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KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ADVISORY GROUP MEETING SUMMARY

	ADVISORY GROUP: 
Committee for Mathematics Achievement (CMA) 
LIAISON: 
Pamela Pickens
	MEETING DATE: 
February 21, 2014 (9 am EST)
NOTE-TAKER/CONTACT: 
Pamela Pickens

	

	ADVISORY GROUP MEMBERS PRESENT:  
Gayle Box, Ryan Davis, Kim Elam, Alice Gabbard, Kathy Garrett, Robert Hebble, Robin Hill, Linda Howard, Sarah Kasten, Dan McGee, Charles McGrew, Sarah Murray, Jennifer Phipps, Pamela Pickens, Beth Roberts, Penny Roberts,  Jennifer Stafford, June Vander Molen, Margaret Yoder

	

	Agenda Item:  Call to Order
Discussion/Action:  Chair Kim Elam called the meeting to order promptly at 9:00 a.m.  All members present gave a brief introduction and identified his or her representation on the committee. Kim Elam reported that there was a minor change to the agenda for the day.  Robin Chandler from the Kentucky Department of Education was unable to make it during the morning session, but would provide a legislative update following the lunch break. 
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  End-of-Course Assessments for Algebra II
Discussion/Action:  
Jennifer Stafford representing the Office of Assessment and Accountability from the Kentucky Department of Education provided a brief update on current assessments.  She discussed the current weather issues affecting multiple districts across the state and highlighted the legislative requirements that testing dates must be 5 days within the last 14 days of the school calendar.  The KDE is not currently asking districts for set testing date, because the testing dates are constantly changing due to weather cancellations.  Due to the delay of testing dates, the reporting dates could also be delayed.  Jennifer reported that the KDE is hoping for the same time frame as last year.
Jennifer also discussed Kentucky’s withdrawal from the Partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Career (PARCC).  She stated that the decision to pull from PARCC was a quick decision, because the KDE felt like other vendors might see PARCC as having an unfair advantage for the Request for Proposal in regards to state assessments.  Kim Elam emailed the full committee a copy of the letter regarding this matter. 

Jennifer summarized the Request for Information (RFI) and the Request for Proposal (RFP) process for selecting new state assessments.    The RFI was complete and the KDE received several responses that have been reviewed.  The KDE Leadership team will decide on the next steps.  Robin Hill asked if the RFIs are public yet.  Jennifer stated the RFIs would be public record and available for review when the KDE Leadership team made a final decision.  Beth Roberts asked if the RFIs were written specifically for certain grade levels.  Jennifer stated the RFIs were written with all grade levels in mind, but assessments for grades 3-8 have not been a major issue.
Jennifer provided some insight related to the accountability model and new standards.  The KDE currently has 2 years of data reflecting the new standards.  The plan is to review the accountability model following the third year, which is this year.  One of the main concerns shared with the KDE is the growth measure, specifically for the elementary level.  She also mentioned world language being added to the program reviews.  After this year’s reporting in the fall, all components of the accountability system will be reviewed.  
In regards to the End-of-Course Assessments, Jennifer discussed the technical issues they have seen with scheduling and issues with giving the assessments.  To help with these issues, districts will now reserve a variety of dates for online testing.  

Jennifer asked for any additional questions by the committee.  Robin Hill asked how the CMA can advise in the RFP process and reviewing the accountability system.  Jennifer recommended the committee make a formal request to the KDE.  She also discussed the RFP review process and stated the CMA’s request would help.  Historically, KDE staff has written the RFPs.  The reviewers are a wide variety of people including teaches, college professors, community members, etc.  Beth Roberts shared that the Planning Committee has reviewed the RFI and did not have any issues.  Beth reiterated the importance of having input in the RFP.  The group discussed how being involved would help show credibility with the new system.  Robin Hill mentioned that Michigan has already posted their RFIs around the same topic.  Robin will share the website with the committee, so the CMA has some guidelines.  
Key Questions/Concerns: The committee will draft a letter of request.  Beth Roberts volunteered the Planning Subcommittee to take on this task.

