California Community College Physical Educators

CCCPE is an independent organization comprised of Physical Education/Kinesiology Faculty and Deans.  The purpose as stated in the constitution is to:

“…maintain the highest standards possible for California Community College Physical Education/Kinesiology programs.  The organization shall promote, encourage and direct efforts and activities which will benefit the Community College Physical Education/Kinesiology profession throughout the state”.

On January 28, 2011, all interested and available Physical Education/Kinesiology Faculty and Deans from Northern California met at Cosumnes River College for two stated purposes:

1. Provide for cross-college discussion on important issues in our discipline. There are very few occasions in which Physical Educators have an opportunity to do so, and this discussion would improve the disciple in many possible ways; curriculum, professionalism, etc. 

2. Discuss the state budget cuts and how we can protect our discipline.

Officers Present:  Diane Henry, Past President; Rich Schroeder, President-Elect; Liz Belyea, Treasurer
Guest Speaker:  Bob Campbell, CCCPE Lobbyist on the state of current budget and how it may affect us.

AGENDA:  The agenda was set by the participants at the beginning of the meeting as it determined most relevant topics to discuss.  They were:

1. LAO/Budget



Repeatability



Type of offerings



Mission statement

2. AB 1440 – Core curriculum

3. PE or Kinesiology, let’s agree

4. Min Quals – Kinesiology


Standardization of core curriculum


Standardization of TOP codes


FTE %

5. Athletics – standardize Intercollegiate Sport classes to 175 hrs as per Title 5

6. Credit/non-credit – community ed

7. Lecture in activity classes in addition to lab.

8. Professionalism in our discipline

9. White Paper and Los Rios paper

10. What next?

Outcomes:

1. We need a common statement on repeatability.  Do we stick to our philosophy of lifetime 
fitness and promote staying at repeatability of 4 times, or do we lobby/compromise to 2 
years.



Examples of statistics to be compiled will be done by Rich and Diane.  They will be 


disseminated at South meeting and sent to Northern constituents.



After discussion in the South, we can discuss final agreement at CCCAA CCCPE meeting 


in March.
2. All were positive on AB 1440, to take a look at 2 degrees by next Fall (this is required by the bill. Each College has to have MTC for two transfer degrees by Fall 2011. They don’t have to be in any specific discipline.)
3. Everyone to check their Intercollegiate SPORT classes, not to exceed 175 hours, to be in accordance with Title 5. (It’s actually 175 hours per athlete per year regardless of how many hours are in each class).
4. List of best practices for teaching an outstanding activity class to be developed by CCCPE executive board and sent out for use and suggestions.  Final document to be added to CCCPE website.
5. Helpful documents to be disseminated to all:


Term Definitions:  FTE, FTES, etc.


Best Practices for activity classes.

Los Rios document of support called, “The Impact of Athletics and Kinesiology Programs 
on Students and the Community”


TOP Codes in our discipline


Transfer model curriculum for Kinesiology

Websites:


http://www.c-id.net/login.html?p=forum.html

http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/QBFDQ9S - Please complete this survey

http://www.cccaasports.org/conference/scope.asp
Minutes from CCCPE MEETING @ Cosumnes River College 1/28/11
These minutes taken during the general discussion.
1. LAO  / Budget
· Diane Henry:  Repeatability History (CCC used to be free) in 1982 there was a hit list where courses that appeared to be personal development and enrichment were cut along with a lot of women’s classes: jazzercise, women’s weight training and, etc.

· In 1984 tuition came in w/ $ 6/ unit. Fee waivers came in and lab classes would be allowed  4 repeats.

· Current proposal is you take an activity class once only.

· Bob Campbell: The state is in bad shape. Every year there is a deficiency law for k-12 not the case for CCCs PE is going to be under heavy assault for the next couple of years.
· Jerry Brown is going to like CCs. Jerry is trying to paint a real picture @ 85-86 billion $ over 3 years that’s the state budget for a year. We have more people, students and prisons. Jack Scott has to cut @ $400 million from CCC. We’re going to get @ $120 million back thru fees. @ $22,000, to educate a VC student, @$11,000, for a CSU student, @$55,000 for a CC student.

Governor Brown is trying to let everyone know we can’t do things like sell inventory. We have to make 13 billion $ in cuts so he wants the voters to pass tax extensions for 5 yrs. 3RD quarter of 2014 economy should turn around. He’s asking for $ now and then guarantees there will be money later for cities and counties. If this bill passes we will still have our current cuts. If it doesn’t pass we will have $400 million  More in cuts.

