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STAFF MEMORANDUM

TO:

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEMBERS

FROM:
SBE STAFF

DATE:

March 5, 2007

RE:
BOARD ITEM #38 – 2008 RLA/ELD Primary Adoption: IMAP and CRP Application Templates

Issue

1. Should the SBE approve changes suggested by SBE staff in the January 2007 Commentary based on the Curriculum Commission’s agreement to these changes at its February 20th meeting?

2. Should a list of state board-adopted instructional materials be included in the CRP application as is already included in the Commission-approved IMAP application?
Recommendation

Approve all five suggested changes to the IMAP and CRP application forms described in the January and March Board Commentaries.
Background and Issue Description
On February 20th, the Curriculum Commission revisited the 2008 Reading/Language Arts/English Language Development (RLA/ELD) IMAP/CRP Application Templates that it approved in November 2006. After reading the Board Staff Commentary for the January 2007 Board Meeting (see attached), the chair of the Commission asked the full Commission to consider those changes suggested in the commentary. At this February meeting the Commission discussed and came to consensus on agreeing to four of the five changes (reflected in the January Commentary). The fifth suggested change could not be fully addressed by the Commissioners because they lost their quorum. As a result, the Commission could not take formal action on the board staff suggested changes but did come to consensus that they agreed with four of those suggestions.

The most substantive of the four suggestions that were discussed and agreed upon was the reference to a CRP “…usually being a scholar with a doctorate in the subject area” to “…an educator with extensive knowledge of Reading/Language Arts with an advanced degree in a related field.”  (Note: the language, “…in a related field.” was added by a Commissioner during the discussion.) This change reflects the practice from the 2002 RLA/ELD adoption which did not require RLA/ELD CRPs to have a doctorate. The reason for this policy lies in the fact that there are no Ph.D. programs in Reading, Writing, Speaking, or Listening — the four areas that encompass Reading/Language Arts. In light of this fact, the question becomes: In what field would a doctorate be required? Reading/Language Arts is not a content area per se, as is science, math, and history.  Rather, reading, writing, listening, and speaking are a complex set of skills that are developmental in nature. Therefore, requiring a doctorate is not feasible because a content degree of that breadth does not exist. It is important to note that if someone has a doctorate in a related field like linguistics, he/she would not be precluded from being selected as a CRP. A doctorate just should not be a requirement for RLA/ELD adoptions.

The suggested change that was not fully discussed by the Commission would add the list of K-8 State Board Adopted RLA/ELD programs to the CRP application and would ask CRP applicants to mark the programs on the list with which they have experience. This is similar to what the IMAP application asks its applicants to do. This March Board Staff Commentary offers a rationale for why the board should consider adding this list of programs to the CRP application, similar to what already exists in the Commission-approved IMAP application.  It is important to note that this program experience information will not preclude a potential CRP applicant from being selected. 

The list of programs will help Commissioners reviewing CRP applicants to make a fully informed decision about CRP experience. The state-adopted programs listed are K-8 programs which include grades 4-8 intervention. Of the 19 programs that would be listed in the application four programs are elementary programs—two Spanish and two English. The list would also include four middle school programs and 11 grades 4-8 intervention programs.

The adopted programs have been in use since 2003. Consequently, there will be many CRP applicants who will have a fair amount of experience with the various programs. Since instructional materials play an important role in reading instruction, it is important to capture this experience. This listing will help maintain transparency in the process because the applications, being public record, will be subject to scrutiny. Therefore, this scrutiny will discourage having CRP appointments dominated by any one program. In other words, knowing what program experiences applicants have before they are appointed as CRPs and IMAPs will help create a balance of program representation among reviewers. It is important to reiterate that having CRP applicants list their experience with programs will not preclude those who have other experiences from being selected as a CRP. The goal is to have a broad range of instructional experiences (K-8) represented on panels, of which instructional materials play an important part.
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