 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1Notes from the GENIP Meeting, Washington, DC, September 23–24

Attending (at various times):
Michael Solem, Mary Lynn Bird, Barbara Chow, Chris Shearer, Richard Anderson, Kenneth Foote, Michal LeVasseur, James Marran, Mary Lee Elden, Nancee Hunter, Jongwon Lee, Roger Downs

Activities:

Friday morning, September 23: 

meeting at the National Geographic Society with presentations from Susan Griffin (National Council for the Social Studies), Mary Lee Elden, Nancee Hunter, and Chris Shearer

Friday afternoon, September 23: 

meeting at the National Science Teachers Association with Frank Owens, Al Byers, Rowena Douglas, David Beacom, and Gerry Wheeler

Saturday (all day): 

meeting at the Association of American Geographers (committee)

Decisions:
1.
Statement about the Nature of a Highly Qualified Teacher in Geography.
After the discussion with Susan Griffin, we realized that Geography needs a statement about the content knowledge and skills and the pedagogical knowledge and skills that would be necessary to meet the definition of a Highly Qualified Teacher in Geography.  The statement must be short (1–2 pages), focused on the National Geography Standards, and modeled on the statements developed by other subjects (e.g., Mathematics).

Actions: 

–Jim Marran will produce a draft statement before November 1 which we will circulate to the entire Committee for comments.

–all members of the GENIP Committee will send to Sarah, before November 1, suggestions for how to disseminate the statement.

–the Statement and Dissemination Plan will be approved (via e-mail vote) and sent to the Executive Directors of the Geography organizations requesting expedited approval.

–ideally, we need to disseminate this as of January 1, 2006.

2.
Develop Content for the NSTA publications program.

David Beacom pointed to a thin booklet on teaching with and about maps as an out-dated but popular best-seller on his list.  He invited the Geography community either to develop new publications or to find ways of cross-listing existing material with the NSTA web site list.

Actions:

–Sarah should prepare a letter to be sent to the responsible people and/or committees in the four Geography organizations pointing to this opportunity

–GENIP should follow up with David Beacom to see if he has specific needs and then identify people who might be willing to write the material

3. A Report Card for Parents.

We identified a need for material for parents such that they could assess their child’s knowledge of geography and the performance of their child’s school in teaching geography.  The statements should be Standards directed and practical. 

Actions:

–we should develop statements that would allow parents to assess their child’s knowledge (based on the material on pages 237–241 of Geography for Life) and to assess their school’s instructional program (with respect to materials [e.g., textbooks, software and library resources], in-service teacher support, time in the classroom).  One possibility would be to develop a statement for a ‘geography-enabled school.’

–a committee comprising Bob Morrill, Sarah Bednarz, Susan Hardwick, Martha Sharma, and Jim Marran will develop drafts by December 1.  Jim and Sarah should take the lead on this but with input from the entire committee and in close coordination with Barbara and Chris.

4.
Budget.

The Committee accepted and approved the budget as submitted and made two recommendations:

–we need to check the source of the funding to enable the Travelocity Award winner to travel to a national meeting to receive the Award.  If this funding is not required as part of the original agreement with Travelocity, then we recommend discontinuing it.  It is reasonable to expect the Award winner to cover the costs of attending a meeting to receive the Award.

–Dick Anderson and Michal LeVasseur should discuss with A. G. Edwards the possibility of producing long-term (i.e., over several years) graphs and tables indicating the overall performance of the items in the GENIP financial portfolio.

5. The IGU 6th International Geography Olympiad

The Committee discussed the request for funding support and agreed to provide $2000 in support, as the last part of the amount needed.  This would b available once all of the funding is in place.  There was considerable discussion as to the overlap with the NGS International Competition and the value of supporting 4 students at such an event.

6. The Executive Summary for Geography for Life

The Committee discussed ways in which the Executive Summary might be reprinted and/or updated.  The updates include adding 4- or 8-page inserts covering material available to parents and teachers and statements as to what you can do to help your child learn about geography.

Action:

Roger will work with Tony de Souza to explore the costs of reprinting (with supplements) the Executive Summary and report back to the GENIP Committee.

7. Alliance for Curriculum Reform

We agreed to continue our participation with this group.

8. Spring Meeting

As a result of discussions concerning the IGU Olympiad (are we a national or an international organization?) and the use of limited funds in small amounts in disparate directions, we decided to take stock of the direction of GENIP.  Instead of meeting away from Washington DC in the Spring, we will meet in Washington in January or February to discuss strategic directions for GENIP.  We will prepare material ahead of time and identify and to develop plans to pursue a limited number of strategic directions.  As part of that process we would identify measurable goals wherever possible.  Mary Lynn suggested that we invite Jerry Dobson (to the Saturday meeting) to discuss the Foreign Field Work Initiative that AGS is promoting.

Action:

–Sarah will request calendars for January and February

–Roger and Sarah will prepare material for the GENIP Committee
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