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Mohave District Annex
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Call to Order
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Agenda and Minutes
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Agenda for Thursday, January 15, 2026
1. Call to Order
Information/Discussion and Possible Action
2. Approval of Agenda for January 15, 2026 - Action Item
3. Approval of Minutes for September 25, 2025 - Action Item
4. Attendees
5. Committee Goals
6. Committee Norms and Expectations
7. Public Review Results
8. Try and Apply Feedback/Discussion
9. Data Review and Questions for Vendors

10. Future Meetings
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Agenda and Minutes
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Action Item

Discussion and Approval of Meeting Agenda for 
January 15, 2026
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Action Item

Discussion and Approval of Meeting Minutes for 
September 25, 2025
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Attendees
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Committee Support
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Dr. Tamara Jagodzinski - Director of Teaching and Learning
- Committee Co-Chair

Carrie Chapman - Elementary Math Academic Coach
- Committee Co-Chair

Carline Fried - Secondary Math Academic Coach
- Committee Co-Chair

Dede Johnston - Instructional Materials Coordinator



The Committee: Phase 2 - K-5 Members (25)
Julie Ballard- principal
Andrew Banister- teacher
Laura Batko- teacher
Melissa Caramucci- teacher
Edie Dolan- parent
Colleen Felix- Gifted coach
Nicole Hamilton- teacher
Laura Henry- ELD coach
Amber Lindsey- teacher
Carrie Miller- teacher
Dana Moore- teacher
Karen Pescatore- teacher
Danica Pohl- Special Education coach
Alyson Sawkiw- teacher
Stephanie Shamy- teacher
Raquel Thomas- teacher
Kim Vallejo- teacher
Nichole Viderman- teacher
Megan Zweig- parent
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Beth Greene - teacher
Blair Wilkins - parent
Yina Mejina - parent
Jordan Wilson - parent
Tomasi Moustafa - parent
Mary Alvarez-Jackson - teacher
Anna Arikat - parent
Ross Bennett-Kennett - parent
Matthew Ruth - parent
Gregory Puckett - parent
Debbie Roffino - teacher
Katie Vogel - parent
Michael Bridges - parent
Brianna Maxwell - teacher



The Committee: Phase 2 - 6-8 Members (12)
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6-8

Adrienne Bass- teacher
Jesus Curiel Ledesma- teacher
Nicole Fagan- gifted coach
Michelle Miller- teacher
Fred Rabach- teacher
Sara Ruggeri- teacher
William Williams- teacher

Pascale Godart - teacher
Jessica Rabbers - parent
Jacqueline Kincer - parent
Kristin Nelson - parent
Ryan Panos - parent
Suzanne D’Avino - teacher
Jay Hester - Special Ed teacher
Weston Toste - parent
Sandra Ortland - parent



The Committee: Phase 2 - High School (20)
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High School

Ted Anderson- teacher
Casey Boerner- teacher
Sarah Boustilla- teacher
Jacquelyn Buckley- teacher
Stephanie Carver- teacher
Kellen Castillo- teacher
Trey Checkett- community member
Jason Foster- teacher
Kelsey Maslowski- teacher
Christina Murray- teacher
Tim Reckell- community member
Gladis Roa- teacher
Mike Topczewski- teacher
Shannon Yoesle- teacher
Jessica Angelo- Special Ed mentor teacher

Billie Henning- parent
Mara Kurasch- parent
Suzanne Weinberg- teacher
Lauren McFarland- teacher
Rebecca Holmes- parent
Eniola O Ayanlola - parent



Sign In Sheets

Please record arrival time on the sign-in sheet as you 
arrive.  Record departure time if you are leaving before 
the meeting officially adjourns.
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Housekeeping
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Committee Goals
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SUSD Strategic Plan
GOAL 1: ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE 

Challenge and inspire students to reach high levels of achievement so they thrive as 
confident, dynamic, future-ready learners equipped to pursue their passions and 
ambitions. Commitments:

1.1: Provide learning opportunities that ensure all students graduate prepared for 
relevant and viable postsecondary higher learning and careers.

1.2: Cultivate critical and creative thinking by integrating problem-based learning 
opportunities throughout the curriculum.

GOAL 5: OPTIMIZED RESOURCES 

Generate and utilize resources to maximize educational opportunities in order to 
ensure organizational health.

5.3 Ensure equitable distribution of resources to meet the needs of our students.



Committee Purpose and Objective
Purpose
The purpose of the K-5, 6-8 and High School  Math Curriculum Adoption Committee is to review, evaluate, and recommend quality 
and appropriate textbooks and instructional resources for approval by the district Governing Board.  

