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A Critique to the Structure of US Elementary School Mathematics
MA Li-ping
(1. Independent Scholar of Elementary Mathematics Education;
2. Principle of Sitanfu Chinese School, USA)

Abstract: With the “new math”of the early 1960s came significant changes in the content and organizing structure of U.S.
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elementary mathematics. Among changes in content: the theory of school arithmetic was abandoned and concepts of advanced
mathematics were introduced. The organizing structure changed from centering on arithmetic, and instead became a collection of
parallel strands. These changes and their history suggest a cause for the “mile-wide, inch-deep” elementary mathematics
curriculum in the United States. This history also suggests lessons for elementary mathematics education reform in China.

Key words: elementary mathematics: content and organization; school arithmetic; Mathematics Framework for California Public
Schools; NCTM Curriculum Standards; Chinese Mathematics Curriculum Standards
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