IMPAC Meeting November 15, 2003  Nursing Discipline

1. Greetings and Introductions were made.  In attendance were;

a. Kathleen Mitzen
Rio Hondo College

b. Wanda Morris

Compton College

c. Leslee Koritzke
LATTC
Articulation Officier

d. Becky Miller

Santa Ana College

e. Doug Barr

Saddleback

f. Jennifer Foronzesh
Saddleback

g. Toni Christopherson
CSUDH

h. Frances Vander Stocke
El Comino CC

i. Tricia Wickers

LA Harbor College

j. Elaine Rutkowski
CSUF

k. Sigrid Sexton

Long Beach City College

l. Nancy Rornig

San Diego State Univ.

m. Cathy Howell

San Diego City College

n. Jane Rapps

San Diego State Univ

o. Marylynn Carlson
Imperial Valley College

p. Susan Nana

Saddleback

q. Shaaron Vogel

Lead Nursing Faculty  Butte College

2. Go through handouts

Handouts provided:


a.  IMPAC reports



1.  Nursing 2001-2002—note last meetings minutes



2.  Nursing 2002-2003—shared that this was revised from Oct meeting



3.  Chemistry 2002-2003—discussed need to meet with chemistry at least one more time



4.  Psychology 2002-2003—Noted they were already in the CANning process and not really open to further revision on CAN descriptors.



5.  Anthropology  2002-2003—discussion that we would need to meet with them once they had time to work on CAN descriptors. Need to meet with sociology also in future.


b.  Legislation- AS 2314 and Firebaugh—discussion that AS 2314 is signed law and it’s implementation date of Sept 04 at CC and Sept 05 on CSUs but that most likely it will 2005 for all colleges.  It was shared that AB 1543 is in suspension for now.


c.  Nursing letter sent to field

d.  IMPAC Nursing notes for April 03, October 15th meeting

e.  Minutes from April 03, Sept 26th 3C-NAC meeting

f.  ADN study

g.  Chancellor’s e-mail on advisory

h.  Senate president’s response to Advisory—discussion of resolution and group had no objections to resolution.  Few stated that this only made sense to do early intervention.

i.  How to get on list serve for nursing—shared how to get on list serve.  Noted would try to get video conference information on this about Chancellor’s advisory on ADN study.

j.  CSU Alignment 

k.  Chancellor’s Advisory for Nursing

l.  Grids—noted that a few new grids were added and the group noted that some of the information needs to be changed.

m.  Title 5, BRN regulations on total number units

3. Review what happened year 02-03 

a. Recommendations from year 01-02—Referred to notes from Oct 25 meeting.  Noted that most of the goals were meet.

b. Went through goals for 03-04 and noted those done (#2,3), needing more discussion (#1, 6, 7, 8, 11) and those that may not happen (#5). In this meeting 4-5 of the goals were discussed in detail.

4. Update from 3C-NAC committee

a. Minutes from April 2003 meeting were provided and a review of recommendations from committee shared.  There had been agreement upon four core prerequisites of:  Anatomy 4 units with a lab, Physiology 4 units with a lab (or A & P total of 8 units minimum), Micro 4 units with a lab, and English at a transfer level.  A discussion of shared enrollment criteria was started but to be continued till Fall 03.  

b. Report from Sept 26 and Nov 6th meeting

Have had discussions on retention, attrition, and remediation but these have been placed on a lower priority for resolution due to regulations from the CC Chancellor’s office.

1.  The core prerequisites for the CSU from those CSUs present at the meeting are:  English 1A, speech, critical thinking class, stats for math, A & P, micro, and organic chemistry.  The coreqs for the CSUs present were nutrition, Human Development, and psychology.

2.  Core Prerequisites—math was added as a prerequisite at a beginning or elem. Algebra level rather than just a grad requirement.  It will be worded as beginning/elm. Algebra OR math assessment/competency.  The student may still need to take a math course for their degree.  The CC attendees voiced strong support for ensuring that it was not just the course but the opportunity to assess or competency test out of math.  Depending on the campus does the student need math as prereq or just for their degree:  would this solve the unit problem?  Concerns were expressed over the increased number of units this could add and our accreditation bodies’ limits.  Other concerns were that even with math classes students are not successful in the “math” required in nursing programs and fail.  It was shared by the articulation officer the difference between assessment and placement test. The student would be locked out of going higher without retest or taking a class.  Colleges vary in the number of units of these classes from 3-5 units.  It was shared that the committee is working on a letter that will go out to the colleges soon about adopting these common prerequisites.

