
USM/MICUA Education Deans and Directors Meeting

Thursday, October 6, 2011

Minutes

Present: Mickey Fenzel, Laura Frazier (for Barbara Martin Palmer), Clarence Golden, Diane Hampton, Davenia Jones Lea, Ray Lorion, Dennis Pataniczek, Jennie Pilato, Henry Reiff, Gene Schaffer, Nancy Shapiro, James Siemen, Edna Simmons, Lois Stover, Karen Verbeke, Josephine Wilson (for Traki Taylor-Webb), and Donna Wiseman

Staff: Zakiya Lee

I. Welcome

II. Academic Program Proposals by Out-of-State Institutions
· Sue Blanshan reviewed the process that applies to Out-of State Insitiutions proposals, and reiterated how important it is for all institutions to respond with factual, data-based objections if that is their position.  A question was raised about MHEC having a policy-based “boilerplate” response, which would take some burden off institutions.  Dr. Blanshan made the important point that while the policies are in place, having each institution explicitly state objections, and evidence of where “harm” or competition would impinge on the work of Maryland’s institutions is especially helpful when the Commission fashions responses to these out-of-state requests.
III. NCATE’s Blue Ribbon Alliance
· Maryland has joined the Blue Ribbon Alliance to examine clinical preparation. We will work with MSDE on this project. The group would like to proceed with that partnership in the form of a task force that will allow us to be involved in the conversations and work. Dr. Pataniczek agreed to share this request with Maggie from MSDE. 
IV. AAT Oversight Council & ARTSYS


· The AAT Oversight Council hopes to bring the review committees to conclusion this year. 

· Dr. Pataniczek suggested, and the group agreed, that AAT meeting minutes be distributed to the Ed Deans/Directors to keep them informed of those processes. Additionally, the group must focus on bringing new faculty and advisors on board with AAT work. 

· During the summer, institutions were sent a template that would be used to streamline the two-year/four-year articulation process. Please ensure that your institution’s template is submitted immediately. Contact Kathy Angeletti (kangel@umd.edu) for more information. 

· ARTSYS is an information system, housed at USM, which analyzes courses from 2-year institutions and identifies equivalent courses at 4-year institutions. For a fee, colleges and universities are included in the database, and ARTSYS analyzes courses from those institutions to help students progress between community colleges and four-year institutions with little to no loss of credits or duplication of successfully completed coursework.
· Dr. Lorion noted the disadvantage for community colleges to participate, as students are considered drop outs of those institutions when they transfer to a four-year institution before earning their AA. It was noted that MHEC’s Complete College America grant/program is looking to address this issue.
V. NCTQ Activities
· National Council of Teacher Quality (NCTQ) is an independent group that has started evaluating and ranking teacher preparation programs. When few institutions responded positively to their request for information, NCTQ served requests for information under the Freedom of Information Act. USM did not encourage participation, because we are a NCATE state and participating in another evaluation seemed counterintuitive. Moreover, NCTQ promotes different standards than NCATE, and adhering to those of NCTQ may put us out of compliance with NCATE.
Dr. Shapiro noted that USM has been in touch with the attorney general. Their advice, along with information from the group, was: 1) requests should be forwarded to university lawyers, 2) NCTQ can’t request information that’s not regularly collected, 3) NCTQ has to pay for time used to gather information, and 4) information does not have to be gathered until NCTQ pays institutions the money due for gathering the information.
Please send your most recent NCTQ requests to Nancy (via fax or scan and email).

VI. Certification

· Prior to the MSDE Ed Deans/Directors meeting, the co-chairs will present Jean Satterfield (MSDE) with questions/topics raised by Lin Blackman (Goucher) regarding certification. Those topics include: 1) a general update on any recent and upcoming changes, 2) how foreign language certification for native speakers is handled. Is it the same as non-native speakers?, 3) general review of middle school certification. 

VII. MACTE

· Meetings have been difficult to arrange. Members have started questioning the value of MACTE. The group concluded that MACTE can be the advocacy group for Ed Deans when, due to conflicts of interest, USM cannot. 

VIII. AACTE Response to Department of Education’s Blueprint for Teacher Prep Reform

· Dr. Wiseman updated the group on major changes that are forthcoming due to the Department of Education’s Teacher Preparation Reform Blueprint. The Blueprint calls for the creation of Presidential Teaching Fellows. This program, however, would eliminate the TEACH grant program and the total amount of money scholarship dollars. Visit http://www.aacte.org/ for more information. 

IX. Maryland Council for Educator Effectiveness

· After a series of meetings, the proposal passed that will require 50% of a teacher’s/administrator’s evaluation to be based on multiple measures of student growth. This new standard is being piloted within selected schools in seven LEAs this year. A mid-year review will occur in December. The full program will be rolled out to all LEAs in Fall 2012. Consideration still must be given to the measures of achievement that will be used for the 60% of teachers who teach subjects or grades that are not tested. Additionally, LEAs will have to decide which measures of student achievement will be used.  Dr. Pataniczek reported that when the EE report was approved, all the teachers on the task force voted against it.
X. Partnership for the Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers (PARCC)
· Dr. Shapiro updated the group on PARCC, the consortia charged with creating the Common Core State Standards assessments. There have been challenges with higher education being considered true partners. Specifically, the governing board consists only of superintendents of K-12 schools. During a recent meeting of the Advisory Committee on College Readiness (ACCR), Chancellor Kirwan, with the support of  his colleagues, proposed that the governing board have at least two higher education members and that the governing board not be able to make any higher education related decisions without the approval of ACCR.



Dr. Shapiro also noted the following details:

· The assessment will not have to be used as a placement test. Institutions can use their own tests to place students into the appropriate course, as long as it is a college-credit bearing course.

· Decisions must still be made regarding the timing and content of the tests.  

· In MD, we are establishing English, math, workforce, and teacher preparation working groups through the P-20 Leadership Council to help establish competencies that our state will put forth to PARCC as our definitions of college and career readiness. 

XI. Future Meeting Topics

· Common Core State Standards as related to teacher education
· Environmental education
· Race To The Top – what’s in it beyond the Common Core State Standards; significant professional development will be needed across the state; information about the teacher’s toolkit; Drs. Lorion and Schaffer can share their presentation; we should consider a day-long conference on Race To The Top
· Update: TPAC: Teacher Performance Assessment Consortium 
· Update: Alliance activities
· Where is teacher education going?
XII. Adjournment
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