Program Completers-Initial 
Ad-Hoc Committee Minutes

February 16, 2005

Present:  Cher Hendricks (convener), David Boldt, Skip Clark, Ros Duplechain, Susan Horton, Dan Sisterhen
The meeting was called to order at 4:30.

Cher Hendricks described the purpose of this committee, which is to review current practices for assessing completers of undergraduate initial certification programs. Committee members sought and were provided clarification on the individuals who are part of this assessment.
Two assessment instruments have been created and pilot-tested for initial program completers: 1) the Survey for Graduates of Teacher Education or Initial Certification Program (GTEP) and 2) the Survey for Employers of the Teacher Education or Initial Certification Program (ETEP). These instruments were created by the former Assessment Planning Committee and were reviewed by Administrative Council before being pilot-tested in the summer of 2003. 

Cher explained that the GTEP is an online survey and that the Dean’s Office solicited responses to this online assessment through large mailings to recent program completers. Though over 500 letters were sent to program completers explaining how to access the online assessment (and though each respondent had the opportunity to win money in a random drawing of respondents), very few program completers accessed and completed the survey. With the ETEP, only limited data were collected during the last academic year due to the difficulty in tracking program completers. Mary Edwards, coordinator of the Dalton Program, was able to collect data using the ETEP because almost all of the program completers at Dalton move into positions in local schools. However, due to difficulty tracking our program completers, at this time we are unsure how best to collect data using the ETEP. 

The committee discussed the GTEP at length. Cher explained that GTEP items (as well as ETEP items) are aligned with the Conceptual Framework descriptors. Skip explained that the data his program would be most interested in looking at related to preparation in the content area, which is covered by only one item on the current GTEP. Skip further explained that it would be more useful for his particular program to have specific information from completers about their perceptions of their content preparation. Committee members agreed that it would be useful to add program-specific items to the GTEP that could be used to provide assessment/evaluation data that are aligned with particular goals, outcomes, and professional standards of each program. After a discussion of this issue, a motion was made regarding this issue:
Motion:  Programs be given the opportunity to add program-specific questions to the GTEP (Sisterhen-Clark). This motion passed unanimously.

It was suggested that each committee member share the current instruments (GTEP and ETEP) with faculty in their departments. Cher will solicit feedback from departments not represented on the committee. David advised the group that if faculty members have recommendations for changes that they make specific suggestions about ways to change or add to the current instruments. 

At our next meeting, we will share and discuss feedback from faculty.

The recommendation to provide programs with the opportunity to add program-specific items to the GTEP will be put forward at the February 18, 2005, meeting of the Assessment Advisory Committee.

The meeting adjourned at 5:15 p.m.