	

	Agenda Item:  Updates on Kentucky Center for Mathematics projects and Mathematics Achievement Fund
Discussion/Action: Dr. Daniel McGee and Alice Gabbard provided a brief background of the KCM, including how it was established.  They provided an update on current initiatives highlight professional learning.
Dr. Daniel McGee discussed the High School Pilot Project, which includes 5 professors, 18 pre-service teachers and 18 high school math teachers.  He shared the focus, including content and incentives.  He highlighted the importance of number sense within this initiative.  Dr. McGee shared and discussed specific content goals and provided detailed examples to the committee.  The plan for professional development includes sessions at Northern Kentucky University, the University of Kentucky and the University of Louisville.  Sarah Murray asked about addressing the gap/bridge between high school and college.  Dr. McGee said they have plans in the work to address the gap/bridge from high school to college.
Dr. Daniel McGee discussed the KCM’s initiative Introducing 3D Coordinates to Middle and High School Students and Functions in 3D.  He mentioned his thoughts on possibly why this concept is not taught until college-level courses.  Dr. McGee provided examples of manipulatives and demonstrated how to use the manipulatives with the group.  He explained how the manipulatives help students understand the concept and the benefits of using the manipulatives as a part of instruction.
Dr. Daniel McGee and Alice Gabbard provided an update on the Mathematics Achievement Fund.  They shared and discussed some data related to the MAF Cohorts.  The committee viewed a video example of how and why this intervention work is successful.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:   Kentucky Department of Education Legislative Update
Discussion/Action: 
Robin Chandler from the Kentucky Department of Education provided the committee with a summary of current bills being discussed in the legislature.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Discussion of research related to College- and Career-Readiness in Mathematics
Discussion/Action: 
Charles McGrew from the Kentucky Education and Workforce Development Cabinet updated the committee on current work in the cabinet.  He provided the committee with a sample of the Kentucky High School Feedback Report which is available all on high schools in the state.  He summarized the work with this information and data.  Charles answered questions related to the report.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  GED and Alignment with Kentucky Core Academic Standards in Mathematics

Discussion/Action: 
Gayle Box from Adult Education highlighted programs and the current work for Adult Education.  She discussed Standards in Action – Innovations for Standards-Based Education.  Gayle also discussed CCR Standards for Adult Education.  She provided the committee with information related to the new GED.  She summarized and discussed the work of Steve Hinds and the Math Initiative for Adult Education.
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Agency Reports

Discussion/Action: 
· Kentucky Department of Education – Robin Hill discussed certifications in math, the Vanguard Project, critical shortage areas, and the Math Design Collaborative (MDC).  The committee asked about the next steps for MDC and the plan for teaching or providing professional learning related to the mathematical practices.  The Communication and Dissemination Subcommittee volunteered to draft a formal letter about the MDC.
· Council on Postsecondary Education – Kathy Garrett summarized the CPE’s connection to the Vanguard project.  She discussed clinical models at 3 universities where pre-service teachers are working more in the classroom settings.  She also shared that there are more Improving Educator Quality Grants.
· Educational Professional Standards Board – n/a
Key Questions/Concerns: n/a

	

	Agenda Item:  Subcommittee Reports
Discussion/Action: 
· Planning – no new items or updates to share.
· Teaching and Learning – The subcommittee shared the current work around creating a list of items for pre-service teachers to know prior to college graduation.  The subcommittee asked for input from the full committee.  They shared thoughts and answers about the Praxis I PPST mentioned at the November 2013 subcommittee meeting.  Kim Elam invited EPSB to the meeting to share specifics related to this issue but had no response.  Sarah Kasten will share a flow chart with the full committee.  The subcommittee asked to change their monthly meeting time to 10:30 a.m.
· Communications and Dissemination – n/a
Key Questions/Concerns:  n/a

	

	Other Items (can include items not on formal agenda, action to be taken, next steps, food for thought): 
The committee approved minutes with minor edits following a motion by Robert Hebble and Sarah Murray.

Kim asked for any new business.  There was not any additional business.
Teaching and Learning – 10:30 a.m. EST

Communication and Dissemination – 1:00 p.m. EST

Planning – 2:30 p.m. EST

Daniel McGee motioned to adjourn at 2:50.  Penny Roberts seconded the motion.
After the full committee, the subcommittees met briefly.  
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