Objective
The committee will:

● Learn about current best practices in math instruction developed by National Council of Teachers of Mathematics (NCTM): 
● Learn about Arizona Math Standards and the progression through grade levels.
● Review rubric criteria to be used to evaluate math textbooks and resources. 
● Review and evaluate math textbooks and instructional resources.
● Recommend textbooks and instructional resources to the Governing Board for formal approval and adoption.
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Committee Norms 
and Expectations
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Norms
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Be fully 
present.

Listen to 
understand 

and ask 
questions for 
clarification.

Invite and 
welcome the 

contributions of 
every member.

Be open to 
new ideas. 

Be mindful of 
how often and 
how long you 

speak. 

Questions and 
challenges are 

welcomed.  
Question and 
challenge the 
idea, not the 

person. 

Support the 
group's 

recommendation 
after consensus is 

reached.
 



Clarifying Decision-Making Process
Defining Consensus
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If all members of a committee/group must agree - or if every 
member of a committee can veto taking action - groups will 
be subjected to constant inaction… a state of perpetual 
status quo.  

Without a shared understanding of consensus, persons 
determine their own standards.  

Consensus decision making is a group decision making                                 
process that seeks consent of all participants where 
everyone’s opinions are heard and understood.  It is an 
acceptable resolution; one that can be supported, even if it 
is not the “first choice” or “favorite” of each individual. 

Defours et al - Definition of Consensus: 

All points of view have been heard. 

The will of the group is evident 
even to those who most oppose it.  



Clarifying Decision-Making Process
Defining Consensus

21

Consensus is…
● Consenting to a proposal because group members choose to cooperate 

with the direction of the group rather than insist on their personal 
preference.

● “Is this proposal something you can live with?  While group members 
may be willing to go along with a proposal, they do not actually need to 
favor it above another choice. 

● To “consent”. This means that even if group members disagree, there is 
still overall consent to move forward in order to settle the issue. 



Public Review 
Results
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Savvas - Elementary Feedback (67%)
I reviewed 4th grade materials.
Strengths: spiral review; enrichment and reteach pages for each lesson; clear TE materials & online platform
Concerns: no tear-out homework pages in student book (we'd need to do digital or make paper copies of 
online resources, costing more money); only one version of each chapter test (vs. an A and a B test that can 
be used for pre/post test); there is a LOT on each page (very busy) for students; no area/perimeter chapter 
and only 1-2 lessons covering that topic, which is hard for students; how much of the $ we'd pay would be 
for the manipulatives, which we don't really need? (we have a warehouse and schools full of manipulatives 
from previous programs)
Numbers: For fourth grade, this contains 113 lessons (without review/assessment) compared with 97 for 
our existing Big Ideas curriculum. We barely get Big Ideas finished. This is too many lessons--some will need 
to be skipped.
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Savvas - Elementary Feedback (67%)
● Out of the three elementary options, I was least impressed with both 

the print & digital materials for Savaas.

● Independent Practice both on paper and on the computer are not 
independent friendly for younger grades. Paper ones requires them to 
read independent to work independent, which littles cannot do. On 
the computer, it is not user friendly for younger students (submitting 
answers, viewing questions, writing and typing answers) It is too 
advanced for them to understand to be able to use independent.

● WE DID NOT LIKE THIS CURRICULUM AT ALL. IT IS ALSO POORLY 
REVIEWED BY MANY SCHOOL DISTRICTS.
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Savvas - Elementary Feedback (67%)
● I found the platform very difficult to navigate. I was unable to figure 

out how to print materials for the class, and I also struggled to 
understand how to complete assessments. After working with it for a 
week, I did notice that the standards align well, but some of the 
digital features are not to my liking. The layout feels cramped, there is 
a lack of spacing, and the touch screen interface moves around in a 
way that does not feel user‑friendly.

● The problems are relevant/rigorous, but the student workbooks 
themselves are poorly designed. There is hardly any room for 
students to do their work, which negates the purpose of having a 
workbook.
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Savvas - Elementary Feedback (67%)
[Committee Members] 

● Additional practice QR codes didn't work. Teacher will have to print a lot 
(books themselves don't have enough. The exit tickets (used for 
individualization) are one of those pieces. Chapter assessments are LONG... 
is there pausing points built in where we can give parts?

● The workbook is inviting for a Kinder student. I don't see lots of practice for 
additional work without pulling out a Chromebook to complete the spiral 
review or some additional practice. All exit tickets need to be printed and so 
does the check for understanding unless it is completed online. Materials 
are all online and will have a completion score once turned in. There is no 
homework for the student unless assigned online or additional work is 
printed for them.
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Savvas - Middle School Feedback
● This curriculum is most closely aligned with the curriculum map provided by the district for 6th grade. 

