College & Career Readiness Initiative: English/LA Faculty Collaborative

Faculty Advisory Meeting

May 14, 2010, 10:00 – 3:00 p.m.

AT&T Conference Center, Austin, Texas

Attendees:


Carol Bedard, University of Houston-Downtown


Steve Chamberlain, The University of Texas at Brownsville


Lori Graham, Texas A&M University


Stephanie Grote-Garcia, University of Incarnate Word


Deborah Harris, Prairie View A&M University


Wendy Lym, Austin Community College


Diana Madrigal-Hopes, University of North Texas

Mark Noe, The University of Texas Pan American

Araceli Ortiz, Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board

John Sargent, East Texas Baptist University

Kathy Stephens, LeTourneau University

CCRI Staff, The University of Texas at Austin:

Marty Hougen, Kristie Hotchkiss,Terri Kurz, Judy French

Absent:

Joanne Antrim, Concordia University

Gwynne Ash, Texas State University

Hannah Gerber, Sam Houston State University

Peggy Semingson, University of Texas at Arlington

Tallulah Crawley-Shinault, Texas Woman’s University

Judy Sander, Texas A&M University-Texarkana

I. Welcome and Introductions

Marty welcomed everyone to the meeting and expressed her appreciation for their participation. Introductions were made.

II. Purpose of the Meeting

The purpose of the meeting was to review past activities and plan for future activities, products, and other resources that will support faculty members in the integration of the College & Career Readiness Standards (CCRS) into their pre-service courses.

The primary objective of the CCRI is to support faculty to better prepare pre-service teachers to meet the challenges of the students they’ll teach through the integration of the CCRS.

There is a great need to improve the education being provided to students. Currently, 50% of African American students in Houston drop out of school before graduation. 60% of students entering community colleges have to take a remedial course. The same skills are required to be successful in a career and in college. The United States is among the lowest of developed nations in all academic areas as measured by PISA. http://nces.ed.gov/surveys/pisa/
III. CCRI Update: Araceli Ortiz

The CCRI is part of the board’s strategic plan: Closing the Gap by 2015. The plan contains for areas of concentration:

1. academic success for Hispanic and African American male students;

2. academic success for all Hispanic and African American students;

3. increase the number of STEM programs (science, technology, engineering, and mathematics), and improve reading & writing skills;

4. increase the number of teachers and the quality of teachers (teacher effectiveness).

Araceli reviewed the recently passed Senate Bill 174 and House Bill 3. These bills contain information about the end-of-course exams and the new state outcomes assessment, STAAR (State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness), beginning in 2011-2012. 

See: http://www.tea.state.tx.us/index4.aspx?id=7874
Araceli distributed several related documents, listed below.

There was a brief discussion of the recent report: Evaluating the Fundamentals of Teacher Training Programs in Texas. The report is available at: http://www.nctq.org/edschoolreports/texas/
IV. Mark Noe provided an update on the EOC (end-of-course exams).

The intent is to design a test that makes it difficult to “teach to the test”. The passages will be longer and require higher level thinking. Some questions will model tutoring questions, such as “The writer of this essay does not believe his thesis statement is strong enough. What should he do?”

There will be two essay questions per test.


 9th grade: literacy and expository



10th grade: expository and persuasive


11th grade: persuasive and analysis (college readiness marker based on 25 college readiness standards)

Advisory Council members stated that there is a great deal of misinformation about the CCRS and not much buy-in in the education departments. There is confusion about the difference in the TEKS and the CCRS.

V. Terms of the Grant

The CCRI grant has been funded through September, 2012. We must develop products and other forms of support for faculty to help them integrate the CCRS into pre-service courses. It is important that this collaborative concentrate on literacy across the disciplines.

