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Overview:
For several months the MSTA leadership have asked you to share your views about the need for grade level or grade span for Michigan's science benchmarks. Many MSTA members and science educators from the Building a Presence for Science network took the time to answer the survey. In addition, several of you wrote letters sharing your perspectives. Thank you. MSTA really wanted to know your viewpoint in this important matter.

During the first 48 hours that the survey was posted on the MSTA web site over 125 educators responded. Please read carefully the analysis of the survey results prepared by our MSTA Executive Committee. Further details can be obtained by going online to the MSTA web site: http://www.msta-mich.org/
Administration of Survey:

The attached survey was posted on the MSTA web site along with two position statements:  One supporting Grade Level Benchmarks and a second supporting Grade Span Benchmarks.  Members and non-members were invited to respond to the attached survey through the following communications:

· Eblast message via internet to all MSTA members

· Building a Presence for Science network eblast to all state Key Leaders

· Newsletter article about the posting on the MSTA web site (the article only included the position paper supporting Grade Level benchmarks)

384 individuals responded to the survey.  This is a sizable number but it is not a statistically significant sample of the entire MSTA membership of 3,542.  Therefore the data must be viewed as reflecting the views of a number of individuals in the state, but not necessarily conclusive about the science education community in any of the areas surveyed.

Analysis of the Data

The Executive Board reviewed the attached data and summarized the information collected as follows:

Demographics of respondents:

· 58 % were MSTA members

· 69 % were teachers

· 42 % were middle school teachers and 29 % were elementary teachers

· 52 % were Class A schools

· 52 % were Suburban schools

· Respondents came from a wide variety of MSTA regions

Generalizations

Most districts do have a written science curriculum that is aligned with the Michigan Framework that articulates what should be taught at every grade and this document is guiding district science practice

· 91% have a written science curriculum aligned with the state

· 84 % have documents that provide clear grade level direction for science

· 76% felt that the curriculum was being implemented as expected

The Michigan Science Education community seems to be divided approximately 50:50 on the issue of Grade Level vs. Grade Span science benchmarks.  The MSTA members leaned more towards Grade Span, but when other sub-groups were examined the breakdown was still approximately 50:50.  This means that this issue will be a contentious topic regardless which model is adopted.

Individuals supporting Grade Span were concerned about:

· Cost of change: both for materials and time for conversion to grade level

· Endangering a model system that is currently working well for their district and providing good results

· Allowing for district, teacher and student diversity and flexibility

· Too much change in a short time frame discouraging teachers

The individuals supporting Grade Level Benchmarks are looking for:

· Improved clarity of target so teachers will better understand expectations

· A sense of high accountability that would come from a state defined curriculum

· Statewide alignment with other content areas and with other districts, particularly because of high mobility rates.

In light of the data collected and its implications the MSTA board would like to make the following recommendations:

1. The Department of Education, with support from the Michigan science community and leadership, should begin a systematic and comprehensive exploration of Grade Level Science Benchmarks.  These Benchmarks should be developed over a 2-3 year time frame in partnership with the science professional community (MSTA, MDSTA and MSELA) and should be carefully reviewed by a large cross section of state science educators.  We recommend a process similar to the one that was used to develop the original MEGOSE document.  

2. Based on the data collected, these benchmarks should increase clarity and focus of target – not just reiteration of the same information already in the existing Framework. 

3. This process and timeframe would give districts the opportunity to budget for and implement necessary curriculum revisions without putting an excessive burden on districts that have already invested in the development of quality programs.

4. The new state assessment should not hold districts accountable for changes for five years, similar to the way the math Future Core would not be part of the accountability for that period of time.

In Conclusion

If these guidelines are followed, MSTA will give full support this development process and will support the transition by providing professional development for teachers in the state.