· Departments of finance want to go back and do a dual census on our students. Used to be like that before 1989. We really have close to 3 million students in our CCC; we will probably turn away 30,000 students this year.

· In the 80’s we asked CCC’s to grow and get more students. Can’t do that anymore.

· 73-74 systems (CCC districts) and they all deal with PE in different ways. Some want the colleges to deal with the cuts. Jack Scott says, “let us do the cuts”. That’s going to be the push. You need to get together and define what is PE? Need to look at students who come and take PE classes over and over again. Need to have dealings with local Deans and Presidents. How do you justify cutting kids out of school and you have others who are just taking PE. Need to read what’s happening with your local budget.

· CCC’s, hay day of transfers was in the 50’s. 24% transferred. Not since then. Need to transfer more students because that is what LAO looks at.

· We need to get the LAO to understand that physical education is a lot of things. The problem isn’t the class, it’s the college fault for letting people come for 20 yrs. to workout instead of going to Gold’s gym and paying the money there. We need to sell ourselves better.

How can we sell ourselves to the political arena? Pecking order is

1. President




2. Chancellor

3. Board of trustees

4.  LAO district staff people
The problem is people who just repeat PE don’t move on 20% of CCC students have more than 150 units.

PE needs to be redefined and if we don’t do it, it will be done for us.

· Adapt state wide registration priority that matches basic skills, transfer and Voc ed.

· Restrict the # of times a student may repeat PE or other tax payer classes.

· We need to make a plan as to how we survive this and still be an academic discipline 

· We need to find a way for our athletes to repeat classes. (If they are on form 3).

· Half of CCC students don’t pay any fees at all because of the fee waiver. We may get into debate about who can pay and who can’t and if you have a good income then you should be able to afford college. Fees based on the ability to pay.

· Regarding repeatability, we should start to use research. We begin to look at surgeon general, etc. How can we collaborate with the health care portion of the state? So our students can take PE , Rec and Health classes. Research shows that students do better in basic skills if they are physically fit. Encourage not just a separation of CCC and higher ed.

· Cal nursing, health care are our allies in this. The reality of CCC is students transferring from H.S. have priority registration. Everyone else will be after.

Will the LAO address the students who have 120 and more units are basic skill students who are repeating basic skills? Yes it’s up to us to make sure they see this. $ is the issue, costs go up and if we don’t get that  $ PE is removed. Who will be next? We have to prove that we have a value. We do have to look at our own curriculum and classes and make sure that we are doing things right. Stop talking about eliminating programs start talking about fixing them.

College of         , we started charging students who were repeating classes. We did it and then made good money for the college. Then we got a new admissions person who shut it down. Why can’t we do this? A lot of people are doing it, if there is room in the class. This is a hybrid class. 
A total of 100 AA Degrees in Physical Education statewide.  Not enough to help make our case.  We need to push for more to get the AA degree before they transfer as Kinesiology is the 7th most popular major in the state.
The LAO comes out with these stats saying, we have all these students who repeat, but do they realize that a lot of them are students or our athletes. The statistics are not always interpreted correctly. Take your stats to your research office and see what they really are.

We need to look at the transfer model for PE or Kinesiology. How do we get together and find the model we need to use to transfer to CSU’s .  Diane Henry supplied a Kinesiology model.
AB 1440- trying to clear up what all the UC and CSU’s will take

1.9% for growth going to allow this year. Colleges would keep money generated by fees going up. 50% of the students won’t pay anything because of fee waivers.

Run your own data from chancellor’s website and see how much comes from PE. What % of your college’s total FTE comes from PE?

The key to repeatability is to show the content has changed and if students have improved. Do they meet the SLO’s? We can make changes right now to help us no matter what our name is PE or Kinesiology.

Physiological changes in the body can occur over the course of one semester, but can go over more than one semester. That’s what we need to show everyone.

In LRCCD we have been meeting for two years to try and change our name to Kinesiology because there are no transfers to four year in PE, 4 year institutions have degrees in Kinesiology and Exercise Science. We were meeting to figure out this and then the budget changed, that’s why we were looking at changing the name, not because of PE and being dropped. We are bound to what the CSU’s accept.

