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	1. Welcome and Introductions (Information)
The purposes of this special meeting of the Mathematics Subject Matter Committee (MSMC) are to (1) receive a report on the results of the online survey and written comments regarding the draft Mathematics Framework for California Public Schools (Mathematics Framework) and (2) advise Curriculum Frameworks and Instructional Resources Division (CFIRD) staff on editing the draft Mathematics Framework.
In addition to the June 26, 2013 MSMC meeting in Sacramento, the MSMC will meet on July 8, 2013 for a teleconference focused on the chapters for higher mathematics and July 12, 2013 in Sacramento for additional discussion and editing of the draft Mathematics Framework. 

2. Report on Survey Results and Comments Received during the 60-Day Public Comment Period (Information/Action)
The first of two 60-day public review and comment periods on the 2013 revision of the Mathematics Framework will end June 17, 2013. The online survey allows reviewers to rate the draft chapters and provide comments. Attachment 1, 2013 Mathematics Framework Evaluation, reports the results from the online survey as of May 24, 2013. It includes demographic information on the reviewers, ratings for each chapter, and written comments from the reviewers. The comments in Attachment 1 were not edited and appear as they were submitted in the online survey. After the survey closes, CFIRD staff will e-mail an updated report with all of the survey data and comments.
Overall, the draft Mathematics Framework received more ratings of “Good” and “Excellent” than “Fair” and “Poor.” A number of comments were focused on the standards themselves and on proposed assessments from Smarter Balanced that are beyond the scope of the framework. 
Reviewers noted strengths such as the following:

· the common misconceptions sections, the explanation of the mathematical practices standards, and essential learning sections in the grade-level chapters
· the table on the K-8 progression to algebra

· the explicit description of the role of language in mathematics in chapter on universal access
· support for technology to enhance instruction in mathematics in the chapter on technology

· the table on formative and summative assessment and attention to alternate methods of assessment in the chapter on assessment

· the clear explanation of compacting in the appendix document on acceleration 

· the modeling appendix document, which will help elementary and middle school teachers understand what modeling is in mathematics

Reviewers expressed concerns such as the following:
· the document is long and lacks clarity
· the chapter on universal access needs to include the California English Language Development standards and a clearer definition of universal access
· the instructional strategies chapter needs more clarification on the terms “direct instruction” and “explicit instruction” 
· the technology chapter needs more examples and resources 
In addition, comments were received via e-mail to a dedicated address for the Mathematics Framework. These comments are provided in Attachment 2, E-mail Comments, which includes comments received through June 10, 2013. The comments in Attachment 2 were not edited and appear as they were submitted. As with the online survey, many of these comments are about the standards themselves and the proposed assessments from Smarter Balanced, rather than the Mathematics Framework.
CFIRD staff will provide a report on additional online survey results and written comments at the July 12, 2013 meeting, after the survey window has closed. 
Under the umbrella of the Curriculum and Instruction Steering Committee of the California County Superintendents Educational Services Association, several county offices of education (COEs) have hosted panels of educators to discuss the draft framework and provide input for the Instructional Quality Commission’s (IQC’s) consideration. Attachment 3, Notes from County Office of Education Discussions on the Draft Mathematics Framework, consists of notes submitted by some of the COEs. The notes are not edited or summarized. We anticipate that a summary of those discussions will be prepared by the county offices in time for the July 12, 2013 MSMC meeting. 
CFIRD staff has attended several of the panel discussions. Two important concerns were raised during the discussions. One is that example problems need to be very carefully chosen to help teachers understand the new standards and to connect content and mathematical practice standards. The other is that the principles of focus, coherence, and rigor must be made more obvious in the grade-level chapters.
3. Update on Assistance from the California Comprehensive Center at WestEd (Information/Action)
The California Comprehensive Center at WestEd (CA CC) is providing expertise in two areas. Neal Finkelstein is revising the draft chapter on acceleration so that it is broader in scope, not only focused on the appropriate grade level at which to enroll students in Algebra I or Mathematics I. Among the topics the revised draft will address are consequences of inappropriate placements and bridging from middle school to high school mathematics. We anticipate a revised chapter will be completed in time for the July 12, 2013 MSMC meeting. 

Dona Meinders is working with CFIRD staff to include instructional strategies for students with disabilities in the grade-level chapters and to strengthen the chapter on universal access by providing examples of instructional support for students with disabilities. She will also suggest additional resources for inclusion in the resources list at the end of the chapter. We anticipate that these examples of instructional support will be completed in time for the July 12, 2013 MSMC meeting.
4. Discussion on Editing Principles and Revised Chapters (Information Action)
The work of editing the draft framework requires a balance of maintaining the underlying principles of the California Common Core State Standards: Mathematics (CA CCSSM), responding to public comment, and following guidelines approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) and direction from the MSMC and IQC. The CFIRD staff will use the guiding principles outlined in Attachment 4 to guide decisions regarding edits that staff will recommend to the MSMC and the IQC. Please review this document and bring to the meeting any additions or changes that will provide better guidance to CFIRD staff. You may find these guidelines useful for your own review of draft chapters.
CFIRD staff is preparing a new draft of a grade-level chapter that reflects comments from the field, provides a more clear and concise narrative as required in the SBE-approved guidelines, and responds to the desire for more emphasis on the principles of focus, coherence, and rigor. CFIRD staff anticipates the new draft will be presented at the June 26, 2013 MSMC meeting for discussion as a model for the other K-8 chapters.
5. Public Comment (Information)
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