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	CALIFORNIA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
MARCH 2006 AGENDA

	SUBJECT

2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption: Consideration of Board Committee Recommendations; Adoption of Edits and Corrections for Grades Six Through Eight; Motion to Amend Action Taken by Board on November 9, 2005, Regarding Curriculum Development Commission’s Review of Ad Hoc Committee Edits and Corrections
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Action

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Information

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Public Hearing


	RECOMMENDATION


The California Department of Education (CDE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) review and take action on recommendations of the five member Board committee regarding edits and corrections for the 2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption grades six through eight. The list of edits and corrections, with recommendations of the five-member SBE committee, will be provided as a last minute memorandum.

	SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION DISCUSSION AND ACTION


· January 8, 2003: The SBE adopted the evaluation criteria for the 2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption. 

· November 13, 2003: The SBE adopted the 2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption Timeline.
· November 9, 2004, and January 12, 2005: The SBE approved appointment of Instructional Materials Advisory Panel (IMAP) members and Content Review Panel (CRP) experts to review kindergarten through grade eight instructional materials for the 2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption.
· November 9, 2005: The SBE took action to adopt ten basic instructional materials programs in history–social science, pending approval of final edits and corrections in the instructional materials. 
· January 12, 2006: The SBE appointed a committee of five members to meet and review the December 2 actions of the Curriculum Commission regarding the Ad Hoc Committee’s edits and corrections, and submit recommendations as to all edits and corrections the committee deems appropriate to the full SBE at its March 2006 meeting.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES


Statutory Requirements

Education Code (EC) Section 60200(b)(1) calls for adoptions to occur “not less than two times every six years” for language arts, mathematics, science, and history-social science, and “not less than two times every eight years” in other subjects. The first instructional materials adoption following the SBE adoption of new evaluation criteria is termed a “primary adoption” and creates a new adoption list. The last primary adoption for history-social science was in 1999.

Edits and Corrections Chronology

Deliberations – July 2005

During deliberations, July 11-14, 2005, 12 CRP experts and 62 IMAP members evaluated 12 programs submitted for the 2005 History-Social Science Primary Adoption. After reaching consensus on their recommendations, the reviewers developed a Report of Findings for each program that included identified edits and corrections. These reports were forwarded to the Curriculum Commission for action.

Additional CRP Edits and Corrections – July-August 2005

Some of the CRP experts gave their comments orally to the panels during deliberations and then submitted additional written comments, edits, and corrections after the panels had completed their deliberations. These additional edits and corrections were included in the Curriculum Commission’s September meeting materials. Some of these items were recommended by CDE staff to be included as an edit or correction. The Curriculum Commission included the recommended edits and corrections in the motions to recommend each program to the full Curriculum Commission. 

A number of the additional CRP comments, edits, and corrections were not recommended by CDE staff for one or all of the following reasons: 1) no specific language was provided as a correction, 2) the proposal would have resulted in a change, or 3) the comment was an opinion and not an edit or correction.

Curriculum Commission Action – September 2005

On September 28-30, 2005, the Curriculum Commission reviewed the CRP/IMAP Report of Findings, conducted 2 public hearings, and took action to forward recommendations to the SBE on the 12 programs submitted for adoption. The Curriculum Commission included in its recommendations all of the edits and corrections identified during deliberations, those additional CRP edits that were recommended for approval, and a number of additional edits and corrections that were submitted at the meeting by one of the Commissioners.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


Ad Hoc Committee – October 2005

Prior to the Curriculum Commission meeting, the CDE received several thousand pages of public comment, including detailed suggestions for edits and corrections from several advocacy groups. Due to the volume of public comments, the Curriculum Commission created an Ad Hoc Committee consisting of three Commissioners (including Chair Baker, with Commissioners Keys and Matsuda) and former Commission Chair Edith Crawford. The Ad Hoc Committee was charged to review the extensive written reports and comments and select specific edits and corrections to be included with the Curriculum Commission’s recommendation to the SBE. The Ad Hoc Committee was also directed to review the additional CRP edits that had not been recommended for approval by the CDE staff.
The CDE contracted with four content experts to evaluate the material and recommend specific edits and corrections to the Ad Hoc Committee. The Ad Hoc Committee met on October 31, 2005, to review the submitted list of edits and corrections. Advocacy groups submitted additional materials on the day of the meeting, but due to the length of these documents and the limited time available, these additional materials were not addressed by the Committee. However, many of the specific concerns and issues raised by these groups were already addressed in the previous group of edits and corrections in September. All of the individual and the advocacy group written submissions were forwarded to the SBE as public comment.

