
Minutes of the GENIP Meeting

Washington DC

April 23 & 24, 2004

Friday, April 23, 2004

Present: Duane Nellis, Roger Downs, Michael Solem, Ken Foote, Chris Shearer, Dick Anderson, Sarah Bednarz. 

Guests: Robert S. Bednarz, Osa Brand, 

GENIP met with two representatives at the U.S. Department of Education, Patricia Ross and Mike Snider. Ross directs the Secretary’s Mathematics and Science Initiative; Snider directs technology initiatives. Ross and Snider emphasized three key points: that teacher preparation must include faculty from Arts and Sciences as well as Education, that experimental design is extremely important in determining the validity of education-based research, and that the Department of Education is seeking closer partnerships with other federal agencies, e.g., NOAA and USGS. The first step in the Initiative was the Mathematics Summit. Results are still pending.

As a result of the cordial and informational discussion, Downs will prepare a brief proposal for research parallel to activities in the Mathematics and Science Initiative focused on geography. to submit to the Secretary’s Discretionary Fund. Nicknamed “Deep Geography” it proposes to:

· Define the essential competencies necessary for being qualified to teach K-12 geography;

· Develop a model course for teaching geography, accompanied by materials and assessments; and 

· Test and evaluate that course in a range of educational settings.

Following the U.S. Department of Education meeting, GENIP reviewed NGS’s initial version of the argument for geography literacy, the focus of the renewed mission for the Children’s and Education Outreach Divison: encourage and enable each new generation to be geographically literate. The goal is to excite kids and mobilize educators. NGS has identified five target audiences: kids, teachers, decision makers, policy makers, and the general public. Internally it is important that all programs leverage NGS and support other divisions of the Society. GENIP guest Robert Bednarz suggested the phrase “Find your way in an interconnected, rapidly changing world” as a slogan. In seeking a list of measureable and concrete strategies/kid outcomes, GENIP members suggested NGS use the materials which appeared in Geography for Life, pp 239-241.

In continuing the conversation on vision for the geographic literacy, GENIP members felt strongly that there is a need to emphasize the key skills and real-world applications of geography. Geography plays an important role in homeland security, crime analysis, natural hazards mitigation, health and disease research, and integrated human-environment issues like global climate change. Spatial thinking and associated geospatial technological competencies are required in many key industries and government agencies.

In the afternoon, GENIP was joined by distinguished geographers and educators Lee Williams, Sid Jumper, and Phil Harden (Grosvenor Grants Review Committee) to hear two reports on the status of geography. The first, prepared by Zach Moore, GENIP Intern at NGS, under the guidance of Chris Shearer, appears on the GENIP web site. It will be digested into an executive summary for wide distribution later in June. Moore’s research on the state of geography education indicates that geography is at a crossroads; this is a critical period. Action and concerted effort will be necessary to maintain the successes that have been achieved. Some slippage in status is discernable.

The second report, presented by Susan Frasier White, Division of Marketing, National Geographic Society, was based on a survey of educators designed to assess their knowledge of and attitudes toward NCLB. Copies of this were distributed to GENIP members but will not be placed on the GENIP web site. White indicated that teachers felt current professional development opportunities in geography/social studies were inadequate.

GENIP next focused on public policy issues, meeting with Bob Jones, Patton Boggs, recently hired by the National Geographic Society to lead their public policy initiative. Later, Doug Richardson, Executive Director, Association of American Geographers, joined the meeting with the two new public policy staff members hired by AAG, John Wertman and Gary L. Fitzpatrick. Jones reported that his preliminary understanding is that geography was left out of NCLB in part because there was no perceived need, that is, that geography was doing well on its own, thanks to the largesse of National Geographic Society, and in part because no one was prepared with a specific “ask” for the legislation. Jones will work with Lanny Proffer on developing a strategy to obtain federal recognition for geography based on a very specific request. The approach will focus on geographic literacy and the consequences/ramifications of a nation not geographically literate (Homeland security, globalization, trade etc.). The message is still being crafted. (See previous notes on geography literacy discussion).  The goal is to arrange a series of hearings this year to build interest. It will be important to mobilize teacher consultants as the campaign develops.

