AADA Committee Special Meeting 
Minutes
2008-2009 meeting #6
April 28, 2009, 3:30-5:00

In attendance:

Brenda Kotewa, graduate student
Harvey Hughett, ITS
Kristin Henrich, Library
Linnea Marshall, Library
Meredyth Goodwin, TAAP
Gloria Jensen, DSS
Laura Putsche, Soc/Anth/JS
Dan Comden, UW – Access Technology

Business:

1. Ernie Biller was out of town, so Brenda Kotewa served as acting chair.

2. There was a discussion of Jennifer Whitney’s proposed extension of the UI absence policy to parents of children who are ill.  It was decided that are actually two parts to the proposal:  1. The extension to those parents and 2. What constitutes an excuse.  Jennifer had discussed at the previous meeting the problem of accepting only a doctor’s note as parents often do not or cannot take their children to the doctor (the illness may be mild or parents may not be able to afford to take their children to the doctor for every illness).  She therefore proposed that a note from the child’s day care or school stating that the child was absent should serve as an official excuse.

Most in attendance agreed with the extension, though no vote was taken due to the lack of a quorum, but agreed that the second part needs more discussion.  Gloria Jensen mentioned that the policy should not favor one student population over others.  She mentioned that students with disabilities, for example, often cannot go to the doctor when they are ill and so cannot get an official excuse.

2. Dan Comden from the University of Washington, serving as a consultant on assisted technology, gave a preliminary report on his findings.  He said that he had already met with various people around campus, and he asked AADA committee members for comments about access to technology.

Brenda Kotewa said there are some positives here at the UI, such as the adjustable desks, the set-up for technology, the helpful shuttle drivers, and good staff.  One of the problems she addressed was that she attempted to check out a lap top with assisted technology features at the Commons, but the student staffing the desk did not know of their existence.  She also mentioned that the computer on the adjustable desk in the Library was not working when she wanted to use it.

Dan Comden mentioned that he had not seen as many adjustable desks at other institutions as this campus has.

Meredyth Goodwin said that the UI tends to be reactive rather than proactive when it comes to assisted technology, and also mentioned that there are not enough people to train the students.

Kristin Henrich said that there is not enough awareness among students of these assisted technologies, and that these services should be advertized.

Gloria Jensen said that the UI doesn’t have enough software for students with disabilities across campus.

Dan said that he was impressed with the UI commitment to providing access.  He also mentioned that the communication lines among the key players (ITS, DSS, etc.) were O.K.  He said that the technology access lab in the library should be retained, and that it is very valuable.  He also stated that access technology should not be sequestered, separating students with disabilities from other students.  He discussed software license management that allows software on many computers but limits how many students can be using those programs at any one time.  He addressed the issue of training employees (lab monitors, etc.) to know about the technology.  

Harvey Hughett said they do get some training, but there is a high turnover so not all get trained as they should. He also said that we do not have enough people qualified to teach the software programs.  One possible solution is to use students who are already familiar with the programs.  Meredyth raised the possibility of the three higher education institutions in northern Idaho hiring one person and splitting the cost.

Dan suggested that students be surveyed regarding their technology needs.




