NOAA Education Council Meeting

Date/Time:
October 15, 2008 (1:00–4:00 pm)

Location:
SSMC3, Room 10836

Dial-in:
866.453.7960

Passcode:
360528

Contact: Jen Faught   
410.245.7055 (in case of telecom problems)

AGENDA

1:00
Welcome/Opening Remarks 

1:10
Engagement Effort Update - J. Krauk (informational)

1:25
Earth Science Literacy Initiative – F. Niepold (input requested) 

1:45
Final Education Strategic Plan Review and Approval – S. Storck (input requested)

3:30
Updates & Announcements

3:50
Updates & Announcements

Upcoming Council Meetings:

November 19 
December 17
Attendance
In person: Louisa Koch (LK – Chair), Kirk Beckendorf (KB), Karen Eason (KE), Jennifer Faught (JF), Ron Gird (RG), Doria Grimes (DG),  Molly Harrison (MH), Paula Keener-Chavis (PKC), Sara Keyes (SK-Teacher at Sea) , Jamie Krauk (JK), Carrie McDougall(CMc), John McLaughlin (JM), Michiko Martin (MM),  Christos Michalopoulos (CM), Jeannine Montgomery (JM), Frank Niepold (FN),  Dan Pisuit (DP), Bronwen Rice (BR),  Jacqueline Rousseau (JR), Stacey Rudolph (SR), Peg Steffen (PS), Steve Storck (SSt), Sharon Walker (SW), Carla Wallace (CW) Marci Wulff (MW)
On the phone:  Shannon Sprague (SSp)
Announcements
· Education Strategic Plan:  Thank you to everyone involved in the creation of the Education Strategic Plan including: Steve Storck, Christos Michalopoulos, Jacqueline Rousseau, John McLaughlin, Peg Steffen, Atziri Ibanez, Michiko Martin, Sharon Walker, Kirk Beckendorf, Sami Grimes, Bob Hansen, Molly Harrison, Marlene Kaplan, Carrie McDougall, Elizabeth McMahon, Jeannine Montgomery, Bruce Moravchik, Bronwen Rice, Stacey Rudolph, Sarah Schoedinger, Miguel Lugo, Jennifer Hammond,  Frank Niepold, Ron Gird, Karen Eason, Carla Wallace, Irlene Ricks and Nina Jackson
· B-WET representation on the Education Council: Proposal/request to include a B-WET representative from the B-WET National Advisory Group as a voting member of the education council.  Representative would be a member of the National Advisory Group and this position would rotate yearly from among the B-WET regional leads.  Any questions or comments? We’d like to take a vote on this at the end of today’s meeting.
Actions 
Engagement Effort Update– J.Krauk
An update on the progess made by the working group that Marlene Kaplan led as it relates to NOAA’s engagement effort:
· MK briefed the NEP  on Engagement August 28
· Tasker that came from the NEP: Form an Executive Engagement Committee (EEC) made up of already existing entities- the Chair of the Education Council (LK), the Chair of the Communications Committee (Anson Franklin) and the AA for PPI (Laura Furgione) acting in her capacity as head of the oversight group for regional coordination to come up with an engagement strategy for NOAA
· In addition, the extension and training people are forming an  extension and training services working group under chairmanship of Sea Grant (Jim Murray) and vice chair from NERRS (Laurie McGilvray)
·  EEC and Extension group met two weeks ago and agreed to move forward with engagement strategy and come back to the NEP at their 12/4 meeting with an engagement strategy for NOAA

· overall strategy for moving forward is to develop an engagement strategy among existing threads/entities  and pick the broad theme of Climate as an example of how these groups can work together with an integrated theme 

· MK’s group will stay in existence at least until December 4
· Next meeting of EEC is 10/24 with the goal for that meeting to have a draft outline for the engagement strategy with assistance from a small group to help vette it

· CM: MK’s working group had two themes for engagement:  hazard resilience and climate.  Is hazard resilience gone?

· JK: no final decisions from NEP have been made but we think they are trying to keep things simple and show effectiveness.  The group will revisit this at the 10/24 meeting
· JK: As a result our communications strategy is thinking about the same thing-should we focus on these two things or just focus on climate?

· CM: Outcome 1.6 has direct relations to engagement themes so when we shift to implementation plan we will need to address that
Earth Science Literacy Initiative – F. Niepold
The NSF-supported Earth Science Literacy Initiative prepared a draft document outlining what every citizen should know about earth science, and are seeking community input on the draft. This document was created to provide a clear and concise summary of the fundamental ideas in earth science for policy makers, educators, students, and the general public. This document complements the efforts of the Ocean, Climate and Atmospheric science communities in defining the big ideas and supporting concepts essential for an earth system literate public. The Earth Sciences draft was developed through an NSF-supported, 350-participant online workshop held in May, 2008 and a 35-participant, in-person writing workshop held in July, 2008.  
· PS:  What kind of teacher input has been involved? Suggest that you require engagement from the higher education community with a teacher focus group to talk about benchmarks and standards
· FN:  Ocean and climate on the formal education level are not taught.  Teachers have been involved from atmosphere and climate and I am assuming they have been involved from the ocean side.  
· PS: why are we going back and rewriting national standards?
· FN:  Because they are ineffective

· CMc: There is an effort to make earth system a capstone lab system science course as acceptable at the university level
· SW:  These literacy principles have not been incorporated in science education standards from 1996. That’s why the ocean literacy principles were done because teachers wouldn’t teach it and that’s why we have to add in standards