GENIP members emphasize that it will be essential that NGS and AAG coordinate policy efforts and keep other stakeholding organizations informed on the message, media, and methods. 

Action: Bednarz will contact Richardson to arrange for AAG to receive GENIP monies to support John Wertman.

Saturday, April 24, 2005

Present: Duane Nellis, Roger Downs, Michael Solem, Ken Foote, Mary Lynne Bird, Chris Shearer, Dick Anderson, Sarah Bednarz. 

Guests: Robert S. Bednarz, Pat Gober, Osa Brand, 

Apologies: Barbara Chow

The minutes from the Washington 2003 meeting were accepted with a correction on Christine Voight’s name.

Organization Reports

AAG Report (available on line at http://genip.tamu.edu/washington2004.htm)

Following the presentation of the report by Michael Solem, GENIP members recommended that Phil Gersmehl prepare an article for Professional Geographer on his experiences in curriculum development and dissemination. 

GENIP will support an intern at the AAG in Fall, 2004. Topics of research suggested for this individual include: 

· an inventory of who is doing work in geography education in the geography community. Nellis suggested that the AAG Healthy Departments Initiative may be able to assist in this. There are a number of geography education projects going on—where and what? Developing a database of people with skills/knowledge in geog-education issues will be a useful resource. 

· careers. The goal would be to prepare materials on geography careers for middle and high school students. Oklahoma State has a good career-focused web site. Compiling information on BS/MS/PhD geography graduates and their career opportunities might be an approach looking at types, numbers, and categories of jobs.

Action: Coordinate this with Bob Dulli at NGS. Allocate 12,000 to interns in GENIP budget.

AGS Report (available on line at http://genip.tamu.edu/washington2004.htm)

Mary Lynne Bird emphasized the success of AGS’s Op Ed initiative. Editorials about contemporary issues written by geographers are being sent by AGS to about 80 papers. 

NCGE Report (available on line at http://genip.tamu.edu/washington2004.htm)

NGS Report

National Geographic Society is developing a strategic plan after fifteen years of education outreach initiatives. There has been an enormous amount of programmatic success but it has not engaged across the other divisions of NGS. The key question is: How can we popularize geography for kids? The plans tentatively include less emphasis on teacher training at the Society and more emphasis on working with other organizations to leverage their work on behalf of geography education. It is important that NGSEF be more tightly related to the general Society mission. Education is making a real effort to reach out to other departments for geography education connections, e.g., the Forces of Nature IMAX has led to training for the museums/IMAX venues in which it will be shown. The Crittercam TV group is working with Education on new projects as well.

While the Society is international, NGSEF will, for the short term, focus on US and Canada. While things are in flux now, by GENIP’s next meeting, there should be a new strategic plan and a clear sense of how to move forward. 

There is broad support across NGS for the goal of geographic literacy but a real need to define the term. GENIP is eager to help NGS develop their plans and to support future initiatives. For the  next meeting, Roger requests an update on School Publishing. Continue to underwrite grants. 

Alliance for Curriculum Reform

While Osa Brand is not technically the GENIP representative she has served that role. Downs thanks Brand for attending their meetings which have been fruitful, leading, for example, to our connection with the 21st Century Skills Partnership. Brand distributed ACR information. While she senses that it is not playing the role that it originally had intended, the consensus is that it does no harm to continue our connection to the organization. Brand agrees to continue to attend meetings on behalf of GENIP. GENIP agrees to join for another year and review our affiliation next spring (2005). 

Action: Let ACR know that Brand is the GENIP representative and request a bill/invoice for membership this year.

