
AAT Oversight Council Meeting
October 7, 2009
1-3pm

Location: University System of Maryland, Chancellor’s Conference Room

MINUTES
Present:  Norma Allen, Sue Blanshan, Candace Caraco, Sandra Dunnington, Colleen Eisenbeiser, Stephanie Fowler, Kathy Frawley, Linda Gronberg-Quinn, Diane Hampton, Tracey Jamison, Michael Kiphart, Fran Kroll, Libby Little, Ray Lorion, Janet Medina, Elizabeth Neal, Kathy O’Dell, Ben Passmore, Dennis Pataniczek, Brad Phillips, Karen Robertson, Jean Satterfield, Nancy Shapiro, Karen Verbeke, and Donna Wiseman.
Staff: Danielle Susskind  
Welcome and Introductions
· Welcome to Jean Satterfield- Assistant State Superintendent for the Division of Certification
and Accreditation
Approval of Minutes- Approved minutes from April 7, 2009
Action: Special Education AAT- 

Background: Special Ed AAT has been meeting for two years about adding special education as a major because it is a shortage here in Maryland. The elementary education outcomes were identical to the special education outcomes, since we can’t have two degrees that are the same with the different names, we changed the name to Elementary Education/Generic Special Education Grades PreK-12 and we already had the Early Childhood Education AAT. The Early Childhood Consortium then met and registered concern about Special Ed not being a part of early childhood degree. 

Request: Request is being made to change the Early Childhood Education AAT TO Early Childhood/Generic Special Education Birth to Grade 3 AND the Elementary Education/Generic Special Education PreK-12 TO Elementary Education/Generic Special Education Grades 1-12. 
Discussion: A concern was raised that this isn’t necessary because it is exactly the same degree.  This is a recruitment issue- students at the community college really want to major in their preferred area and right now they can’t major in Special education if they are doing an AAT.  Point made that it should be Special Education Grades 1-8, NOT grades 1-12- but the secondary folks argued that the first two years are the same for both elementary, early childhood, and secondary courses. Others disagree, for example, the developmental growth is different for the two groups (elementary v. secondary). To be true to the students, it is really an elementary special education- as the state is going towards more specific certification for middle and high school, it should be clearer.  The question is “how to put this down in a catalog for community college students so they can be on the pathway that they are most interested in?” Looking for the path that most clearly states what the students should take for the major/degree they want. There is a marketing issue and a content issue and we are trying to address both- the challenge in the marketing issue is that there are young people out there who would like a special education track but because the elementary education track and elementary special education track are the same, the students can’t identify as special education majors. It is creating a broader funnel to get students into special education. Suggestion: In order to simplify- take of the grade levels- makes it cleaner and simpler: so it would be Early Childhood Education/ Early Childhood Special Education and Elementary Education/Elementary Special Education- not all institutions have dual certification programs, so this does not apply to them. This is only a title change, NOT a curriculum change. 

Action: Motion to change the Early Childhood Education AAT TO Early Childhood Education/ Early Childhood Special Education AND Motion to change the Elementary Education/Generic Special Education PreK-12 TO Elementary Education/ Elementary Special Education – PASSED (Vote- 24 Yes, 1 No) 
· Now it goes back to campuses that have to sign off on the changes to MHEC – MADTECC will organize this through the different campuses 

Discussion: AAT Credit Package/64 Credits

Background: There was an issue this summer about the number of credits that should be in AAT program- there were two proposals that came to MHEC from Chesapeake College that had more than 64 credits as part of the curriculum- MHEC contacted USM to ask about this since it isn’t in COMAR- Nancy explained it was an agreement that there would only be 64 credits.  Nancy found the original charge to the faculty disciplinary committees which says that “Colleges and universities will commit to common outcomes for the first two years for the undergraduate curriculum in each discipline; the total number of credits in the AAT degree will not exceed 64. Community college students would need a passing score on Praxis I and a cumulative grade point average of 2.75 on a 4.0 scale to earn the degree.” Suggestion: is to actually put this into COMAR. Chesapeake explained that their college already requires 35 credits that are specific to the college. At some level there needs to be administrative decisions to allow this to happen. Having the rule out there gives people the exigencies to make accommodations for the AAT.   
Discussion: What happens to the AAT programs already in existence that exceed 64? The issue of the Praxis to acceptable assessments has already been changed in COMAR. 

