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ISSUE BEFORE THE BOARD: Revise instructional materials adoption process and delay adoption of mathematics instructional materials.
BACKGROUND: 
Significant changes have occurred with Oregon academic standards and assessment over the past four years which require new materials and resources to support. However, Oregon instructional material laws (ORS 337 & OAR 581 Division 11) have not changed significantly for decades and needs to be reviewed and updated to meet the needs of Oregon educators. 

Rational for why this work is needed at this time includes:

· Adoption of common standards and assessments in Oregon.  

· Publishers should be writing more to common standards in the coming years.

· Oregon educators can leverage curricular resources developed in other states.
· Traditional definitions of basal (e.g. 50% of standards) and alignment (e.g. 80% of criteria) need to be revised with the shift to common standards. 

· Technology is changing the way educators access materials

· Availability of digital formats and potential pricing changes for basal materials.
· Availability of supplemental materials and interventions.
· Availability of open source materials that can be used without payment.
· Economic challenges and multiple initiatives occurring in Oregon and nationally

· School districts may not have funding to adopt materials on the state’s cycle.
· Educators have multiple initiatives that require funding and support including, but not limited to, Common Core State Standards, educator effectiveness, proficiency reporting, and Smarter Balanced assessment. 

· The state’s review process remains expensive for publishers to engage in. This process would likely preclude the review of materials from smaller companies. 

Key assumptions guiding this project:

· Fewer school districts are likely value a process that does not include reviewing digital and/or open educational materials on an adaptive cycle.

· Fewer publishers are likely to want to participate in the state’s process because of high expenses and low perceived benefits.

· More materials could be leveraged from schools, districts, and states outside of Oregon that will become available as Oregon implements common standards and assessments.

· Digital pricing could likely change from traditional print materials, such as subscription pricing that would allow access to updated materials. 

· Most districts will likely still need to adopt basal materials. The need to evaluate materials will remain important, and district staff would appreciate support in finding high quality materials.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
· Delay the adoption process for mathematics materials for at least one year.
· Convene workgroups to provide feedback on the review and revision of Oregon law 
· Revise ORS 337 and submit for next legislative cycle (~April 2014).
· Revise OAR 581 division 11 (instructional materials), and adoption options in division 22 (OAR 581-22-1640, OAR 581-22-1622, OAR 581-22-1650) after new statues have been passed.
· Support the independent adoption process for CCSS mathematics materials in 2014-15.
· Adoption of CCSS mathematics criteria.
· Provide opportunities for districts to review CCSS mathematics materials. 
· Support local reviews of materials using the adopted criteria.
