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	Pilot of fifth grade geometry and measurement units in three different math texts


Blurb for PLT Conference Brochure

	Our PLT compared three fifth grade math curricula including Everyday Math, Envision, and Think Math.  We looked specifically at the geometry and measurement units in each text.   We then evaluated these curricula based on six different criteria including the presence of on-line components, manipulatives, visuals, enrichment and re-teaching opportunities, and ELL supplements.  We then discussed how these resources might help to address the needs of our “needs improvement” students.



Contact Information (Write * next to facilitator’s name.)
	Name
	School
	Grade Level or Subject

	Nicolette Foundas
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Nicole Heffernan
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Betsy Singer
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Katie Intoccia
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Sue Rayner
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Mea Hilton
	Chenery Middle School
	Grade 5

	Dori Pulizzi*
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Guiding Theme

	X   Differentiated Instruction/RTI

· Integrated, Real-Life Experiences

· Acquisition of 21st Century Skills

· Deepening Teacher Content Knowledge

· Improving School Climate/Culture

· Teaching the “Whole Student”
· Other (explain) _______________________________________________________


Inquiry Question


	How do we improve teaching and content in the areas of geometry and measurement by evaluating and using math curricula from Think Math, Envision, and the updated version of Chicago Math in order to improve student outcomes in the “needs improvement” subgroups in the areas of geometry and measurement?


Process 
	Our inquiry began by gathering and analyzing MCAS data.  We determined that areas of weakness for the “needs improvement” subgroup were the geometry and measurement strands.  Our goal was to determine which new math curriculum would best meet the needs of these struggling learners.  Based on recommendations of the math curriculum director, we chose three new math programs to pilot.  Pilot partners then familiarized themselves with the new curriculum, determined how best to fit the new curriculum into the current scope and sequence, and prepared materials for teaching.  Each partnership taught their designated curriculum and kept data.  We frequently shared aspects, both positive and negative, of the programs we were piloting.  In addition, one week we gathered and heard a presentation from an Envision representative.  In the end, we reviewed and adapted a set of evaluation criteria to measure each piloted curriculum.  



Findings 
	Anecdotal evidence supported the fact that children were used to the familiarity of the work and test structure of Chicago Math vs. the other two curricula.   Although the test outcomes were not what we expected, we are confident that with increased use of a different text structure, students will become as comfortable as they have been with Chicago math over the past six years.
Teachers piloting Everyday Math agreed that the current and revised Everyday Math Curriculum fail to address the needs of “needs improvement” students in the areas of geometry and measurement.  

Teachers piloting Think Math agreed that while the curriculum provides opportunities for hands-on learning aimed at conceptual understanding, for the “needs improvement” students did not often translate to the ability to apply skills.  

Teachers piloting Envision agreed that the program provides solid, real world examples and models for students that enable them to apply their understanding of the skill.


Recommendations / Next Steps 
	The PLT had many discussions in which we compared and contrasted the three texts, and arrived at a consensus that because of its breadth of resources, Envision provides the best opportunities for reaching the needs of “needs improvement” learners.  Overall, after looking at Envision materials and attending the sales pitch from the Envision rep, all of the members of our PLT agreed that Envision best suits the needs of most of our students, but especially our “needs improvement” group.
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