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Meeting of the 

Council on Instruction 

January 10, 2019 

 

The Council on Instruction (COI) met at 1:00 p.m. Thursday, January 10, 2019, in the State Regents 

Conference Room at the State Regents’ office. 

 

I. Welcome and Introductions 

Chair Dr. Ronna Vanderslice welcomed members and guests. 

Institutional representatives attending included the following:    

Dr. John Barthell (UCO), Dr. Richard Beck (RSU), Dr. Julie Dinger (OPSU), Dr. Greg Gardner 

(OCCC), Dr. Bo Hannaford (NWOSU), Dr. Karen Harrison (EOSC) (by phone), Ms. Becky 

Henthorn (MSC), Dr. Cindy Hess (TCC) (by phone), Dr. Glen Krutz (OU), Dr. Debbie Landry 

(NSU), Dr. Carol Linder (ECU) (by phone), Dr. Krista Maxson (USAO), Dr. Tom Mills (SSC), Dr. 

Clyde Montgomery (LU) (by phone), Mrs. Rose Marie Moore (RCC) (by phone), Ms. Chrystal 

Overton (WOSC), Dr. James South (SWOSU), Dr. Pam Stinson (NOC), Dr. Sheryl Tucker (OSU) 

(by phone), Dr. Ronna Vanderslice (CU), and Dr. Janet Wansick (CSC) (by phone). 

        

Oklahoma State Regents for Higher Education (OSRHE) staff attending included Dr. Daniel 

Archer, Dr. Rachel Bates, Dr. Stephanie Beauchamp, Dr. Debbie Blanke, Mr. Kyle Foster, Ms. 

LeAnna McNally, Dr. Goldie Thompson, and Ms. Elizabeth Walker.  

 

COI members absent included Dr. Jeff Caldwell (RSC), Dr. Bryon Clark (SEOSU), Dr. Bethene 

Fahnestock (NEOA&M) Dr. Kyle Harper (OU), Dr. Gary Sandefur (OSU), and Dr. Marc Willis 

(CASC). 

 

Guests included Ms. Julie Byer (OACRAO), Dr. Bucky Dodd (UCO), Dr. Joey Fronheiser, (OSU-

OKC), and Dr. Scott Newman (OSUIT).  

 

II. Minutes of December 2018 Meeting 

Minutes of the December 2018 meeting were approved. 

III. Campus Updates 

Dr. Linder reported ECU conducted a convocation that morning and announced a new strategic 

plan called Shared Horizons. 

Dr. Hess reported TCC has just received its formal report from HLC that they met all the criteria 

for successful accreditation, with only one “meets with concerns,” concerning assessment, which 

they had expected and were already working to address. 

IV. Tier Meeting Updates  

Dr. Stinson reported the 2-year group met that morning and much of the discussion centered around 

math pathways. Dr. Stinson said the 2-year and 4-year councils conducted informal surveys and 

plan to discuss the information gathered independently before meeting together to begin 

coordinating an approach. She said in the interim she would relay to the COI information the 2-year 

group gathered and their preliminary thoughts. She reported the following: 

• Most 2-year institutions have all pathways in place but still see challenges with advisors 

wanting to make sure that students who transfer to another institution will not do so with 

their general education math requirement unfulfilled.  

• Some members think a greater danger is a possible negative impact on graduation rates 

caused by advising students whose majors don’t require pre-calculus to take it.  
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• Most institutions have 2+2 articulation agreements in place; however, those are very time 

consuming to update annually, and students must often be advised to take a different math 

course for transfer to different schools, even when transferring with the same major. The 

challenge of keeping up with which school requires which math course for which major is 

enormous and difficult to meet. 

• An additional challenge is that students with Associate’s degrees may have all of their 

general education requirements waived, but their major requires a course that requires a 

math pre-requisite that isn’t listed on the degree sheet because it isn’t required on its own.  

