UHWO Education Division Meeting

4 November 2010

Meeting began at 9:12 a.m.

Members Present:  Susan Adler, Rich Biffle, Mary Heller, Jean Iorio, Rick Jones, Paula Mathis, Julia Myers, Jonathan Schwartz

Scribe: Rick

I. Approval of Minutes from 10/14 meeting.  Paula moved that the minutes be approved as written, Rich seconded.  Passed.

II.
Next meeting will be on Thursday December 2 in this room (B-106).  

 
There was some discussion regarding a change in time to 9:15 as many of the 
participants were delayed by traffic today.  Julia commented that if we do 
that then the meeting wouldn’t get started until 9:30.  The consensus was to 
keep the meeting time at 9 a.m.

III.  
Spring Scheduling Conflict:


A.  
Mary mentions that one student has come to her to discuss a conflict 


between their science methods course and the 401 class.  It was 


discussed that this course has always been a 6:30 class and that 


there should be no problem.  Julia commented that the students like 


the back-to-back Mathematics and Science Block and would like to 


keep it that way.  Mary suggests that a conflict with Block A might be 


better and that with the removal of the double block for A and C 


this spring we may avoid this issue.  



B.  
It is suggested that Susan plan the class to be held from 2 -3:20 rather 


than 6:30 if possible or if at 6:30 then perhaps in B-106.  Susan will 


meet with Terri O. to find out room availability.  

IV.
LCC AAT Program:  


A.
Susan asks Rich to share information from a meeting that they both 


had with the Dean at LCC regarding the history of the program 



and the relationship 
with UHWO.  Rich said that if we contextualize t


his in terms of transfer students then our program takes 5 



semesters to complete.  This is simply the 
Block portion not any other 


courses that may be needed by students.  


B.
Some discussion of the ‘baggage’ that various groups of students bring 

to our program, AAT bring one set and other transfer students bring 


many others depending on where they were prior to UHWO.  Rich 


mentions that Manoa and Chaminade have streamlined their 



programs to accommodate LCC students who have completed the AAT 

program which in essence means that the programs is thought of as a 


2 + 2 by LCC.  Susan interjected that as our program began and 



developed into a four year program we didn’t align with a 2 + 2 Model.  

She added that at Manoa the school will say that X course in the AAT 


equals Y at Manoa, for Chaminade, it seems that it is more that 



course requirements are waived to accommodate the transfer 



students.  



C.
There was discussion of class-by-class comparison and the reality that 

our 300 and 400 level classes are not the same as the 200 level 



courses at LCC. Susan asked us to all look at the alignment document 


she put together and to think about the courses and what we have and 

what they (LCC) have.  Mary suggested that as we eliminate the four-


block model and move to three blocks and no double blocking some of 

the frustrations will be diminish and she reminded us that our 



program was never designed to be a 2 by 2 program and that it is not 


so much the articulation between programs that is the issue, it is the 


length of time needed to compete our degree.   


D.
Rich asked for clarification regarding waivers and Mary said that for 


the course in 
question the syllabus is given to the “expert” on that 


subject and they make the call.  Julia interjected that this is how it is 


done for Mathematics as well as Math Education courses. 


E.
Discussion continued on courses that are not the same between the 


two and how a student could get their AAT and still need to compete 


the Writing Intensive requirement of UHWO.  Rich commented that 


one of his students had been waived for practicum because they had 


an AA and not the AAT.  AAT grads are waived, again a point of 



clarification that some transfer students are coming through who 


have not done the basic work. 


F.  
Susan asks us to look at the course comparison sheet and see what we 

might be able to accept or waive for the AAT grads coming to our 


campus.  Mary wants to see what the articulation agreement would 


look like and noted that many of the courses at LCC are prerequisites 


for the courses we teach, specifically that the Literacy course is in no 


way acceptable.  She commented again that the way to fix this is to 


make our program four years.  At this point there was a discussion of 


programs actually getting longer and that simply the students don’t 


want to take the time to complete the program.  Julia said if it was a 


one-year program that would be too long for some of them.  Julia said 


that the students are hearing that it is longer here than at Manoa and 


other programs so that is why some are going that route. 

V.
WASC Discussion:


A.
Paula explained that at our next division meeting Elaine will be 


visiting to share our statistics regarding the report that we submitted 


last spring on our impact on student learning and or retention rate of 


students. 


B.  
Paula said that there were three thing that were being doe n currently on the ILO’s



1.
Write about the action being taken regarding Oral ILO  and 



writing about the Writing ILO.  Mary comment that this has 



already been done and all that Paula should need is a copy of 



this report.  Mary said she would email a copy of this first ILO 



report.



2.
Create a list of all GE courses.



3.
Implement the Global and Indigenous Assessment Rubric in 



one of our courses.  The discussion was regarding 401 or 415.  



Paula asked for two people to use the rubric to evaluate one 



assignment.  She said she couldn’t be one of the people.  Susan 



suggested that this was not an issue so Paula and Rich will look 


at one assignment from 415 using the rubric.  The writing of 



the report on this implementation will be done in the spring.

VI.
Specialist Search:


Susan told us that there were 17 applications for this position and that 3 
have been flagged for interview.  She and Rich are working on the interview 

and reference check questions and should begin this process next week.

VII.
Student Teaching Issues:

A. Mary shares concerns about three student teachers and how she will need to continue to be the supervisor for two of them.  Some discussion regarding a student teacher who is working in addition to their student teaching came up.  This person seems to be flaunting the face that they are working and not doing the full experience.  Do we fail or give an I?  Mary continued with more discussion about the student teachers and the mentor mentality that they can “fail” the students.  This seems to coming from working with student teachers from Manoa.  Julia said that it is an interesting dilemma to not know the personalities of the mentors.

B. Writing Intensive expectation of Student Teaching as a Capstone Course.  Students are unable to get the writing done in addition to their lesson planning.  Last year they used furlough days to complete writing.  This brought up much discussion of WI and where it should fit in the program as well as including lesson plans as part of the writing if that is ‘allowed’.  Jonathan said he could easily add draft and rewriting to his course and make it a WI. 

VIII.  
Program Reconfiguration:


Rich shares the three-block proposal and gives one example for a transfer 

student.  Some discussion ensued and Mary and Julia ask to work on models 
of their own.  Mary wants to look at a program schedule and suggest that 
three blocks are fine, but that the distribution of the classes may need to be 
changed.  She said one-block give students 9 hours with her in a semester 
which is not a good idea.  Also we should only have one WI in a block not two.


Susan asks us all to think and design models with tree blocks.  

IX.  
NCATE Meeting:


Rich shares a few comments about the NCATE meeting next week.  Parking, 
location, transit time, and the air conditioning at the site.  

X.
New Business:


Rich and Susan share a few items from the Division Head meeting and the 
Administrative Council.  We are told that Socrates is down and will likely be 
replaced.  If anyone asks questions about the data issue please direct them to 

the UHWO Spokesperson.  

Meeting adjourned at 10:30 a.m.

If you would like a complete copy of the verbatim minutes Rick has a PDF as well as a digital audio and video available. 