To help us determine what the deliverables should be, Marty asked the Advisory to consider the following questions:

1. What are the deliverables that will best prepare our teachers?

2. Where should we be 5 years from now?

3. What are our goals?

4. What do we hope to accomplish?

5. How can we make a difference?

6. How will we know we made a difference?

VI. Feedback on 2009-2010

The most useful aspects of the CCRI this year include;

· Bringing people together to dialog

· Workshops

· Sharing information among universities

· Coordinating higher education with secondary education

· Disseminating and sharing resources

· The Foundations of Reading Course (HEC)

The Advisory suggested the following for the upcoming year:

· Increased faculty participation in creating products

· More understanding of the CCRS

· More coordination between colleges of education and content area instructors

· More coordination between agencies

· Notifying people when pertinent information is put on any website to help faculty members keep current

· More information about and ways to implement the requirements of House Bill 3

· Presentations at universities or in regions

· Maintain interest in the CCRS and involve new faculty members

LUNCH
Assignments

1. Share what has been done on your campus to implement the CCRS. What more could be done?

2. Choose and read one article. Discuss at lunch and complete the summary provided.

(The articles and the summaries discussed are attached).

VII. Goals for 2010-2012

How can we best inform teacher educators about the CCRS and support them in teaching teacher candidates how to implement the CCRS to improve student achievement and preparedness?

VIII. Suggestions for accomplishing the goals:

Carol Bedard described a model for professional development at the University of Houston-Downtown. They received an urban education grant for professional development for faculty from every college at the university. Their first session was held May 7 with a guest speaker followed by small group discussion sessions facilitated by selected faculty members. The session by Tanya Santangelo from Aracadia University addressed differentiating instruction in the classroom: “The Benefits an Challenges Associated with Practicing What we Teach.” This is a model we may want to consider.

Other suggestions from the Advisory included:

· Regional meetings

· Create “threads of consistency” and follow-up

· Create a cyclical model: state to regional to local seminars or vice versa

· Create and disseminate academies and teach faculty to model the strategies in their classroom

· Build teams to go to universities and share models of instruction that can be adapted to the content.

· At seminars, have breakout sessions to review materials and resources.

IX. Overview of Website

Terri showed the current website and discussed the improvements that are underway.

www.txfacultycollaboratives.org
X. Discussion of Survey

The survey seemed easy to complete and the Advisory agreed it should be disseminated, including items discussed today.

Next Meeting: September 16, 2010, Houston, Texas
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Save the Date

Adolescent Disciplinary Literacy and Urban Education

September 16-17, 2010

Houston, TX

Discussion Notes from Lunch Bunch Article Discussions
Building a Better Teacher (New York Times, March 2, 1010)

Classroom management skills are critical & need to be taught to pre-service teachers.

Teaching skills, according to Lemov, can be taught without the content.

Connecting content to methods is also important.

Teaching for a new world (Alliance for Excellent Education, November 2009)

New demands on teachers and the need to work with diverse students require teachers to learn to differentiate instruction

Key elements are critical to make teacher candidates prepared: 

· the ability to work with diverse learners

· the capacity to teach adolescent literacy skills regardless of the content

· the ability to effectively use assessment and data to impact teaching and learning

· the ability to teach in specialized teaching environments, including urban and rural settings

· the ability to convey content knowledge to students in an understandable manner, tailored to the academic discipline

Are teacher education programs up to speed in these areas:  Adolescent literacy skills in the content areas; diversity; technology infusion?

Dr. Deshler’s Senate Education Committee testimony: (May 4, 2010)

Adolescent literacy is in crisis mode

Transforming low-performing secondary schools by improving literacy attainment:

· School leaders make instruction a top priority

· School culture is centered on student learning

· Instructional practices are evidence-based

· Multi-tiered instructional supports are in place

· Literacy instruction is integrated in all classes

· Instructional decisions are driven by student, classroom, and school data

· Continual learning for all staff is a high priority

· Student transitions from middle school to high school are carefully planned

· Positive behavioral supports are in place to ensure high productivity

Staff development needs to be a system – not just a one shot deal.

Deshler makes six recommendations including: 

#1 School leaders make instruction a top priority.


#2  School culture is centered on student learning.
#3  Support the development and adoption of state-led common standards that embed literacy standards throughout the content areas.


#4  Encourage states to develop a comprehensive literacy policy.

#5  Invest in professional development in literacy instruction for current and prospective teachers and administrators and encourage states to revise certification and licensure standards.


#6  Invest in ongoing research and evaluation.

