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A committee legislated in 2005 by the Kentucky General Assembly

February 15, 2013 - 9:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.
Transportation Cabinet, Room 107, Frankfort, Kentucky
Attendees:

· Bill Bush
· Kim Elam
· Gina Foletta
· Alice Gabbard

· Kathy Garrett

· Krista Hall

· Robert Hebble

· Robin Hill

· Bonnie Humphries
· Amy Hunter

· Sarah Murray

· Bethany Noblitt

· Bob Pervine

· Pamela Pickens

· Beth Roberts

· Penny Roberts

· Brian Robinson

· Tim Sears

· Edna Schack 

· June Vander Molen

· Margaret Yoder
Call to Order

The meeting was called to order at 9:11 am by Kim Elam.
Agenda
I. Introductions – New Members

a. Kim Elam welcomed everyone to the meeting and began introductions.  Each attendee introduced his or herself as well as his or her representation on the committee.

II. Review of Robert’s Rules 

a. The committee was provided with a copy of Robert’s Rules of Order for Parliamentary Procedures for Meetings.
III. Webex Meetings – Process of Voting

a. Kim discussed voting issues from previous Webex meetings.  The committee discussed the lack of procedure for voting in subcommittees, especially when something passes through a subcommittee and is brought to the full committee for a vote.

b. Edna Schack shared two ideas for voting procedures via Webex and subcommittee meetings with the entire committee for review.

i. Idea 1 – Subcommittee approves and then brings to the full committee for a vote thru Survey Monkey.
ii. Idea 2 – Subcommittee prepares proposal and brings to full committee for first reading.  The full committee decides on how to proceed with a virtual vote.  The subcommittee brings the proposal for a second reading on Webex.  If the proposal is time-sensitive, the vote will be held using Survey Monkey.  If the proposal is not time-sensitive, the vote will be held in person.
c. Kim led the discussion of the two options.

d. Amy Hunter offered the thought that the CMA should use Robert’s Rules where motions and amendments could be made through parliamentary procedures.

e. Bill Bush clarified the first readings vs. second reading procedures.

f. Amy shared that it would be best for the open discussion to continue but it should be more structured.

g. Bill shared thoughts related to the online procedures and how it would be different than a face-to-face.  He suggested an introduction of the idea should be opened up before the meeting and then the formal vote would take place during the meeting.
h. Brian Robinson added thoughts related the idea of virtual meetings and the value of the face-to-face meeting.

i. Alice Gabbard moved to accept the 2nd Option.  Beth Roberts highlighted the issue of time-sensitive materials.
j. Edna asked about the options within Webex.

k. Brian added that CMA should have the option for a face-to-face for specific ideas.

l. Amy asked if the subcommittees could agree to decide about online vs. face-to-face.

m. The group discussed the option related to WebEx.  Robin Hill is going to ask Brett Hurst about the break out options for each subcommittee and then having the full committee meet as well.

n. Kim summarized the discussion and the 2nd option.  The committee discussed time-sensitive items and how to handle these items appropriately and efficiently.

o. Brian Robinson seconded the motion for the 2nd option of voting procedures using Webex.
p. The full committee voted and the motion carried.
IV. Vote – Letter of Recommendation on KDE Guide to Interventions
a. Amy moved that the letter be approved and sent to the Kentucky Department of Education.
b. Kim asked if the committee had a second.  Bill seconded the motion.
c. Amy summarized the letter’s purpose and highlighted the two recommendations – research being cited within the text and provide additional evidence on content specific interventions and strategies when appropriate.
d. Alice would like to see the document include research-based strategies.  
e. Brian would also like to see the document include assessment clarification.
f. Bill asked “jargon” be removed from line 4 – this amendment was made to the document.
g. Robin Hill added clarification on who the document should be sent to at the Department.

h. Kim Elam asked for any others that would like to speak on the Letter.

i. Kim asked for a full committee vote.  The motion was carried with the amendments.
V. Sue Cain - PARCC 
a. Sue Cain shared some background information about PARCC and provided the committee with some documents.

b. PARCC’s goal – build assessments aligned to Common Core.  Governing States – a group of states have already agreed to pilot the PARCC Assessments (Grades 3 – 12).  Kentucky is a Participating State – want to share ideas and might join later as a governing state.  Only Governing States vote on PARCC decisions.

c. PARCC has developed an accommodation policy related to assessments.

d. Robin has worked with Sue about developing one position statement from Kentucky.  

e. PARCC – states working together to build common assessments – not national assessments. The focus is on core ideas within the assessments.

f. Robin provided feedback on prototypes of assessments, assisted with creating framework at each grade level, and item development.   Governing States have approved items.  Others states have leadership cadres.  Kentucky does not.  Kentucky did not create the cadre, because state has not approved complete involvement in PARCC. 
g. Alice asked about KPREP or PARCC. Sue shared that either one would be used.  PARCC can be adopted in just certain grade levels. PARCC assessments could be incorporated.  Sue discussed some requirements related to the PARCC assessment adoptions. And the college readiness document.

h. Robin spoke on the difference between PARCC assessments vs. KPREP.  KPREP is traditional.  PARCC is not traditional.  

