
AAT Oversight Council Meeting

March 31, 2011
University System of Maryland

Chancellor’s Conference Room

Minutes
Participants: Sue Blanshan, Colleen Eisenbeiser, Linda Gronberg-Quinn, Diane Hampton, Teri Hollander,  Tracey Jamison, Fran Kroll, Janet Medina, Elizabeth Neal, Dennis Pataniczek, Brad Phillips, Jean Satterfield, Nancy Shapiro, Lois Stover
Guests: Dorothy Plantz, Angela Gaither-Scott, and Brenda Hurbanis
Staff: Danielle Susskind
I. Welcome and Introductions 

· Dr. Grasmick announced her resignation yesterday and we feel that AAT is one of her accomplishments

II. Approval of Minutes (from January 5, 2011 Meeting)- Approved as is
III. Action Item: Discuss and Approve AAT Quick Facts Flyer  
· Question about “two step process”- do all four years have a two step process? The conversation reflected the four years feeling that this accurate- it is a process, which varies, but is generally at least two steps- change the second sentence to “may be required”

· Independent colleges are not held to COMAR, so they may have more than 10-16 hours of general education requirements 

· CHANGES: Fourth Arrow, second bullet- Should say “lower division outcomes for teacher education “may be included in courses such as” and add child/adolescent development, Eliminate : Outcomes vary somewhat for Secondary Education Program; Add; “Check with your advisor at your college for specific requirements for your major; Add bullet that says “ Students in Secondary Education AAT programs must complete specified content courses” Remove: “Introductory process and acquisitions of reading”
· Separate under Admission and Transfer- AAT Requirements, and then last two bullets are under “Upon Transfer” 

· Add to title: (AAT) Degree

· Add “More information is available at the MHEC website (MHEC link)” “Specifically” “Click on Colleges and Universities”  on the bottom with a date and the URL to the MHEC page for Colleges and Universities 

· Danielle will make changes and send to this group with the minutes. Community colleges should distribute this to their students.
IV. Action Item: Posting Updated Crosswalks on the Website

· Every community college in proposing an AAT program proposes a crosswalk, developed by the college and goes to MHEC but doesn’t go out to the four years- there is currently no way to access those crosswalks that show where the outcomes are met- so can the crosswalks be connected to the program proposals that are sent out electronically?
· MHEC keeps the program proposals and approvals in paper format, not electronically

· Could put the archival crosswalks on the CAO website for internal use – but there may be some revisions to the crosswalk after hearing from the CRC subcommittees and perhaps they will be changed then

· This communication needs to go both ways- Four years need to communicate “general education” changes to the two years as well 

· Decision-  As each of the CRC committees makes its recommendations those changes get added to the crosswalk it gets submitted to USM and we will put up on the CAO website (Send Teri the secondary education crosswalks, wait on elementary and special education and early childhood crosswalks)

· NOTE: MADTECC group has an AAT presentation that they can share with any institutions that are interested to bring new faculty up to date on what AAT is and how it works – contact Colleen Eisenbeiser for the “show on the road” – She will be presenting this at the MSDE Ed Deans and Directors Meeting 

V. Discussion: AAT Continuous Review Committee  - Interim Report 

a. Content Subcommittee- Brenda Hurbanis & Diallo Sessoms
· Brenda is here representing Diallo and the rest of the committee- Still missing a four year member- Began by identifying the sources of the Standards and the Outcomes- used the ACEI and InTASC documents- Conclusion was that basically that the current AAT standards documents is very compatible with the other two documents- the group may make recommendations for changes to better match:

· Wording changes for clarity and put in line with 2007 ACEI Standards (minor word changes)

· Consider creating a direct match between the standards and AAT outcomes wording (specifically to the InTASC standards)

· 2007 ACEI standards be used as the framework for the entire document (standards 1-5)
· Align standards 1, 3-5 with 2010 InTASC standards 

· Use the 2007 ACEI Standard 2 (Curriculum) and “Elements of Standard” to review standard 2 because it is not uniform among subject areas in content, style, and format- this standard needs the most changes because it is the most eclectically written