• Some schools have renamed their courses so that college algebra is now called pre-

calculus, but not all, and many don’t use the same numbering for what might be the same 

course.  

• The transfer matrix has number correlations, but to count on every advisor looking up 

every number on every degree sheet and being assured of having the current title is 

problematic. 

• The 2-year council would like to discuss the possibility of developing an inventory that 

shows which of the four math pathways is being required for degrees at each institution, 

and which degrees require calculus. The inventory would be posted at the state level and 

updated annually.  

• Institutions were asked to submit similar information a couple of years ago, but many 

schools have added new math courses since then and made other changes to their degree 

sheets, making resubmitting the information a good idea for beginning the proposed state-

wide inventory. 

• There are potential additional challenges associated with disciplines like nursing and 

business.  

• To address nursing, some representatives could attend the spring nursing meeting at which 

accreditation guidelines are discussed and speak to the difference between college general 

education math requirements before and after the pathways project implementation. 

• The group’s final recommendation is to bring COSA into the conversation because COSA 

members often oversee advisement at their institutions. Dr. Stinson said they hope with 

these talking points to broaden the conversation and continue to build on the efforts of Dr. 

Bates and the State Regents. 

Dr. Stinson said the group also discussed who served as the accreditation liaison officer at each 

institution; with a few exceptions, VPAAs fill that role. 

Dr. South reported the four-year COI met that morning and discussed collaborations with career 

techs and the forms those may take, whether it is prior learning assessment, departmental or 

advanced standing, or some other type of collaboration; the National Council on Teacher Quality 

(NCTQ) survey and that most institutions intend not to participate; and the assessment process for 

general education courses at their institutions.  

Dr. South said the group also discussed the math pathways mini-survey results and reported the 

following discussion points: 

• The 4-year group found only a few areas of concern in business and nursing, where majors 

at some institutions that have not yet adopted the functions and modeling course are all still 

required to take college algebra.  

• Advisors being either overly cautious or overly zealous and recommending courses to 

students that aren’t necessarily in their degree plan seems to be more of an issue than 

degree plan content.  
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• “Hidden” pre-requisites are a concern; for example, OU doesn’t technically require college 

algebra for nursing majors, but students do have to take a chemistry course, the pre-

requisite for which is college algebra, making college algebra a required course that is not 

listed on the degree sheet. 

• Many students are choosing courses based on availability; for example, if a school has all 

four math pathways options available, but only one of those is online, students will choose 

the online option because that is the way they need to take the course. 

• Similarly, if students are required to take a co/pre-requisite, if the co/pre-requisite is not 

offered online that creates a barrier that can be insurmountable to some. 

• Dr. South and Dr. Stinson plan to meet after the COI to talk about next steps. 

V. Legislative Update 

Ms. McNally reported the State Regents hosted a new legislator orientation the previous Monday. 

She said 31 legislators attended the event at the State Regents’ office where they were provided an 

overview of the state system and a deep dive into the financial aspects of the funding formula and 

how money is dispersed, as well as information on concurrent enrollment and other issues. Ms. 

McNally said she is compiling a list of bills the State Regents will want to track; there are 251 to 

date. She added that weapons on campus will continue to be an issue, and that she will issue a 

comprehensive list and would be happy to attend a future COI meeting to go over the bills of 

interest once the list is complete. 

VI. Leadership Development for Online Learning 

Dr. Dodd presented about leadership development for online learning, including a discussion of the 

Council for Online Learning Excellence’s work on determining what online learning leadership 

development opportunities would provide the most value for institutions, what delivery formats 

would be most conducive to success, and what topics, challenges, or opportunities would be most 

important to help educators grow leadership skills specific to online learning, and to develop 

effective online-learning oriented student services, academic programs and institutional strategies. 

