chair
Discussion/Action:  

· Nominations were opened for Chair.  Kate Akers nominated Kim Elam for Chair.  Kim accepted.  No other nominations were made.  Gayle Box motioned to elect Kim Elam as Chair and Dan McGee seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of Kim Elam as Chair.
· Nominations were opened for Vice Chair.  June Vander Molen nominated Beth Roberts as Vice Chair.  No other nominations were made.  June motioned to elect Beth Roberts as Vice Chair and Dan seconded the motion.  The full committee voted in favor of Beth Roberts as Vice Chair.
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Other Items (can include items not on formal agenda, action to be taken, next steps, food for thought): 
Daniel McGee motioned to adjourn at 3:41.  Robert Hebble seconded the motion.  The next meeting will be held online on October 17, 2014 at 2:30 PM EDT.
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