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On February 3rd the Math Curricular Action Teams will be reconvening to decide on how 

to proceed with the next phase of their work. Based on input from teachers in the build-

ings and feedback on the math benchmark assessments, the teams will review the 

guides in order to make decisions as to whether revisions and/or changes need to be 

made at this point in time.  We will continue to seek feedback on the guides, the instruc-

tional sequencing of the PE‘s, and supplemental materials as we make every attempt to 

design Curricular Guides that support teachers in providing optimal mathematics instruc-

tional opportunities for students.   Even though, to some, it may appear that this work 

has been ‗slow going‘ we have maintained a diligent and steady pace throughout these 

past few months and we encourage any input that may provide us with information that 

will help us to improve on this systemic work in the area of mathematics.  Over the next 

few months Degen Bushman, and myself will be visiting buildings during staff meetings 

see Work of the MCATs (Continued on page 3) 
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Early in January data reports related to the first Math Benchmark Assessment session 

were released to building principals.  These reports included Student Score Roster, Per-

formance Expectation Summary by Performance Level (at the classroom, school, and 

district level), and Item Distractor Analysis. Then last week a reflection protocol was also 

released to aid PLC groups in analyzing how their math instructional practices affected 

student learning as measured by the MBAs.  Although teachers have admitted frustration 

at the results in some grades, they admit that the process has helped to identify 

strengths and weakness in their instructional practices so changes can be integrated.  

Another significant outcome of this newest component of our assessment system is that 

it provides students a look at assessments similar to the MSP, creating an opportunity 

see MBAs (Continued on page 3) 

Special Points of Interest: 

● MCATs reconvene to 

continue the work. 

● MBA1 data released and 

gearing up for MBA2. 

● See  reports of our pro-

gress from all four MLAT 

subcommittees: Core 

Math Program, High-

Quality Math Instruction, 

Assessment System, & 

Intervention Program. 

After using the recently 

released analysis protocol 

during a PLC meeting, 

a math coach replied, 

“We had what I would 

say were some of the best 

discussions we have ever 

had around assessments. 

… Yeah!! to you guys 

for getting this going in 

the right way.”  Let’s 

keep up the good work! 

Kathy’s Key Computations 

 T h e  B u s h m a n  B r a c k e t 
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During the last work session, the Core Math Program Sub-

committee reviewed and analyzed Curricular Guide Feed-
back responses. All of the responses have been scanned 
and placed on the S drive in the District Mathematics 
Folder.  To access use the following path: S:\District 
Mathematics\Curricular Guide Feedback - November 2010   

Our team was delighted to see all of the positive feedback 

and recommendations made by the K-12 teachers regard-

ing the pace and usability of the Curriculum Guides. Our 

analysis showed that the Guides 

are being utilized by teams for 

planning, and that most partici-

pants felt that they are helpful for 

effective planning. We found 

that timelines might need to be 

adjusted in order to reflect the 

Benchmark Assessment alignment 

for the 2011-2012 year. Most par-

ticipants indicated in their re-

sponses that the supplemental ma-

terials purchased so far have been 

appreciated. Several materials have 

been suggested and identified for 

further review. Thank you everyone 

for your honest feedback and hard 

work. 

The High Quality Math Instruction subcommittee contin-

ued fine tuning questions to be included on the zoomerang 

survey which will be sent to all Pasco teachers of math. 

The purpose of this survey is to clarify the variety of pro-

fessional development needs that exist across the grade 

levels within the Pasco School District. Our subcommittee 

felt that this survey would be the most efficient way to 

address two of our action items which are:  (1) Providing 

all classrooms with a consistent block of differentiated, 

balanced mathematical instruction 

that includes conceptual under-

standing, procedural fluency, 

mathematical processes, and prob-

lem solving.  (2) Providing differen-

tiated professional development to 

math instructors. 

Proposed survey questions: 

1. How are you responding when 

students aren‘t learning? *As an 

individual, as a team, as a build-

ing? 