· The committee would like guidance on where standard 2 should go and what it should incorporate – DECISION:  Clean it up to the ACEI standards and then compare with Common Core when it is ready- but keeping in mind that it is only the first two years- then bring back to the AAT OC standard 

· For standards 1, 3, 4, and 5- it is ready to be sent to the AAT OC- comments in red are added (especially in the assessment area)- DECISION: Send it to the AAT OC group and also distribute (Via Jean Satterfield)  to the two and four year education deans with this instruction: within the next 10 days, send to the “right people on your campus” and get the information back to the AAT OC
· Once the wording is improved and all the feedback has been given - there will be a template given to the community colleges to change the wording – then send the whole new crosswalk to Teri 

· Standard 4- Assessment for Instruction was not addressed but may be because it is not appropriate for the first two years 

· Adding in “family involvement” outcomes -but many community colleges are already doing that
b. Special Education Content Group- Colleen Eisenbeiser & Janet Medina
· Led by Colleen and Janet- have had some of the same changes as Elementary Education group- this AAT is a little newer – met two times, used the newest InTASC and CEC standards- no radical changes- 

· Changes made in draft document handed out- changed a lot of wording “to be introduced” because that is what is accomplished in the first two years (Elementary Education Content Group decided that they would include this language too)

· Deleted some standards that are not being completed in first two years

· Sample Assessment is not included because they are randomly placed and haven’t had the opportunity to revise that yet 

· Updated all the titles and numbers of standards because the headings changed

· Recommendation: With the exception of the sample assessment column (looking at the content group for example)- this documents is ready to be approved – 

· Add newer InTASC standards being used with year and a date for the document 

· DECISION- disseminate through Jean Satterfield to the Ed Deans and Directors with the Education Content Group document including an introductory paragraph explaining what the group did 

c. Process Subcommittee- Kathy Angeletti & Dorothy Plantz

· Presented by Dorothy Plantz- looking at how to make this clear for community college students- did a survey with community colleges about communication- and found that they have many processes in place to assist students with completion

· No agreement on course substitution at community colleges- some are allowing it and agreed to a 2 course maximum to preserve integrity of AAT

· Trying to hard to get students through the program- but a lot are starting but not finishing

· Proposal for a template for four years- could be for the text section of the Recommended Transfer Program (RTP) on ArtSys- but every four year that accepts AAT transfers would complete this form

· Would include contact information, web site address, teacher education program description, application process, scholarship and loan opportunities, orientation/registration processes and procedures, curriculum requirements to be completed at 4 year institution, and key elements for a successful transfer 

· Also a suggested AAT Transfer Worksheet that would be completed at the two year to bring with them to the four year (each institution could put their own logo on this)- Kathy Angeletti is going to present this at the Deans and Directors meeting 

· Next Steps: Send this  (Template for RTP ) to Jean Satterfield as well to distribute to the Ed Deans and Directors and get feedback
· AGENDA FOR NEXT MEETING- What happens when the AAT doesn’t meet the program requirements (NOT Graduation requirement) at the four year (EX: Statistics vs. Finite math of McDaniel College- is a student delayed in the admission to the teacher education program while they take the next course- ask Towson and College Park to speak to that)

*When all the comments from all the groups come back the comments will go to the CRC groups who will review the comments and bring back final recommendations to the AAT OC
VI. Update: Race to the Top & Common Core Gap Analysis & Assessments- Jean & Danielle
· RTT- Dr. Grasmick met with Secretary Duncan a few days ago and message was very clear that we have got to do what we said we are going to do- we have to figure out what we mean by “teacher effectiveness” and they are scrutinizing the work very closely- Dennis is on the Teacher Effectiveness Council which has met 13 times and is getting closer to some recommendations- the tone has changed and become less adversarial – there will be an interim report posted once it is accepted by the governor which should be any day now

· PARCC/Common Core- 
· The higher Ed Advisory Board will now have a vote on “college readiness” issues with the governing board
· Common core work continues- meeting on April 21st for Math. 
VII. News & Issues from the field - None
VIII. Announcements/New Business 

· May try to have one more meeting to finish up some of the subcommittee work