VII. Committee Meeting Updates 

Ad-Hoc Teacher Education Committee 

Dr. Landry reported the Ad-Hoc Teacher Education committee met the previous day and Dr. Goldie 

Thompson presented a draft of the proposed revisions to the teacher education policy, specifically, 

revisions to the 4x12, the generalist courses that go into the teacher education program. She said the 

committee decided to take the proposed revisions back to their institutional teacher education 

departments for review and comment, so they will do that and vote whether to approve the 

revisions by email by Friday, February 8, 5pm. She said they hope to present the revisions for 

posting at the next COI meeting. 

Assessment Committee 

In Dr. Fahnestock’s absence, Dr. Archer reported the Assessment Committee met the previous day 

and discussed co-requisite remediation and science course placement. 

Regarding co-requisite remediation, Dr. Archer said the committee discussed the various models 

currently used by their institutions to gather information for the goal of developing a standard 

definition for co-requisite for the state system. He said the committee will conduct a short survey to 

get feedback from institutions outside committee membership to gain an understanding of 

everyone’s current co-requisite practices. 

Dr. Archer said the committee also discussed whether to implement a state-wide science course 

placement requirement. He said most other states don’t; they rely on reading, English, and math 

scores to place students in science courses. He said that guidance provided by ACT says the science 

portion of its test is a reliable predictor of college readiness for an intro to biology course, but not 

necessarily for any other sciences courses, so reliance on it for placement into other science courses 
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may not be a best practice. Another concern is that the disciplines that fall under the heading of 

science vary so widely that a single test or course cannot really indicate readiness for all of them. 

He said that the committee decided members should discuss the issues with their science faculty, 

and will meet again in February to review the input from faculty and also discuss whether to 

remove science placement from state system policy and incorporate it instead into institutional 

assessment plans. 

VIII. English Proficiency Assessments 

Dr. Beauchamp reminded members that at the November meeting she had reported the English 

Proficiency review faculty committee’s recommendations to not add the Duolingo, PTE Academic, 

or iTEP tests to the TOEFL and IELTS as approved state system English proficiency assessments.  

Dr. Beauchamp said the committee recommended against Duolingo due to concerns with reliability 

and validity. She said initially the committee was interested in recommending the iTEP; however, 

after discussion they decided not to, citing concerns about the mechanism to access the writing and 

speaking tests and lack of clarity about how they are graded. She said the committee indicated they 

were willing to reconsider if additional information was provided, so she contacted the iTEP 

representative and learned that the writing and speaking sections are graded based on established 

rubrics, by live graders who are trained and monitored by iTEP, have a master’s degree in TESOL 

or a closely related field, and extensive experience in ESL teaching. She said she was told that the 

committee would receive their scores for these portions of the assessment. Dr. Beauchamp 

forwarded this information to the committee and as of this morning committee members who 

responded had not received scores. As a result, the committee is upholding its decision to not 

recommend the iTEP.  

Dr. Beauchamp said the committee also did not recommend the PTE Academic with a vote of 5 - 

4. Most of their concerns centered on the length of the exam and lack of testing sites in 

Oklahoma.  Dr. Beauchamp said the committee did indicate a willingness to re-review the PTE 

Academic at a later time; however, she had only two Academic Vice Presidents indicate interest in 

continuing to review the PTE Academic, and she is not sure this is enough interest to convene 

another committee. 

Dr. Tucker reminded members at the last meeting she had mentioned that the PTE Academic is 

available in areas where the TOEFL and IELTS are not, and OSU is losing potential qualified 

students to peer institutions in other states because of this. She said she has asked a number of these 

institutions about the success of students admitted based on the PTE Academic and no one 

indicated any academic issues for these students. She said that OSU would like to conduct a pilot of 

admitting students based on the PTE Academic. Dr. Beauchamp said Dr. Tucker should contact her 

after the meeting and they would discuss how to begin the project. 

Dr. Beauchamp explained that reviewing these tests is a substantial addition to the workload of the 

faculty who volunteer to do the work. To avoid overload and burnout, it has been concluded that 

such reviews should be conducted no more often than every five years. Therefore, the next time any 

requests will be reviewed to add English proficiency tests to those approved for the state system 

will be 2023. 

