TEFEE Ad-Hoc Committee
Minutes

February 15, 2005

Present:  Jorge Gaytan, Maxine Newsome, Angela Barlow, Judy Butler, Jan McPherson

Meeting in Room 200 of Education Center from 3:30 – 4:45.


The primary goal of this meeting was to discuss Part A of the TEFEE and the shortened version (14 items) that Cher had prepared.


There appeared reluctance among the members to move to an abbreviated form.  A number of reasons were given.  We need something in place for more than one year to give our cooperating teachers a chance to adjust to it and to give us a chance to research the validity of the tool.  Changing is also confusing for students.  Therefore, we had a number in the group who question the merit of changing forms again.


The consensus of the group was that the present form is pretty good with a few deletions, perhaps.  Jumping to only 14 items creates a tool that is too broad.


The question was posed, “What is the problem with the existing document?  Is it too long or are there bad items?  The answer is “yes” to both.  It is too long and there is some redundancy.  In addition, there are items that repeatedly get a “NA.”

The consensus of the group moved to the idea of refining the present document.  This will be done by looking closely at the present instrument and looking for redundancy.


Cher was invited to the meeting.  She gave us an analysis of the TEFEE.  We were able to see where “NA” occurred frequently, e.g., item 2 about professional development.  There was also discussion of items that appeared to show bias.


Another item that is difficult, apparently, for cooperating teachers to gauge, is the one dealing with “scientifically-based research.”  We need to better explain to cooperating teachers what we mean by that.  Too keep this item in the document, we must determine why it is there and document that.


There was a brief discussion of Part B.  We like the outline that Cher has created for specific areas to develop their own tools for NCATE purposes.


The task before our next meeting is to each study the existing document looking for items that might be duplication of effort or unclear.