2. Did you participate in MEC?  If 

so, how comfortable are you 

integrating MEC strategies into 

core instruction? 

3. How comfortable are you in balancing conceptual and 

procedural instruction? (Define using WIIN definitions) 

Core Math Program High-Quality Math Instruction 

4. How comfortable are you using the Test and Item Specifications released by OSPI? 

5. How familiar are you with the P.E.‘s at the grade levels above and below yours? 

6. Rate your confidence level in teaching the following math content areas:  algebra, geometry, problem solving, probability, 

number sense. 

7. How many and what kind of P.D. opportunities have you had in the following : Differentiated Instruction, Assessment 

(formative/summative), High quality instruction i.e. L.E.S. cycle (Launch,  Explore, Summarize), Questioning strategies? 

8.When does professional development work best for you?  Do you prefer after school, weekends, summer, etc… 
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for students to engage in authentic practice. 

The second MBA window is coming soon.  Work with your 

colleagues, principal, and testing coordinator to determine 

which day the assessment will be administered during your 

window.  Elementary schools should administer their grade 

level version sometime from January 31st to February 4th 

and secondary schools to their course versions between 

February 18th and 25th.  For the exact Performance Expec-

tations (PEs) included, please see the DSIA Math Bench-

mark Blueprint – Pasco 2010-11 document by going to 

S:\District Mathematics folder. 

MBAs (Continued from page 1) 

to share and recognize the work accomplished by teachers 

and district staff members. As we continue to reflect, re-

vise, and ―push‖ each other‘s thinking it is important to 

remember the words of Warren Buffett…‖Someone‘s sitting 

in the shade today because someone planted a tree a long 

time ago.‖ 

Work of the MCATs (Continued from page 1) 

Intervention System 
Several of the Intervention Subcommittee members will 

be visiting Walla Walls School district with District 

Coaches, Anne Swant and Jeremy Hubbard on Friday, 

January 21st. They will walk us through their Model for RTI 

and math interventions they have begun in some of 

their elementary and middle schools. We will also visit an 

algebra intervention class at the high school. Anne and 

Jeremy will walk us through the process the district used to 

determine and implement an intervention model. We will 

possibly be meeting with some of the district administration 

as well. 

The Assessment System subcommittee continued our dis-

cussion around Universal Math Screeners. Rebecca Oxford 

reported that both paper and pencil, and computer-based 

assessments were available. However, only one was both 

English/Spanish. Jaime share that MAP has a shorter ver-

sion (approximately 20 questions) called MAP without 

Goals that might be able to be utilized grades 2 and up. 

We had some discussion as to whether a screener could be 

developed that aligns with the Performance Expectations at 

each grade level that we could translate into Spanish and 

Russian, as well as what we had heard or seen used in 

other districts. 

Each member will be contacting at least two school dis-

tricts prior to the next meeting to ask if they have a Uni-

versal Math Screener in place. In addition, members will go 

online and bring a brief synopsis of the screener to share 

with other team members. 

Jaime Morales—Sunnyside & Wenatchee 

Rebecca Oxford—Spokane & Tacoma 

Nicole Youngs—Toppenish, Renton, & Tukwila 

Kathy Crowner—Walla Walla & Kennewick 

The Assessment System should contain Universal and Di-

agnostic Screeners, as well as the classroom based com-

mon assessments. With the newly revised curriculum 

guides in place, some discussion took place as to what our 

teachers are using as common assessments? As teachers 

are not necessarily using a full Math Investigations 2 or 

CMP unit, the pre-made assessments would no longer em-

body the instruction in the classroom or PEs addressed. 

Finally, we talked about how the use of the Universal 

Screener could be utilized and created a draft flow chart 

with our initial thinking: 

Assessment System 

Universal Screener: 

Administered whole group after first two weeks of school 

Diagnostic Assessment: 

Administered to low performers the following week 

Math Intervention Groups: 

Determined by analysis of Diagnostic Assessment 

for 6 week targeted instruction 