What is a transfer model curriculum? According to AB 1440 we must have 2 transfer model degrees that can transfer from our colleges by Fall of 2011. Have the same curriculum at CCC’s if there is room, they can get into the four year schools.  If you already have an AA transfer agreement you can still use it.

Kinesiology gives us a chance to be the same as everyone else. Our electives should be as viable as any other courses.

CID= common identifying numbering system
If we come together and it goes through 1440, The CSU will have to accept us. 
Academic Senate leaders have been charged with making sure you know and understand this go to your curriculum and senate people. 

CCCPE meetings will be held again in March CCCAA meeting (1:45 Wednesday March 30) in San Mateo.
Could CCCPE create a position paper on the name change. Maybe you could take it to the south meeting and then vote on it in March. We should do some research because some colleges are already in the process. The executive board of CCCPE will come up with something for everyone to vote on in March.

We should all use the same TOP codes. CID will make sure the common descriptors, and it says what is equivalent to CID is the common one identification. That’s where you want to work with your articulation officer. 

Credit/ non-credit- community ed.

People are doing a lot of different things. At CRC we can’t do community ed. at the same time as credit classes. We don’t want community ed. that might replace our classes and FTE. San Mateo has a model where a credit class, run by faculty uses the fitness center at the same time as community members who have no connection with the class. The non students are under the direction of an outside group who runs the “club” portion of the fitness center.
In Los Rios the PE got together and said would not do community ed.  Community Ed had to go through our curriculum process and we refuse it because it is too much like our own curriculum.
At Laney College they were required to come up with a fee based program or classes. In some way we shot ourselves in the foot because some classes were forced to have CE. 6 weeks and its $75.00 to do lap swimming and they don’t have to do any test. Instructors get the same pay.

Do we have a choice on repeatability? Do we want to put a position on that? Are we going to let them repeat a course or not. If they are a PE major they should have a variety of classes. If they were a nursing major then maybe taking four exercise classes is ok. If students are making progress they should get to repeat it.

Option #1

You can take a class and repeat the same course one more time.

Concern that we are going to cancel we all should look at our own programs and figure out what the impact would be. We need to show them that there is no proof that we need to change. Look at all our classes for fall and see how many times the class was taken for the 1st, 2nd, 3rd and 4th time. We need to tell them where the repeats are coming from (APE and athletics) so they know. We are going to go with the status Quo with back-up.

Why is this repeatability? A question of motor skill. Etc. The CCCPE Executive Board will accumulate all the college surveys.

AB 1440- does everyone have four units of Anatomy and four units of physiology- CID will fix it. Support of AB 1440. We are working toward that. Go to survey monkey and put your ideas in.

Kim@FLC will be purposing Kinesiology

On your scheduling, get rid of recreational class offerings.

Professionalism- We have to get our own house in order.

Grading on attendance is not a good practice. Grade on skill development, and knowledge of fitness. 
While you can’t give them a grade for showing up, you can drop them a grade for not being here. Can we develop best practices for what should take place in a PE class to take to department meetings? The LAO also looks at when you schedule a class. If you want to start a yoga class at 5:30 it may be considered a community ed. class in the eyes of the LAO.
Mission statement-

Now that it is basic skills, transfer and voc ed.  Where does PE fit into that?  We have met the needs of the community for a long time but now the mission has changed. 

Last year at DVC we realized that our S/A didn’t have enough academic support for our S/A. we started a program with basic skill grant. We need to teach these skills in our classes. Human kinetics has it for us, we just have to implement it in our classes. How do we promote this? Through the academic senate? Yes.
Athletics can only be 175 hours/ athlete/sport/yr. positive attendance takes care of it if you only report 175 hours. Conditioning classes for athletes if they are only available to S/A then we are in trouble with this rule. 
Athletics TOPS code and PE top code put off season and weight training for athletics under PE TOP code, not athletics TOP code.

Lecture/lab – DVC campus can’t have that. If lecture is part of lab then the classes are not repeatable. CRC has this, and Shasta is talking about being like the rest of the campuses, having web based work out of class, not grading on attendance, etc. We are trying to decide if we should do that. So we are re-writing curriculum for this. How does it affect a load balance? Lecture and lab are different components.

Should be careful for Lec/lab classes. Need to have separate lec & lab components and put on the outline exactly how it would be different for the repeating student.
Additional info:

Title 9 R4 Form revealed:

14 in compliance with Prong 1

24 in compliance with Prong 2

26 in compliance with Prong 3

44 not in compliance out of 108