The 3-act math provides an opportunity for students to engage in real life situations that use math 
concepts. I find the curriculum flows logically and provides plenty of opportunity for practice and 
student reflection that leads to mastery.  [ Non-Committee Member ]

● Some of these are difficult to answer because I did not delve deeply into the online piece. It seems 
like there are some videos for students related to the Act 3 math tasks, but I didn't see videos of the 
actual lessons. It could be that I didn't look hard enough. While the online pieces of the program are 
good to have, I believe it is the hard copy that makes the difference for students. We are expecting 
them to be in front of a screen too much.  [ Non-Committee Member ]

● I like Savvas over McGraw-Hill because I think the book order aligns better with what our district 
envisions for our scope and sequence going forward.  I think both textbooks are of high quality and 
worthy of selection.    [ Non-Committee Member ]
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Savvas - High School Feedback
● For Algebra 1, this book is not well designed. The content is too difficult frequently and lacks any 

real development of the concepts (i.e. here is the formula, now use it). Our Algebra 1 curriculum 

should help teachers engage students in the development of concepts in a way that fosters 

mathematical thinking. This book does not do that. The online homework is so hard to view and 

became unusable for me. The practice questions/homework do not have enough middle range 

difficulty problems.  [Committee Member]

● For Algebra 2, this curriculum has some strange orders (imaginary numbers before quadratic 

formula, lack of inverse function lesson until chapter 5) and poor concept development. There is 

not enough practice. [Committee Member]
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McGraw Hill - Elementary Feedback (94.5%)
I reviewed fourth-grade materials.
Strengths:
-introductory chapter, "Math Is..."
-multiplicative comparison chapter (none in Savvas or existing Big Ideas)
-visually appealing, lots of room to write, not too busy
-fluency practice, exit tickets (online or print)
-extend and reteach pages and projects for each lesson
-student practice book with homework tear-out inside
-assessments in A & B versions (and editable) for pre/post tests
-TE is not too busy or overwhelming
-This seems like the simplest, most streamlined of the 3--a good thing

Concerns:
-is there enough guided practice before independent practice in this book?
-some area/perimeter work, but not a whole chapter like in HMH or our existing Big Ideas
-we don't need the manipulatives! we have a warehouse full!

Numbers:
This has 93 lessons for grade 4 (compared with 97 for Big Ideas but MANY more for the other two curricula proposed). This is do-able; the 
others will necessitate some skipping/combining.
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McGraw Hill - Elementary Feedback (94.5%)
● McGraw Hill (physical & digital materials) is my #1 choice out of the 3 

options
● This is the most coherent and cohesive curriculum that we reviewed and 

this would be our choice for our new math curriculum.
● very interactive and spacing was good
● Exit Tickets were more reflective than process oriented. Do we have to 

copy homework or will we purchase homework books for each child?
● McGraw Hill seems to meet all the components we are looking for in a 

strong math curriculum. This seems like a good transition from Big 
Ideas.
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McGraw Hill - Elementary Feedback (94.5%)
● This resource was most likely my favorite of all the ones I tried, and the students enjoyed it as well 

because of the way it was set up. There was some confusion around how to print materials and where 
the assessments were located, along with a few digital issues that I believe training could help resolve. 
One feature I especially appreciated was that each day it automatically opened to where you left off 
which is very convenient. I also liked that there was plenty of space for students to show their work, 
and overall, it felt more user‑friendly than the others. I only wish we had more time to explore and 
use the material fully.

[Committee Members]
● Pacing and presentation impossible (multiple strategies in one day, primarily word problems and not 

enough to cover concept). I was unable to find a single thing to do.
● Reveal didn't provide a homework assignment. If a teacher wants the students to have homework in 

Kinder they would have to print extra work out. Also, the exit ticket and reviews for spiral learning are 
online and would also need to be printed. Lessons with repeated work tend to be quite short and 
would need to be supplemented with additional copies or online work- which is not something all 
Kinder classrooms are doing.
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McGraw Hill - Middle School Feedback
Great book, great resources     [ Non-Committee Member ]
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McGraw Hill - High School Feedback
● These books have lots of practice problems that appear to have a wide range for ability 

levels. There is more depth in concept development in McGraw Hill than in Cengage or 

Savvas. The workbook style has left us wondering if this is a consumable. There isn't 

enough space for students to write if this is intended to be a workbook and I would not 

use it as a workbook. This textbook has the best teacher's manual because it provides the 

best guidance (Savvas manual is practically unreadable).   [Committee Member]

● McGraw Hill is my top choice.   [Committee Member]
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HMH - Elementary Feedback (76.5%)
I reviewed fourth-grade materials.

