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July 9, 2021 
 
Dr. Linda Darling-Hammond, President 
California State Board of Education 
1430 N Street, Suite 5111 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Via email only 
 
Re: Item 7 – Mathematics Framework for California Public Schools 
 
Dear President Darling-Hammond: 
 
I’m writing regarding Item 7, the Mathematics Framework and revision of the schedule of 
significant events. EdVoice has process and content-based concerns to bring to the 
attention of the Board. 
 
Over a decade after the adoption of the California Common Core math standards, six 
years after the last revisions, and several years of lackluster math achievement (as measured 
by state and federal assessments), California is in the process of updating the mathematics 
framework.  
 
EdVoice supports rigorous mathematic preparation for all students, beginning in the 
primary grades, to provide all students the opportunity to succeed in A-G college readiness 
courses and in careers. EdVoice also supports rigorous advanced math standards included 
in the adopted state standards, and policies for high schools to offer advanced level 
mathematics to appropriately-prepared students so they can be challenged with high level 
mathematics coursework and succeed in rigorous STEM field preparation.  
 
EdVoice has also testified many times on the obvious systematic bias in California public 
schools that has prejudiced disadvantaged students and students of color from being 
offered challenging mathematics coursework and instruction beginning in upper 
elementary grades and in middle school. Students do not rise to low expectations. 
 
While some suggest the frameworks do not matter because they are guidelines and not 
mandatory for local school districts, California law mandates all state-funded professional 
development, training of teachers in the schools of education, and state-adopted textbooks 
in K-8th grade, inclusive, be aligned to the frameworks. Indeed, the legislature has directed 
that the framework content and development be governed by statutorily mandated 
processes regarding state approved standards-aligned content, public meeting and voting 
requirements. 
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These explicit mandatory requirements are found in the California Education Code and 
Title 5 of the California Code of Regulations as the frameworks are a legally binding 
component of instructional materials evaluation criteria when the Board exercises its 
mandated responsibility under section 7.5 of Article IX of the California Constitution to 
adopt instructional materials for use by all students in grades one to eight, as specified. 
 
As the staff report notes in this item, in spring 2021, the first draft of the mathematics 
frameworks engendered significant controversy and over 500 formal comments from 
individuals and organizations. We understand numerous math and science teachers and 
professors, including authors of the Common Core mathematics standards registered 
opposition to the first draft. Proposals to have all students remain in the same minimum 
competency math sequence through 10th grade even when many demonstrate they are 
capable of excelling in advanced mathematics; references to extraneous material that 
downplays correct answers; and, the recommendation that non-mathematic content be 
added to the content and pedagogy of mathematics instruction do not appear consistent 
with the adopted grade level academic mathematics standards or consistent with current 
and confirmed research as required.  
 
After reviewing the videotaped meeting and the minutes of the Instructional Quality 
Commission Committee (IQC)/Subject Matter Committee, it is unclear that the law has 
been followed as there is no record of specific votes or explicit consensus direction to staff 
making the next round of edits to the draft framework. 
 
Accordingly, EdVoice is in support of delaying the start of the public comment period on 
the revised framework and recommends the State Board of Education direct the 
Superintendent and the Executive Director of the Instructional Quality Commission to 
ensure that all the applicable provisions of Title 5 of the California Code of Regulations 
and the Education code are followed with respect to both academic grade level standards-
aligned content and process, including the training of commissioners and committee 
members on legal requirements, as appropriate. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments and concerns. If you have any 
questions, don’t hesitate to contact me directly. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Bill Lucia, President  
 
Cc:   Hon. Tony Thurmond, Superintendent of Public Instruction 
 Members, State Board of Education 
        Brooks Allen, Executive Director, State Board of Education 
        Ben Chida, Chief Deputy Cabinet Secretary  
     Joey Freeman, Chief Deputy Legislative Affairs Secretary 


