
Curriculum Subcommittee Regular 
meeting
Thursday, October 3, 2013 6:00 PM Eastern

New Fairfield Community Room
3 Brush Hill Road

New Fairfield, CT 06812  
  
Mr. Scott Akam:   Present   
Mr. Steve Burfeind:   Absent   
Ms. Karen Chance:   Absent   
Mr. Ken Chapman:   Absent   
Mr. Vic Flagello:   Absent   
Mr. Kim Hanson:   Absent   
Mr. Kevin Hearty:   Absent   
Mr. Sean Loughran:   Present   
Mr. Peter Ohring:   Present   
Present: 3, Absent: 6.
 

I. Call to Order
II. Approval of Minutes

II.A. September 12, 2013
III. Action Items

III.A. Field Trip to Puerto Rico (Meeting Learners’ Needs)
III.B. Fine and Applied Arts (Meeting Learners’ Needs) 

IV. Information Items
IV.A. CCSS – A Closer Look (CCSS)

V. Other
VI. Adjournment



BOARD OF EDUCATION, NEW FAIRFIELD, CT 

Curriculum Subcommittee Meeting 

 

 
Name of Subcommittee:  Curriculum   Meeting type:  Regular 

Date of Meeting: 9/12/13    Place of Meeting: NF Community Room 

Minutes submitted by:  Scott Akam 

Members present:  Scott Akam, Kevin Hearty, Peter Ohring  

Members absent:  Ken Chapman 

Other attendees:  Alicia Roy, Barbara Mechler, Mariana Coelho 

 

Meeting called to order:  at 6:14 p.m. 

 

II.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES  

A. May 2, 2013 – Regular  Meeting 

Motion:  To approve minutes of May 2, 2013 as presented 

Made by:  Kevin Hearty      Seconded by:  Peter Ohring  

Recording of vote:  All in favor    

  

III.  INFORMATION/ACTION ITEMS  

A. Spanish at Meeting House Hill School (Meeting Learner’s Needs) 

The introduction of Spanish at Meeting House Hill School was presented and discussed.  This 

will occur on a trial basis.   

 
IV.  INFORMATION ITEMS   

A. CCSS – A Closer Look (CCSS) – An overview of the PowerPoint regarding math 

assessments from the Smarter Balanced website was shared and will be presented at the Board 

meeting. 

B. Assessment Results (Cycles of Improvement)    

1.  CTE     

2.  CAPT Cohort 

Data from both assessments was shared and will be presented at the Board meeting. 

C. Panorama Survey Results – Results from the Panorama Survey, a survey of parents 

districtwide, were shared and will be presented at the Board meeting. 

 

V.    OTHER  

 

Motion to adjourn:  Made by:   Peter Ohring  Seconded by:  Scott Akam 

Recording of vote:  Aye – Unanimous   Meeting adjourned at:  6:54 p.m. 













 

Text Complexity 



Text Complexity

“The Common Core Standards hinge on 
students encountering appropriately 
complex texts at each grade level in order 
to develop the mature language skills and 
the conceptual knowledge they need for 
success in school and life” (p. 3).



Anchor Standard: 

R.CCR.10 Read and comprehend complex literary 
and informational texts independently and proficiently.

Example Grade-level Standard (6th grade):

RI.6.10 By the end of the year, read and 
comprehend literary  nonfiction in the grades 6-8 text 
complexity band proficiently, with scaffolding as 
needed at the high end of the range.

Text Complexity
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Overview of Text Complexity

Text complexity is defined by:
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e2. Qualitative measures – levels of meaning, 
structure, language conventionality and clarity, 
and knowledge demands often best measured by 
an attentive human reader.

Quantitative

1. Quantitative measures – readability and other scores 
of text complexity often best measured by computer 
software.

Reader and Task
3. Reader and Task considerations – background 

knowledge of reader, motivation, interests, and 
complexity generated by tasks assigned often best 
made by educators employing their professional 
judgment.



Text Complexity 
Grade Bands

Suggested 
Lexile Range

K-1 100L – 500L

2-3 450L – 790L 

4-5 770L – 980L

6-8 955L – 1155L

9-10 1080L – 1305L

11-CCR 1215L – 1355L

Quantitative Measures Ranges 
for 

Text Complexity Grade Bands 



A Four-step Process:

Determining Text Complexity
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Reader and Task

4. Recommend placement in the 
appropriate text complexity band.

3. Reflect upon the reader and task 
considerations.

2. Analyze the qualitative measures 
of the text.

1. Determine the quantitative 
measures of the text.
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Measures such as:
• Word length
• Word frequency
• Word difficulty
• Sentence length
• Text length
• Text cohesion

Step 1: Quantitative Measures
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Step 2: Qualitative Measures
Measures such as:

• Levels of meaning
• Levels of purpose
• Structure
• Organization
• Language conventionality
• Language clarity
• Prior knowledge demands



Step 2: Qualitative Measures
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Because the factors for literary texts 
are different from information texts, 
these two rubrics contain different 
content. However, the formatting of 
each document is exactly the same.

And because these factors represent 
continua rather than discrete stages 
or levels, numeric values are not 
associated with these rubrics. 
Instead, four points along each 
continuum are identified: high, 
middle high, middle low, and low.
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Step 3: Reader and Task
Considerations such as:
• Motivation
• Knowledge and 

experience
• Purpose for reading
• Complexity of task 

assigned regarding text
• Complexity of questions 

asked regarding text



Step 4: Recommended Placement
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Step 4: Recommended Placement
After reflecting upon all 
three legs of the text 
complexity model we can 
make a final 
recommendation of 
placement within a text and 
begin to document our 
thinking for future reference.
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