Strengths:
-Great multiplicative comparison chapter. This is hard for students, and we often don't have enough 
materials for it.
-Area/perimeter chapter (none for Savvas)
-Quick check section for each lesson--great for exit ticket
-Students rate their understanding of the learning goal before and after each lesson in a survey provided 
in student book--great, Danielsson-like activity!
-DOKs mentioned for different activities/questions
-tests for each chapter have an A & B editable version, so we can do a pre/post test if desired
-visually appealing for students
-tear-out homework available
-enrich & reteach pages available for each lesson

Concerns:
-very busy/complex TE and online platform

Numbers:
This has 111 lessons for fourth grade (without review/assessment) compared with 97 for existing Big Ideas 
curriculum. We barely get Big Ideas done. Something will need to be skipped.
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HMH - Elementary Feedback (76.5%)
● I have utilized all of the curriculum finalists with my students over the last few weeks. 

This curriculum was the easiest to follow and felt the most logically laid out. My 
students engaged better with this than they did with any of the other choices. We 
liked the tasks to do together, and then I liked having the option to give students extra 
grade level practice or enrichment.

● There is no homework component to review. Many books and manuals to have to 
keep track of. Too many student books to have to store and keep track of.

● I didn’t have as much time to explore this resource as I would have liked, but I 
appreciated that there were many options available for each lesson. With more time, I 
would like to see whether those options are designed to support differentiation. One 
challenge I encountered was not being able to find a way to print materials, which 
seems to be a common issue. Overall, I feel that with proper training, this tool could 
be a valuable addition to the classroom.
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HMH - Elementary Feedback (76.5%)
[Committee Members]
● There is not nearly enough practice for larger concepts. Teacher will have to build 

in a lot of reading supports due to pretty much being all word problems. I was 
unable to see an effective digital presentation. Would waggle be included in the 
bid? Waggle as presented didn't have a ton of live tracking and the reports are 
shallow without real data (just done or not done, some points/gems but no 
diagnosis data to work with)

● I loved that this work was not predictable and doesn't follow a pattern that the 
students can work ahead of in Kinder. Students must be attentive to understand 
the questions and know what is expected of them. I appreciate how the student 
must write and signs with work problems. Also, HMH does a good job with 
incorporating lots of word problems in the assignments. The tests are quite varied 
and there is lots of space to show the student's work.
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Rational Reasoning - HS Feedback
● When looking at the options for Honors Algebra 2, the Rational Reasoning Textbook is by far the best option. The other 

textbooks don't come close to offering the rigor or conceptual depth that Rational Reasoning does. I know that the 
technology is lacking, and they don't have pre-created tests, but the teachers who have been teaching these courses 
already have the extra resources, quizzes, and tests made. If we were to adopt another resource for Honors Algebra 2, 
there would need to be so much supplementation to make sure our students are prepared for Trig/Pre-Calc, it would be 

a nightmare.  [Committee Member]

● Although it is my personal opinion that Rational Reasoning be taught for the regular Algebra 2 course as well, we must 
keep this textbook for the Honors Algebra 2 section. It would be a detriment to our honors students to use any resource 

other than this textbook.  [Committee Member]

● This is the best curriculum for Algebra 2, especially for honors students. The content is high quality and prepares our 
students well for a calculus pathway. The curriculum actively involves the student as the learner and has high 
conceptual emphasis which is particularly beneficial once students learn calculus. I have had former Basis students 
that entered high school as 9th graders remark how well this class and curriculum prepared them for calculus in 

comparison to a trig precalc class they took at Basis.  [Committee Member]
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Cengage - High School Feedback

● It was difficult to answer some of the questions with what we were given. I did like the 

materials and thought the problem sets had a good mix of questions. [Non-Committee 

Member]

● All have good and bad features. McGraw hill seemed the best fit.  [Committee Member]

● Cengage does not have as many practice problems in the book as hoped for. The design of the 

book/graphics is a bit juvenile/too young for the students (really large font). The Algebra 2 

book is particularly poor quality in terms of quality of content. It was difficult to choose a try 

and apply for Algebra 2 because the quality of what is being taught in the book is so poor.  

[Committee Member]
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Try and Apply:
Feedback / 
Discussion
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Try & Apply: Share Your Feedback
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www.menti.com

Code: 1975 7701

Join the Mentimeter we will use your input to guide discussion and questions. 



Data Review and 
Questions for 

Vendors
41



The following slides represent data 
from the initial rubric review in 
September 2025
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Vendor Questions…
● What do vendors need to “WOW” you with to win you over?

● What questions remain unanswered after attempting the Try 
and Apply?

● What needs to be demonstrated more clearly?
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We will need to reach consensus on materials for 
the following courses:
Kindergarten

1st Grade

2nd Grade

3rd Grade

4th Grade

5th Grade
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Grade 6 Math
Accelerated Grade 6 Math
Grade 7 Math
Accelerated Grade 7 Math
Grade 8 Math
Algebra 1
Geometry
Geo-Trig Honors
Algebra 2
Algebra 2 Honors



Future Meetings

48



Next Meeting - Vendor Presentations!!

Thursday, January 22, 2026
Mohave District Annex

8:30 am - 3:00 pm
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Meeting 
adjourned!
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