21st Century Skills Partnership

The organization has supported GENIP-organization grant activities, especially the AAG. Brand has worked with them closely developing materials per their requests. Three content areas have been identified for key focus: global awareness, civic literacy, financial/economic/business literacy. Brand managed a teacher focus group to review a report they have drafted to receive discipline-specific comments to refine their matrix. The Partnership is seeking best practices from teachers. They are very interested in the ways geography projects directed by Charlie Fitzpatrick and Fred Walk (Route 66) use information technology tools. 

The plans are to develop the report and in the next year to integrate ICT tools into the curriculum. 

The Partnership is visible and discussed widely by educational policy makers. It ties into workforce preparedness issues which are important currently. Susan Sclafani, US Department of Education, is taking on more and more roles and her interest in this project is important. 

Praxis II

James Marran contacted Educational Testing Service (Greg Vavris, ETS) which provided these numbers on the current use of Praxis II: 

· Social Studies: Content Knowledge (secondary general social studies; all multiple choice) 26 states, 12,800 exams annually

· Social Studies: Analytical Essays (secondary general social studies; all essay) 3 states, 2500 exams annually

· Social Studies Interpretation of Materials (secondary general social science; all essay) 6 states, 3400 exams annually

· Social Studies: Interpretation and Analysis (secondary general social studies; all essay) 1 state, 410 exams annually

· Middle School Social Studies (middle school social studies; essay and multiple choice) 10 states, about 3000

National Geography Challenge (Olympiad)

James Marran reports that although the name is different, the product is still the same.  Several years ago, the IOC notified the publisher of the test that NCGE could no longer use the term Olympiad to identify the test because Congress had given the Committee exclusive rights on the name.  Consultation with a copyright attorney confirmed the obvious: litigate and lose or change the name and save a lot of time, money, and gnashing of teeth. Hence, since 1993, the National Geography Olympiad has been identified as the National Geography Challenge.

Begun in 1986, the Challenge offers schools five tests each year (grade 2 - 25 questions, grades 3-4 - 35 questions, grades 5-6 - 40 questions, grades 7-9 - 50 questions, grades 10-12 - 50 questions. The entrance fee is $65 per team per school which means that a school gets one test for the grade level for which it registers and can photocopy as many tests as it needs.  The best scoring student wins a Challenge medal and the next 10 highest scores earn Certificated of Achievement issued by the NCGE.

The publisher is Joe Quartarro of St. James, NY.  NCGE contracts with him to publish, distribute, monitor, and generally oversee the tests. NCGE provides the item writer (which happens to be me) but Joe provides and pays for the review of the tests.  Ruth Shirey is the geographer who screens the questions for content validity, and Joe has grade level teachers proof the tests.  I also have students in my area take the test at their grade levels and comment on the quality and appropriateness of the questions.

The greatest number of test takers are at grades 7-9 followed by grades 5-6, then grades 3-4, then grade 2, and grades 10-12 with the fewest.  Since 1995, all the questions have been designed to reflect the National Geography Standards.  Grade 2 is the most challenging for Marran to write; grades 10-12 takes the longest and is personally the most satisfying.  As best as he can, he writes original questions for each test each year.  That keeps the tests fresh and original.  He also includes an insert for each teacher each year with teaching suggestions on how to deliver the Standards.  The tests are given the last week of April.   In early June, each school receives a histogram showing how it did in relation to all the other schools taking the test at its grade level.  The best performing students per grade are also reported.  That information is published in Perspective
Recently, Joe called to tell Marran that the 2004 registrations had fallen off fairly significantly.  He has other tests in his stable (math, general social studies, world and US history) and they also had lost registrations, but geography took the biggest hit.  Marran notified NCGE and asked Levasseur to share this information with the Executive Committee.  He offered a three point recovery program: 

1) provide questions samples on the NCGE website; 

2) promote the tests more vigorously in Perspective; and 

3) offer sessions at NCGE and other conferences on the Challenge to raise teacher awareness.  (All three are in the works.)

