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Background

The SITE Teacher Education Council held a conference call on July 27, 2006 to discuss the forthcoming National Technology Leadership Summit (NTLS VIII), an annual meeting sponsored by SITE each fall. This year’s summit will be held in Washington, D.C. at the American Association of Colleges of Teacher Education (AACTE) on September 21 / 22, 2006. This call focused on the meetings Key Research Issues strand. 
A second planning call was held on August 6th to discuss the summit’s Advocacy strand. A podcast of these conference calls and written executive summaries are available on the NTLC web site at:


www.NTLCoalition.org/radio.html

A third NTLS strand will focus on Open Educational Content. A third conference call on August 15th provided an opportunity for planning and discussion of this strand. Participants included representatives from the following:
· Global Educational Learning Community (GELC)
Bobbi Kurshan, Executive Director


· Buck Institute for Education (BIE)

Jason Ravitz, Research Director
· NASA Educational Technology Benchmark Initiative
Bruce Howard, Project Director
· Canon Consumer Imaging Division

Terry Markwart, Director – Special Markets
· Stagetools

Bill Ferster, CEO

· Learning & Leading with Technology (L&L)
Anita McAnear, Acquisitions Editor
· Journal of Technology and Teacher Education (JTATE)
Debra Sprague, Editor
· Contemporary Issues in Technology and Teacher Education (CITE Journal)

Glen Bull and Lynn Bell, Editors

Conference Call Summary
The conference call began with introductions. Participants introduced themselves, describing their affiliations, backgrounds, and connections to the topic of open educational content. 

Bobbi Kurshan described the goals of a relatively new nonprofit organization that she directs, the Global Educational Learning Community (GELC), established with funding from the founders of the Sun Microsystems.  The goal is to foster development and dissemination of open curricula globally.

Bruce Howard described a current benchmarking project being undertaken for NASA.  The goal is to identify and assess the utility of educational technologies, which they have broken down into seven categories.

Jason Ravitz suggested that utility for teachers should be an important part of the evaluation process. From the perspective of an evaluator, production of educational materials by teachers or others can best be evaluated by their usefulness to other teachers.  As an example, he cited a feedback form developed by the National School Network project to provide this information. The teacher feedback form proved to be useful in professional development contexts as a way to help teachers identify quality resources, to provide feedback to the developers, and to build a database that could be shared with other teachers looking for similar resources 

Bobbi and Jason discussed ways in which repositories of open source materials might best be established. Jason suggested that groups with educational content, such as NASA, would be partners in this process. Bobbi described what she termed the 3-D model: development, distribution, and determination of effectiveness.

Lynn Bell asked how open educational content might best be defined. Bobbi indicated that while this definition is still in the process of development, for GELC it means that the material is free and freely available, that it can be shared, and that can be edited and reused. Bobbi noted that there is considerable open content available on the web, but fewer materials are currently available through entire curricula. At GELC curricula implies the scaffolding needed to allow the teacher to successfully use the materials in a class.

Anita asked whether materials developed with tools such as Flash could be considered open content.  Bobbi responded that GELC will use these materials as long as they are free, but that some foundations will not support development of open content unless it's created with open tools. Ideally the end user should be able to edit and reuse materials, but that's not possible if the tool used to develop the materials is proprietary.

Anita asked about the Sharable Courseware Object Reference Model (SCORM). Bobbi noted that this specification that emerged from the office of the Secretary of Defense provides a specification for meta tagging in XML.

Anita asked what an example of an open curriculum might look like.  In other words, are there examples of a curriculum that has been posted, reused and modified, and then reposted in modified form. Bobbi responded that she could provide links to several examples of this kind. Anita has suggested that an article for Learning and Leading could be helpful.

Anita asked whether there was an end goal of a single unified repository?  Bobbi responded that she thought that open educational materials would be found in many locations, and considered that to be desirable.  Because of the Sun expertise with servers, she anticipates that GELC will provide server farms in which such materials can be permanently stored without charge.  However she also hopes to provide an entryway that points to other such repositories.

Bobbi noted that both Google and Yahoo will likely provide indices pointing to open educational content.  She's in the process of establishing meetings with representatives from both organizations to discuss their point of view on this.
Terry Markwart asked whether the Department of Education currently recognizes open educational content? Bobbi mentioned that she had met with Tim Magner, director of technology in the US Department of Education.  Her sense was that the Department of Education is aware of open content but does not have a deep understanding of it.  Hilary Goldman, the director of government relations at ISTE, is scheduled to meet with Tim.  Possibly this is one of the subjects that she could discuss with him prior to NTLS.

Tom Hammond mentioned that the Department of Education is very interested in online schools.  Currently there are 22 states that have online schools.  This is the point of intersection that might have positive applications for both parties.

Tim Magner will be at NTLS.  This will offer an opportunity to discuss possible directions within Department of Education.  Bobbi mentioned that she thought that the department is waiting for groups such as this to suggest useful directions.

Terry suggested that we should take advantage of the Washington venue to also involve congressional staff. Bobbi replied that Sun Microsystems has hired a public relations firm to work with GELC.  They have established a good relationship with Mark Warner, the immediate past governor of Virginia who has a strong interest in technology.

Jane West, the vice president for government relations at the American Association Of Colleges of Teacher Education (AACTE), and Hilary Goldman are in the process of identifying congressional staff members who would be appropriate liaisons for NTLS.  We can forward a summary of this session to them, so that they can take appropriate action.
Anita asked about the structure of the meeting.  The current plan is for the immediate task force to spend the first day working together, and then meet with large group on the second day.  Anita suggested that the 3-D format of "develop, distribute, and determine effectiveness" might be a useful organizational structure for the meeting. Debra Sprague suggested that it might be useful to provide background information to the larger group before the end of the first day, so that they would have time to process and assimilate this information.
Bobbi suggested that it might be useful to ask the larger group to think about ways in which an open-source curriculum might be put together to teach about open source.  This curriculum could be made available to schools of education and incorporated into educational technology courses.

The larger group also provides a mechanism for discourse with the associations that they represent.  For example, Maggie Niess, chair of the technology committee at the Association of Math Teacher Educators (AMTE), can report back to that group at the AMTE meeting and solicit their input and feedback.

The NTLS working task force will have opportunities to meet again at the SITE conference in San Antonio next March and at NECC in Atlanta next June. This will provide an opportunity to consolidate feedback from the NTLC content associations.
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