In all, the Ad Hoc Committee reviewed 684 edits, of which 499 were approved and added to the Curriculum Commission’s recommendation to the SBE. This addressed 73 percent of the submitted edits and corrections.
SBE Action – November 2005

The SBE took action on the 2005 History–Social Science Adoption on November 9, 2005, and directed the full Curriculum Commission to reexamine the Ad Hoc edits and corrections at its next meeting. The SBE directed the Curriculum Commission to:
· Accept only those edits and corrections that improve the factual accuracy of materials 
· Accept those edits and corrections that do not contradict the Curriculum Commission’s requested edits and corrections as approved on September 30 
· Accept no additional edits and corrections 
CDE Review of Ad Hoc Committee Edits and Corrections – November 2005

Following the SBE action, CDE staff met with several additional content experts with expertise in Ancient India. The CDE sought their feedback on the Ad Hoc edits and corrections list dealing with that period. These experts reviewed the Ad Hoc Committee edits submitted by the Hindu Educational Foundation and the Vedic Foundation in detail and made recommendations.
	SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES (Cont.)


Commission Review of Ad Hoc Committee Edits and Corrections – December 2005
The total list of edits and corrections from the Ad Hoc Committee were submitted to the Curriculum Commission. The edits and corrections that the full commission was asked to reaffirm based on the additional review by content experts were listed under “CFIR/CRP Final Recommendation.” One of the experts consulted by the CDE, Dr. James Heitzman, was present at the Commission meeting. 

 
The Curriculum Commission met on December 2, 2005, to review the Ad Hoc Committee edits and took action to accept the Ad Hoc Committee edits and corrections. 

The Curriculum Commission then passed an additional 33 motions on individual edits and corrections, either keeping the original language in the textbook, accepting the public comment (which the Ad Hoc Committee had not approved), or approving new language to address the edit and correction. In making these additional edits and corrections, the Curriculum Commission sometimes approved changes beyond the scope of the SBE’s direction. The Curriculum Commission considered a total of 487 Ad Hoc Committee edits and corrections. The Curriculum Commission did not accept the CRP/CFIR recommendation in 106 instances. The Curriculum Commission added new edits in 14 instances. 
January 6, 2006 Meeting

The President of the SBE, Ruth Green, concerned that the Curriculum Commission’s action on December 2, was not consistent with the direction from the November SBE meeting, called a meeting on January 6, 2006, to review and understand the Ad Hoc Committee edits and corrections. The meeting included three members of the SBE and two members of the Curriculum Commission. In addition, five content experts were invited to participate: Dr. Shiva Bajpai (Indian History), Dr. Naomi Janowitz (Judaism), Shabbir Mansuri (Islam), Dr. David Nystrom (Ancient History and Christianity) and Dr. Michael Witzel (Indian History and Sanskrit). Each of the Ad Hoc Committee edits and corrections were discussed in relation to the direction from the SBE to the Curriculum Commission in November 2005. 

State Board Action – January 12, 2006

Public testimony was heard from members of Hindu groups, many of whom disagreed with the edits submitted by the Hindu Education Foundation and the Vedic Foundation. The SBE created a committee composed of five members of the SBE. The committee was directed to review the December 2 actions of the Curriculum Commission regarding the Ad Hoc Committee’s edits and corrections in relation to the direction from the SBE and to review all edits and corrections that the committee deemed appropriate and bring back a recommendation on how the SBE should proceed. 

	FISCAL ANALYSIS (AS APPROPRIATE)


The Instructional Materials Funding Realignment Program (IMFRP), EC sections 60420-60424, requires that local educational agencies (LEAs) provide each student in kindergarten through grade eight with standards-aligned textbooks or instructional materials, or both, by the start of the school term that commences no later than 24 months after the adoption by the SBE. LEAs will be using their IMFRP funds to purchase instructional materials from this adoption for implementation no later than fall 2007. IMFRP funding for 2005-06 totals $360,996,000, or approximately $55 per student.
	ATTACHMENT(S)


A last minute memorandum listing the SBE committee’s recommendations regarding the edits and corrections will be provided.
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