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In attendance: Joanne Antrim - Concordia University, Gwynne Ash - Texas State University, John Beck - Texas State University, Carol Bedard - University of Houston/Downtown, Clarissa Booker – Prairie View A&M, Barbara Cade – Texas College, Tamara Clunic – THECB, Kathy Coker – Texas A&M-Texarkana, Dean Fontenot – Texas Tech  University, Hannah Gerber, UT-Brownsville, Lori Graham, Texas A&M, Nancy Hadaway – UT-Arlington, Deborah Harris – Prairie View A&M, Kristie Hotchkiss – UT-Austin, Marty Hougen – UT-Austin, Lselie Huling – Texas State University, Jeannine Hurst – UT-Permian Basin, Elizabeth Kirk – University of Houston, Terri Kurz – UT-Austin, David Lawhon – Texas A&M-Galveston, Patricia Leek – UT-Dallas, Suzy Mudge – Our Lady of the Lake University, Annie Olson – LeTourneau University, Ann Reed – Texas Wesleyan University, Adriana Rodriguez – Richland College, Kim Ruebel – UT-Arlington, Sara sliter-Hayes, Texas Lutheran University, Kathy Stephens – LeTourneau University, Helen Sullivan – Arlington Baptist College.

The second meeting of the College & Career Readiness Initiative: English/LA Faculty Collaborative (CCRI) Advisory Council was held on April 2, 2009, 5:00-7:00 p.m. the evening before the CCRI Social Studies symposium in Arlington, Texas.

Marty Hougen led the meeting.  She made introductions, reviewed the importance of the initiative and detailed the objectives of Phase 2 of the grant. The council reviewed the minutes from the January Advisory Council Meeting and selected the most important challenges of the 19 identified in January as experienced by students at each of their campuses. The group identified the top 8 challenges:

· Lack basic skills of writing mechanics

· Reading skills

· Lack of basic grammar mechanics

· Weak oral communication skills

· Connections between high school & college skills misunderstood

· English Language Learners (both Americans & foreigners)

· Little experience in critical reading

· Lack of experience evaluating sources and locating credible sources

Marty announced that the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board just awarded Phase 2 of the grant. The Advisory Council will be instrumental in identifying the products and research for Phase 2. During dinner, members paired up to answer the following question:  “If I could have just one thing result from this grant, what would that be?”

· English with a literacy department

· How to teach reading & writing on-line

· Technical writing

· Symposium with English Faculty and Literacy Faculty

· On-line resources

· Traits based writing instruction

Guest speaker Tamara Clunis, Director of Adult and Developmental Education for the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, presented to the group on ________________________. Her presentation highlighted the following issues:

· Challenges created when book publishers dictate state’s curriculum

· Funding for Professional Development – intensive training will be required to address reading and writing issues

· Curriculum & module design on an individual level are most successful, but cost prohibitive for the state ($5000/student)

· Intensive summer programs – THECB will be sending out an RFP for evaluators for this program

· Need to differentiate in college classrooms

· Development of Texas Literacy Centers in smaller cities with an approximate population of 300,000

· Development of 1 assessment tool where there are currently 5 in use in the state ($15 million estimated cost to develop)

Tamara invited council members to submit ideas to her for funding of curriculum and Professional Development ideas for a Community College directed effort currently in development.

The council discussed the use of writing centers. David Lawhon of Texas A&M University in Galveston presented a brief overview of their writing center that has proved successful for their students. One of the keys to their success is requiring all freshmen that write a paper for any class to visit the writing center as part of the class. They have also had success sending their summer bridge students taking English 104 & ??? to the writing center. The council agreed that making use of the writing center a course requirement was critical to eliminating the negative/remedial perception many students have to seeking help with writing.

Jeannine Hurst reported that all developmental students at UT-Permian Basin are required to spend 30 hours in their writing lab.

There was a discussion of using Searchlight software as a helpful technology for on-line support of college courses.

The discussion of writing centers brought up the topic of study skills and their relationship with college success. Several schools found that a study skills course alone did not translate into improved academic performance. However, when the same course content is integrated into a freshman history class, the students learn those skills much more successfully as they put them into practice during the course work.

John Beck from Texas State University shared an overview of the web portal in development to support the work of the Faculty Collaborative for College & Career Readiness. The beta site will be ready in June and is intended to be a resource for all faculty in the 4 subject areas of the collaborative. More detailed information will be sent to faculty in the next couple of months.

A common theme that pervaded the discussions and requests at this meeing is the need for on-line availability, both for faculty and students.

Marty closed the meeting by asking members to identify the products each one believes will be most beneficial to this initiative. These are listed below:

Products from the list generated at the January 22, 2009 advisory meeting:

1. Align faculty and resources at each university; disseminate information to all

2. Develop learning communities among university faculty

3. Identify and distribute resources (esp. books on reading, writing & motivation)

4. Prepare a synthesis of research on teaching adolescents & incorporating this into an open source site to share research and serve as a collegial conversation for cross department & cross university partnerships.

5. Create an online source for materials and guides for the implementation of the CCRS.

6. Evaluation of campus-based support programs (developmental centers, literacy centers, etc.) including evaluation methods

7. Sharing of successful support programs

8. More information about teaching writing at the college level

Additional products/issues identified:

1. On-line resources – videos, powerpoints, lessons, downloadable text material

2. Method to involve teach ed students in remediation or developmental education (field experience hours or student worker operated)

3. Strengthen labs in reading and writing for both teacher ed candidates & developmental students

4. Research into the effectiveness of grammar courses for college students (UT-Dallas has one offered by English AND one offered by Teach Development)

5. Investigate role of study skills in teacher prep – little attention is paid to study skills in teacher ed, reading or language arts

6. Books of any kind with interest on reading, writing or motivation

7. Professional development (possibly in centers for adult education educators)

8. Training teacher ed students to teach writing - methods of approach to pre-writing process/drafting/revision/editing/commenting on student writing

9. Mini grants (ie:  combining teacher education majors with developmental students to serve both)

10. Develop learning communication among education faculty and English faculty to share content and pedagogy

11. Writing lab for teacher ed students

12. “Twitter”-like website where Texas student teachers can talk to faculty, other student teachers around the state for support

13. Educating faculty

14. Writing center  screening test, Searchlight, clips of good videos

15. Cross-disciplinary team teaching (ie:  paring a developmental writing class with a music/drama/art class to provide opportunity for non-literature based writing)

16. Programs to assist assistant principals and/or future principals writing skills

17. Writing center at a community center (ie:  Urban League)

18. Writing and resource center within the college

19. Teaching reading at the college level

The meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m.

Marty Hougen