Action: Motion to put the 64 credit limit for AAT into COMAR – Decision to table to the next meeting. Do a draft motion and send to MADTECC to see how many community colleges will be impacted. Discussion will include the 64 credits and the assessments and also the issue of how to define the GPA, especially when students transfer into community college before transferring to the four year. 

Discussion: MADTECC/ Survey Questions for Four Years 

Background- Tracey sent the four year deans our survey questions from our last meeting (in the 4/7/09 minutes) and is distributing the answers. There was some confusion over the questions- they came out of concerns MADTECC had. 

The real issue is how are AAT students when they get to four years- there are a few ways to do that- how many AAT students actually apply (Challenge of knowing who is an AAT student when they apply)? Then what is their course- did they go through the program the same as everyone else? What is their success rate? We could put together an assessment model for four years- this is what the Lumina Grant study is doing. A study is being assembled around 25,000 students who are transferring from community colleges to four years- this 2008-2010 planned transfers, a chunk of which are AAT students- 80% of community college education students do not finish the degree before transferring- but the study will show whether they successfully transferred to a USM (not private at this time) institutions- something will be reported by next meeting. Pipeline may be that they are on campus already, but aren’t identified as AAT because they didn’t finish the AAT degree. AAT students are coming with the AAT who did not pass Praxis- community colleges need to know this and want it to be reported to MADTECC- Four years can only talk to the individual institutions because of FERPA and are reporting to the individual institutions. Students who transferred to the community college, which GPA do you use? We can request that four year institutions that notice anomalies report back to the two year from which the problem came. Communication goes back to the registrar’s office, but needs to be reported back to the Program Directors as well. Can look at defining the GPA in COMAR as well. Sometimes students do dual enrollment and get their AAT after being at the four year for an institution- smartest thing is for the four year colleges to tell students to go back to community college and finish the degree first. The Engineers are talking as part of their continuous review, about having a piece of paper signed off by program director that goes with the two years to the four years that states what is done. We can create a common document that is given to students in their last 15 or 30 credits that has a common set of things students need. 
Action: MADTECC will look at the answers to the questions and let us know if they need more clarity. 
Update: AAT Continuous Review Committee (CRC) Proposal
· Review of the charge to the committee- 

· Portfolios- the committee that looked at this a few years ago came to the conclusion that the four years were not interested in the portfolios of the two year students because they needed new ones for the four years- some community colleges continued to have portfolios for pedagogical reasons- but it was a problem for four years because they needed someone to assess it. Portfolios were then discontinued as a formal assessment for AAT. So the issue (1c) of the charge has already been reviewed- but the CRC group will look at it come.

· Are outcomes the best way to evaluate transfer students rather than courses? Community colleges already do a back-mapping of the courses that meet the outcomes- but since the courses have different names, outcomes are the common denominator. Outcomes don’t transfer, courses do- this is the advantage of the AAT- but for students who transfer early, it goes to course by course credit count. The committee can identify additional issues once it is underway. – Add to the charge- some review of issues surrounding the 20% of students who stay and complete vs. the 80% who transfer from community college to four year without degree.
· CRC should also look at the outcomes and courses and check if all the back-maps are on file. 

· CRC should look at general Ed mathematics: What should a teacher know in terms of math when he/she is in front of a classroom? That should drive the issue of what the gen ed math requirement should be- looking at the outcomes. 

· Karen Robertson volunteers to convene the group and bring some preliminary report to the next meeting. 