i. Amy asked for clarification about who would decide if KPREP or PARCC would be implemented.  It would be a KDE decision.  Sue added that there is collaboration between K-12 and Postsecondary institutes. The group discussed the logistics. 
VI. Joe McCowan - Continuous Instructional Improvement Technology System (CIITS) 

a. Joe introduced himself, his background, connections to CMA, and CIITs.  He provided the latest graphic for CIITS.  Joe presented on CIITS. (PPT)

b. Questions Answered

i. CIITS is iPad compatible.

ii. Clicker systems have been added and made compatible.  SMART software is next on the list to make compatible. 
iii. The partnership with Pearson was 3 years but with 11 years of services.

iv. Review teams are being established with consistency across content areas.

v. Rubrics have been developed for instructional material that is added to CIITS.

vi. KDE has asked for Pearson to provide more assessment items for primary grade levels (K-2) and high school levels.  Right now, the majority of items are geared towards 3-8, because of state assessments.

vii. The classroom daily assessments in CIITS are now communicated and imported into Infinite Campus. 

viii. Districts and schools are asking for supports in CIITS for RTI. School Net does have a separate system to support RTI, but not connected right now.  
c. The main concern of CMA is having access to CIITS to review items and provide feedback about assessment items and instructional resources.   Joe communicated that he would take back suggestions from CMA to KDE leadership.  He will share with CMA any information that he gains.  Specifically – higher ed’s access in CIITS (PD360). 
The committee broke for lunch at 11:37.  Kim called the meeting to order at 12:43.
VII. Continuous Instructional Improvement Technology System (CIITS) 
a. Bethany Noblitt posed the question about who this information is being shared with across the state.  Robin Hill shared that state-wide trainings are continuing across the state in districts and schools.  It is still unclear on the expectations from KDE to the districts/schools.

b. The committee continued the discussion about the issues related to poorly written questions.

c. The committee also discussed how they can be a part of communicating clear expectations to teachers.  They would like to continue with a rationale about CIITS.

d. The committee discussed checking on the communication breakdown at district-levels – information from superintendents to principals to teachers not being clear and consistent.  The committee would like to know what the district directives are related to use of CIITS.  
e. The committee also felt they need to know more and have more access to CIITS before asking about specifics.    The main concern from the committee is really related to the quality of the assessment items in the bank.
f. Amy Hunter also brought up the logistics of CMA actually reviewing all of the items and resources.  She also questioned if CIITS is being used appropriately.  Teachers should be checking out the resources and items any way.

g. Bill Bush reiterated that CIITS is a work in progress.  Teachers will need to use the system to revise any issues.  Robin Hill stated that issues need to be resolved as they are found to make the system improve and grow.
h. CMA wants to help in the process of improving CIITS, especially assessment items and resources related to math.
i. Kim Elam volunteered to be the liaison between CMA and CIITS.  She will communicate with Karen Kidwell the committees ideas and services for working with CIITS.  
VIII. Agency Reports

a. June Vander Molen reported there is a new GED test coming soon.  The new test is strictly computer based and doubling in price from $60 to $120.  The new test includes multiple-choice, short responses, and extended responses items.
b. Gina Foletta and Alice Gabbard reported for KCM.  They have interviewed 3 candidates for the Executive Director position.  KCM launched middle grade coaching in mid-January with a focus on collaboration – working on sharing knowledge, lesson studying, differentiation strategies, etc.  The KCM’s Pre-school work is going well – lots of teachers are involved and excited about the math strategies.  They reported on the MITs leading the Math Circles (primary grades K-3) and providing strategies to others.  KCM is involved in GED item writing for the practice, specifically multiple-choice with focus on DOK levels and rigorous questions.  KCM is working with KET educational consultants on this initiative. 
c. Brian Robinson reported that the constructed response portion on the end-of-course assessments has been cut out.  He provided some background information about how this progressed in relation to the district/school use and how the scoring was completed and reported.

d. Kim reported about the resolution proposed by CMA to KDE about the end-of-course assessments.  KDE accepted resolution.  The committee discussed the continued issues related to the matrices for the upcoming years.  The resolution only applied to this year.  The committee discussed the possible need to compose an additional resolution to address future concerns about standards being included in accountability when they are not included KCAS.  Beth Roberts will begin working the new resolution related to this issue.
IX. Subcommittee Reports

a. Planning, Beth Roberts
b. Mathematics Teaching & Learning, Beth Noblitt

c. Communications & Dissemination, Robert Hebble
X. Announcements/New Business/Old Business

XI. Set meeting dates for June 2013 to December 2013

a. June 21st – WebEx

b. July 19th – WebEx – Tentative 

c. August 16th – WebEx

d. September 20th – Face-to-Face 

e. October 18th – WebEx

f. November 15th – WebEx

g. December 13th WebEx – Tentative  

Brian motioned that the face-to-face meeting starts at 9:30.  Kim asked for a committee vote.  Motion passed with a committee vote.
XII. Adjournment 
a. Kim asked for a motion to adjourn meeting. Bill motioned and the meeting adjourned at 2:48.