Marran speculates that the over testing of NCLB has minimized the interest in such competitions as the Challenge
AP Human Geography

Pat Gober, Chair of the Human Geography Development Committee and Professor of Geography at Arizona State University, joined the meeting and expressed thanks for being invited to discuss Advanced Placement Human Geography (APHG). She reminded us that in 1997-98 when the project began it was perceived as a way to grow the discipline of geography and to enhance its status. The course was approved during a period of growth in geography degrees. However, Gober noted that while geography is sustaining 4000 degrees a year, the number of degree seekers is no longer growing. APHG remains an excellent way to recruit additional geography majors. According to College Board data, 22 percent of APHG test takers say they are interested in taking additional college geography courses. Recruiting even half that number to the discipline would be advantageous. 

The absence of geography at elitist institutions presents a problem in recruiting test takers as do dual credit enrollment schemes offered in growing numbers of high schools nationwide. We must remember that College Board is marketing the program as rigorous college-prep. APHG should be embedded in a curriculum of other AP courses that partner well e.g. AP US History and AP English; APHG and Environmental Science.

The APHG Committee chaired by Dr. Gober has discussed strategies to move the number of test takers beyond 7000, however, their time has been consumed by the development of the test. It is challenging to develop high quality free response questions and to grade the exam’s three essay-type questions—21,000 must be graded and it takes a team of 30 university professors and 30 teachers to do it fairly. So committee has not been able to spend much time or effort on the growth issue. Gober stated that while GENIP may be disappointed in the numbers, it is good from the perspective of the committee to have achieved steady, sustainable growth.

College Board is not devoting time and/or effort to growing the program either. It is clear that it is up to geographers to devise strategies and for action to begin within our own community. GENIP has supported summer workshops for teachers but adequate training for teachers remains an issue. Summer workshops are controlled by the regional divisions of College Board. 

Brainstorming produced these ideas:

GENIP can support teachers to attend regional workshops. Gober suggests targeting the  investment to maximize its impact: target Texas, Colorado, California (which has a small number of APHG courses), Florida, and North Carolina (which both have moderate numbers of test-takers. It is important to recruit the APHG teachers; if you prepare them, the students will come. 

Generate a list of universities that have no policy about accepting APHG credit (or Environmental Science). Write a letter to the university to start the process of accepting APHG credit. (This is a possible AAG intern task.) 

GENIP can provide recognition to APHG teachers. We must research what criteria would motivate additional participation: based on numbers of students who take exam? Pass rate? Service to preparing additional APHG teachers?  It might be better to recruit new teachers rather than honor existing participants. 

GENIP can provide small resource grants ($2000) to geographers interested in providing College Board-sponsored AP summer workshops in 2005. The recruitment of a select number of sites would have to begin now in order to meet the time requirements of College Board which typically require that workshop providers apply to offer a workshop in late August/early Fall. Knowing the location of all APHG workshops would help us target areas in need.

Identify school districts with extensive AP programs that do not offer APHG. Select 50 such schools and work with each to change the policy. Link local Departments of Geography to the effort.

Publicize APHG: generate articles for our newsletters, ensure  a bigger AP presence on our organizational websites including http://genip.tamu.edu; develop “Profiles of APHG students” by tracking successful test takers so the discipline can see the value of the program.

Produce additional data. In order for GENIP to take action, it would be helpful if we had a map of the location of test takers, not just the institutions that accept them. Knowing the location of all APHG workshops would help us target areas in need.

Action: Budget $2500 for travel grants to support teachers at APHG workshops. $10,000 for five $2000 grants to support APHG workshops in high need areas.

Treasurer’s Report

The Treasurer’s Report was moved up in the agenda to allow Dick Anderson to depart by noon. He presented the report which was accepted with amendments:

$12,000.00 Two GENIP Interns (AAG/NGS)

$15,000.00 Advanced Placement Project (Stipends to authors; GENIP and NCGE will split the publishing costs and GENIP will receive 65% of sales, NCGE 35%)

$7,500 Geography for Life Revision

$65,000 Geography for Life Revision Publication

$24, 120 Other Standards-Related Projects

NCGE will distribute a revised budget.