· Membership- folks either volunteered or were volunteered. Janet Medina, from McDaniel College volunteered to be on the committee as a representative of the private institutions. Libby Little and Fran Kroll where added. Dennis has someone from Salisbury (will send the information) and Tracey Jamison from USM volunteered. We need another registrar from a four year institution- UMES (Karen Verbeke) will be in touch with a possibility. 
Ongoing Challenges with AAT

New Program Proposals- addressed with the 64 credit discussion
Level of Mathematics for Gen Ed and AAT – conversation that took place on email- there is a concern that the first math course in the sequence is not college level math- the majority of people are that the secondary math AAT math courses are college level math, but not the first general Ed math credit which is Algebra based. Bernie Sandruck sent an email comment from the math state group: 

At the mathematics meeting, it was clear that individual schools had decided whether or not they wanted to count this as gen. ed.  About half do not count the first course in the sequence. A greater number count the geometry course and almost everyone counts their statistics course. Most felt that there is very little interest from the general population in doing the extensive work involved in these courses especially since they have the option to take a liberal arts mathematics course which has similar rigor.  They were also satisfied that since the prerequisite is intermediate algebra the students are exposed to a fair amount of algebra knowledge.  We also briefly talked about the trend towards a statistics for elem. ed. majors.  The advantage to these courses is that they spend more time on probability.  The downside is that some of the courses don’t get to hypothesis testing and this to me is totally inappropriate.  Since many of these courses are 4 credits I don’t know why they can’t do both.  The content included is nearly identical to that recommended by the statisticians at the Achieve meetings as being important for all high school graduates.  College grads should know more.  The oversight council could probably solve this by reviewing the statistics outcomes.  Do you just want future teachers to know elementary school probability and statistics or do you want them to understand educational research?  i.e. Should you specifically include hypothesis testing as an outcome?  

My personal final concern….I thought the education organizations encouraged future teachers to have a high level liberal arts education instead of a lot of courses designed just for them.  I don’t know what has transpired in the other subject areas, but in mathematics only a few schools have students taking a true general studies course.

The issue is that we have the elementary sequence which is actually more rigorous than many of the other courses the community college students take, but if they outcomes are not as rigorous as college level math, then should they not be equal or more than general Ed? If an AAT student does not finish, the general Ed math does not count as a course by course. This can be added to the CRC list of issues to look at. There was general agreement that education students should not be given “dumbed down” math courses in place of mathematics courses that satisfy general education outcomes.
Student Dispositions – this is also an issue for the CRC- Salisbury University accepted two students from community colleges who had major disposition issues which were known to the community college and not relayed to the four year. Students are evaluated in the four years for disposition issues – Salisbury has a disposition assessment instrument that any instructor for any student that has an issue in the field or the classroom- everyone reviews that form and make a decision to do it. McDaniel has a form that is filled out every semester by every faculty member. The question is what do the four years do after the review. The right forum would be a meeting of the two years and four years for how the four years are dealing with this disposition issue for both evaluation and the “teeth” to deal with it. Carroll has a policy that if students fail a field placement you are no longer eligible to get the teaching degree, cannot retake it- because to fail a field placement, it is a disposition issue. There could also be a rule that students who transfer in need a letter that they left their program in “good standing”.  
Norma Allen offered that this could be put on the agenda for the spring MSDE Deans & Directors meeting because it will be both two and four years- a preview will be given at the December meeting. If there are two or three cases that we can work through, this will be a better way to address this. Ray and Norma will work together to do this.
All four years (and two years who have them) will send their “professional behavior” statement to Danielle who will put them all together for this group. Statements need to sync with “student code of conduct” and the university attorney would approve it. 
Update: AAT Program Data (Candace Caraco) - handout on basic graduation data- which is all in the MHEC trends and degrees this year. Just had the first ATT Chemistry graduates!  
News & Issues from the field- Already covered 
Announcements/New Business- 
· MADTECC would like to put a discussion on the agenda for the next meeting of where we are in the state on the Praxis scores and realigning the scores. Perhaps MSDE can update where we are 
Next Meeting- We will meet three times this year- Next Meeting: December 9, 2009 1-3pm