IX. Discussion of CEP Meeting Disciplines 

Mr. Foster said he had emailed a list of the proposed disciplines for the CEP review for 2019, 

which were American Sign Language, Anthropology, Child Development, Computer Science, 

Criminal Justice, Early Childhood Education, Ecology/Environmental Sciences, English, Film and 

Video Studies, and Theatre.  

Mr. Foster reported math would not be meeting this year; he and Dr. Bates had concluded that the 

only remaining outstanding item in math equivalency is creating student learning outcomes for 

some of the elementary education math courses. He explained that these courses are taken by a 

relatively small number of students and the math faculty that normally come to the CEP meetings 
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are usually not the same ones who teach the courses, so he and Dr. Bates plan to convene later this 

spring an ad-hoc group of faculty members who teach those classes to develop student learning 

outcomes for them. 

Dr. Vanderslice mentioned with the upcoming potential change to the 4x12 course requirements 

reported on by the Teacher Education committee, it might be better to postpone this meeting until 

any changes institutions will make in response to it have been implemented. Mr. Foster agreed he 

and Dr. Bates would wait for that to conclude before convening the meeting. 

The COI approved the disciplines for the 2019 CEP meetings. 

X. Function Policy Subcommittee Update 

Dr. Blanke reported that she has incorporated all feedback into a policy draft to be reviewed at the 

final subcommittee meeting by Zoom on January 17, where any final adjustments will be approved 

before forwarding to the State Regents at their January 24 meeting. Dr. Blanke said the gist of the 

revisions is a new section of policy that provides guidance on how to request an exception to an 

institution’s current approved function, and standards that must be met for such a request to be 

considered.  

XI. State Regents’ Update 

Dr. Blanke reported the State Regents have not met since her last report; she will report on their 

January 24 meeting at the February COI meeting. 

Dr. Blanke reported that there is an opportunity to provide $500 in funding to institutions 

participating in Reach Higher Direct Complete (RHDC) to do some type of enrollment push for the 

Spring and possibly Summer semesters. She said institutions should apply by submitting a plan for 

using the funds, which would then be sent by wire transfer. Dr. Blanke said if results are favorable 

it may be done again in the Fall.  

Dr. Blanke said Oklahoma was one of four states initially selected to receive the grant that funds 

RHDC, and that the Lumina Foundation has been so pleased with the progress those states are 

making, especially Oklahoma, it will award similar grants to 22 additional states. She said that she 

and the RHDC coordination staff will attend the Adult Promise State Meeting in New Orleans to 

share what Oklahoma has accomplished so far and learn from the accomplishments of other states. 

She said the Lumina Foundation grant funding will expire December 2019, but she hopes with our 

success so far Lumina will maintain funding a little longer, which will provide a little more time to 

incorporate the initiative into the agency’s funding so it can continue when the grant ends. 

Dr. Blanke reported that the Lumina Foundation is making funds available through the Western 

Interstate Commission for Higher Education (WICHE) for a professional development conference 

for faculty and staff of Oklahoma institutions that are designated Native American Serving Non-

tribal Institutions (NASNTI). She said the one-day event is scheduled for February 27 at RSC, and 

she will email details to members tomorrow, including a tentative agenda. She said lunch will be 

provided, and participants from NASNTI institutions farther than 60 miles away will be eligible for 

a travel stipend. She noted that Oklahoma institutions that are not NASNTI designated still serve 

significant populations of Native American students, and they are invited to send participants 

contingent on available space. She requested those interested email her; they will be put on a wait 

list and once the designated institutions are represented, any open spaces will be allotted to those on 

the list. 

XII. New Business 

There was no new business. 

XIII. Adjournment 

 With no further business, the meeting adjourned at 1:55 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted on February 14, 2019, by Ms. Elizabeth Walker of the Oklahoma State 

Regents for Higher Education. 