3. Discussion on “enrollment criteria’—Barbara Whitney is checking on the legal terminology for “admission criteria/enrollment criteria to see if these are really legal prerequisites.  A list was started for discussion and a few of the items were:  overall GPA 2.0, GPA in core sciences and English 2.5, pre-nursing courses, CNA, reading assessment, repetition, and recency.  It was discussed how confusing the terminology can be about “prerequisite” and “co-requisite” and what the legal terminology is.  If these are ruled legal prereq than they must meet the criteria and have the research/validation done.  It is being researched whether the validation would have to be done by each campus or if they could use the 6 college “rule”.

4. Legislation—copies of AB 1543 and AB 2314 were shared and discussed for impact on nursing programs.  AB 2314 is now law and AB 1543 is in suspension for now.  AB 2314 strongly recommends that CC work with the CSU to ease articulation, and develop common nursing prerequisites and implement recommendations of IMPAC.  The CSU are mandated to do these three things and began this process 2-3 years ago.  Many of the CSU will be implementing common prerequisites by 2004 and discussions on common GE have happened.  It was shared that getting all 17 CSUs to agree on a common GE package may not be successful due to it’s complexity.  It was discussed how critical it is to stay in contact with our legislators on current laws and the need to keep them informed about what we are doing.  It was noted how important it will be to work as a team with unions, educators, national and state organizations to educate legislators as to our needs and how to meet these needs without the legislation trying to drive our curriculum.

5.  Nursing Advisory on ADN study—copies of the ADN study and the Chancellor’s Office Advisory were shared with participants.  It was noted that there would be a videoconference on Nov 7 from the Chancellor’s office on this advisory.  PowerPoint notes will be available on this at a later date.   It was noted that the advisory must be applied only if a school chooses to adopt the higher standards.  The formula is complex but available with a worksheet on the website.  Schools that are satisfied with their attrition rates do not have to follow the advisory if they are not raising their admission criteria.

5.  Review and discussion on final report from 02-03 and goals/recommendations from last year 02-03 and used notes from Oct 25, 2003 meeting for discussion.

A general discussion was had about the impact of budget reductions on programs and offerings at colleges.  This is really impacting the prerequisite offering and availability.

A. A discussion was held about chemistry.  There maybe 3 CSUs who offer the integrated chem. Course.  CSU nursing programs may have been directed to accept this course but this needs clarification.  There were questions about whether this substituted for Organic chem.  Saddleback has a 4 unit class, which is accepted by CSU Fullerton and CSU Long Beach, but not SDSU.  CC faculty present did not have the integrated Chem. on their campus for a variety of reasons (classrooms, instructors, need of students, not a prereq)

B. CAN discussion—web site is www.cansystem.org It was shared by the articulation officer the difference of submitting Can items, descriptors that are “identified” and “qualified.

C. A discussion about GE patterns and how difficult it is as there are campus-specific GE patterns in the CC system and the CSU. GE patterns can vary from campus to campus.  The discussion reflected how difficult it will be to get all colleges alike and get agreement on a common GE pattern.

D. There was discussion on how the purpose of IMMPAC is to try to ease student’s ability to transfer statewide but how hard this is to achieve for a variety of reasons. 

6. Attendees met with and had discussions with ESL and Nutrition groups.  Group expressed desire to meet with English and speech in the future.

A. ESL  

Each college differs in its offerings. Some have an academic track and a voc track.  They offer differ levels and different exit levels.  The lower levels of ESL focus on speaking and listening.  The higher levels on reading and writing.  There was a discussion of need for competency levels in speech, listening, reading and writing.  Nursing shared how they have students who need accent reduction classes.  There was a discussion of the money battle over basic skills vs. ESL and discipline issues.  It was also shared that the student is recommended to take these classes but does not have to take them.  A task force is being formed to address these many issues.

B. Nutrition

Attendees shared if they teach nutrition or if it is still a prereq.  Many programs have dropped nutrition as a prereq.   Nutrition has concerns over this and if the nursing programs are able to cover the content needed to pass boards and safely care for patients.  There may be articulation problems for the student if the nutrition content is in the program.  There was a discussion on how to increase nutrition content and creative ways to link nutrition interns with nursing students.