· FN:  NSES standards, the Academy said we will not revise because they stand as they are but there are two areas we will revise: genetics and climate, to show how to teach with the existing structure.  From climate there are 15 states that want to revise their standards and use these revisions so we really have 50 things that we have to amend to.
· PKC:  I would think ocean literacy did happen at the national level.  Wes it started at grassroots level but did happen at national level

· LK:  Let’s come back and revisit this when we have more time because earth science literacy principles have been sent out to council for review 
Education Plan Discussion – S. Storck
· Please review this version of the Ed Plan and send comments back to Steve Storck by COB Monday 10/20
· Steering committee will review comments on 10/21
· Graphically imagery has been on hold for a little while
· Please send any additional pictures to Steve Storck

· Pages 2/3 are place holders right now-a lot of negotiations about what to do with this-the letter itself is being revised
· Comments from FRN said this section did not get across why we are doing this, did not discuss what the benefits to American citizens are, and the full document had a little bureaucratic flavor-so question to the Council is do we think this may point to a more personal letter and who is this from? Our community with the Education Council?
· Page 2-the signatory was our commitment to making sure this plan was enacted
· Discussion regarding acknowledgement of individuals that helped write the Education Plan and how to address the front pages
· Discussion ensued regarding who should sign the signatory page: the VADM? LK on behalf of the Education Council or the broader education community? And then do we lose people like Miguel?

· Suggestion to have the AA’s sign it or do the Education Council members represent their LO components?
· People who want to be included in the signatory page at the front of the Education Plan, please send an email to Steve Storck to be included in the document

· Recommendation: 
· Education council members  as signing on behalf of their various line offices and authorized to speak on behalf of office with regards to education

· CM: Suggestion to recognize education council right up front
· MM: Suggestion to send this back to the steering committee for final vote

· PKC: nothing in the document discusses the Education Council.  Suggestion to include what the Education Council is and what they do in the front
· LK:  We will go forward with the education council signatures with some revision of language
· SS: we will revise the letter and include language to include the process of this.  The signatory page will be graphically more appealing and have an introduction to the education council and why people signed below and have signatures with line office and the acknowledgement page will acknowledge the “blood, sweat, and tears” of people who worked on it

· SW: acknowledgment to front or back?

· LK:  Call a vote: the letter will be signed by all members of education council and paragraph added to show buy in and support for plan
· VOTE:  unanimous

· SS:  We will retain the mission and vision; the mandate for education has changed subtly.  We have removed the dates for the statutes for NOAA education.  All of these are reauthorization of each of those mandates and so we included the most recent law number of that legislation and have added MSRA.
· PKC-Please include the presidents report for ocean exploration report (2000)-exploring the final frontier
· CMC: reference executive order instead of mandate? 

· LKP: executive order holds more clout-president’s panel report (page 5)

· Page 7:  NOAA Education standards-had considered a number of additional standards but this is same list you saw last time with a few minor changes; these were final list
· Discussion regarding definition of consensus science and that some NOAA educational programs are not science but are aligned with standards and support NOAA’s mission
· FN: Offer to take this discussion offline and make a recommendation and welcomed anyone else wants to participate
Goal One Discussion – J. McLaughlin
· Working Group refined their outcomes, strategies and goal statements

· The introduction’s first few paragraphs were modified for tone, to add enthusiasm and urgency
· LK: suggestion to group to shorten-3 pages of text too much-LK to make recommendations

· The group decided to include a stewardship definition
· Page2: lines 4-8 now reflect native knowledge/indigenous science

· Education/outreach definitions remain as were defined by the council
· Discussion regarding outreach and educational outreach.  Concern was expressed regarding how does this overlap with engagement, what is the difference between the two (i.e. is it based on audience or type of event or what exactly is the criteria?) Suggestion to call it outreach for education.
· LK:  Suggestion to council members to send their thoughts/comments in to steering committee regarding the outreach discussion/definition
· Outcome 1.1: changed slightly: added assessment
· Discussion regarding a reference at the back for links of programs.  
· SSt:  This was mainly to provide examples and links would be difficult to keep updating

· PKC: Asked if for outcome 1.5, they were not interested in international?

· SS: yes,would be good to include an international  examples.  Please send to SSt
· JK: will look to make sure section 1.6 is consistent with the engagement plan (1.6)

GOAL 2 Discussion – J. Rousseau
· Discussion regarding outcome 2.1 and the implication that only through NOAA’s opportunities we might achieve diversity

· Suggestions to have a paragraph above that states the nations need for a stem workforce, then how NOAA supports it or striking the word NOAA out of outcome 2.1 to make it broader
· JR: will revisit this

· LK: will provide written suggestions for consideration, Council members should do so as well 
WRAP UP – S. Storck

· CM: suggestion to call this the “education strategy” then + implementation plan = “strategic plan.”  Concern expressed regarding when does it then actually become a plan and that we want to be responsive to America COMPETES Act which directs NOAA to develop a “20 year education strategic plan”
· LK: concern that the piece missing are the implementation details
· Suggested alternative is to have specific language regarding implementation in the front
· SW: will address more specificity in implementation plan.  That  is the response to the missing piece

· CM: LK will provide comments on alignment?

· Concern expressed about putting programs in the glossary of terms
· Suggestion to remove list of program examples 

· LK: We want the Education plan to be vibrant and have examples, web links ideal but hard to maintain

· SS: to remove all examples at this point, would be monumental

· MM: maybe not monumental, but here because they add substance. We need explanation

· JR: List is meant to be illustrative, not complete

· SS:  a reference page would have to reference that

· MW: these are good points, but probably we want to stay away from lists
Updates & Announcements
· Meeting ran over so we did not have time for updates and announcements
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