The motion to accept the report came from Bird, was seconded by Nellis, and accepted by all. Downs extended a sincere thanks again to Dick Anderson for his excellent work as Treasurer. 

It was decided that there was no need for discounts in the cost of Geography for Life skids.

Action: Bednarz will contact Ballay and Libbee to inquire on whether they are interested in additional copies in large quantities.

Travelocity 

Materials for the next round of nominations are available on the GENIP web site. Two excellent nominees would be Matt Rosenberg and Jack Dangermond.

NCLB Policy Update

James Marran provided an update available at http://genip.tamu.edu/washington2004.htm.

New Business

Home Schooling Initiative: Roger Downs prepared a white paper on Home Schooling (available on web site) to propose GENIP support the development of geography curriculum and materials for this market. Inexpensively we could tap into a large number of students. Not all home schoolers are right wing religious conservatives—about 45 percent are the children of parents disgruntled with public schools. What kinds of materials are available now? What are we aiming for? Could materials developed for this market be useful in multiple contexts? That is, could they be easily repurposed for teacher support and training for example? 

Mary Lynn Bird noted that a month ago the "Seminar on Innovation" at Columbia University featured a report on home schooling by Mitchell Stevens, author of KINGDOM OF CHILDREN.
Course ware design, in this instance, would involve putting existing materials (of which there is a fair amount) into a format useful for variety of users. A second step would be to identify a marketer who would maintain the materials on a web site and provide on-going computing support. Potential partners in such an endeavor could include Amazon and Barnes and Noble who could put together a way to buy the course as well as provide supporting texts/books all on-line. Downs noted that this project should not be costly. GENIP’s chosen project team would provide the structure…it would be up to parents to do what they do—the actual teaching.

Additional information is needed before making the decision to proceed. We need to:

1. Understand the home school movement. Are there formal organizations for home school parents? Is there research on home schooling, effective methods of home schooling, etc. (Foundational, background material on the institution of home school)

2. Look at what is used for geography in the home schooling movement at present. Prima Publishing provides workbooks for parents; other publishers are in the market as well. We need to assess the value of the existing market providers.

3. Find out what sorts of curricula/programs do work and don’t work in home schooling. What models have proven success in this arena? Do parents generally use direct instruction, self-paced student-centered modules, what?

4. Work with a sample of home schoolers (a range—from conservative fringe element to disgruntled parents) to find out what would suit their needs. What would they like to have? What would they not like to have? Should the materials be programmed like traditional correspondence courses, free standing modules, self-paced materials etc. (see above).

Once we have this information (in essence, a white paper on teaching geography in Home School America) GENIP can make a decision on whether this is a feasible next step. 

Two strategies are suggested to obtain this information: go to the lead home school organization e.g., National Center for Home Education (http://nche.hslda.org/) or the Home School Legal Defense Association (http://www.hslda.org/), Home Study International (http://www.hsi.edu/), Abbington Hill School (http://www.school-your-way.com/) or Homeschool.com (http://www.homeschool.com/) and support an intern through them, or seek an external consultant such as Jodi Vender.

Action: Bednarz will contact Vender to see if she is interested in preparing a white paper/feasibility study.

Interns: GENIP will support two interns, one for the Fall at AAG and one for the Spring with NGS. We need to ask Patton Boggs and John Wertman, the AAG Policy hire, for what information they need to support their initiatives. GENIP would like to advertise these positions to bring visibility to the program and to research possibilities in geography education policy.

Action: Bednarz will write a letter to Doug Richardson and Barbara Chow requesting this information, cc John Wertman and Bob Jones. Follow up with Bob Dulli to confirm relationship between both interns and the NGS intern program.

Fall Meeting

The Fall Meeting will be in Denver, Colorado in late September (September 24-25) to meet with representatives from the Education Commission of the States and the National Association of State Legislators. Lanny Proffer will coordinate that effort.

Colorado? ESRI? 

The meeting adjourned at 1:15 pm.
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