DRAFT
NCATE Executive Steering Committee

October 27, 2009
3:00pm – 4:30pm

Dean’s Conference Room (1242), Education Building
MINUTES
Members Present:  B. Mattingly, C. VanDerKarr, M. Barduhn, J. Bailey, J. Cottone, J. Mosher, R. Janke, D. Farnsworth, M. Canfield, S. Cunningham, G. Wood

Meeting was called to order at 3:02PM by M. Barduhn.

I.  Accept Agenda:  Agenda approved without modification.
II. Approve Minutes:  October 20, 2009:  Minutes approved with modification to Section III. c:  should indicate Health, Social Studies, Ed Leadership and ICC.  

III. Old Business:  
a. Task Stream Roll Out Plans Update-The Provost would like a small committee to work with him on determining whether or not TaskStream is capable of incorporating all of the capabilities of the TECAS Program.  C. VanderKarr informed the committee that an evaluation of TECAS was conducted for the last cycle and that the information from that evaluation is still available for use.  M. Barduhn will empanel a small committee to work with this issue.
b. Sub-committee Status Reports/Action Items/Updated Membership Rosters –Each of the sub-committee chairs (with the exception of S. Cohen (sub-committee 4) who was absent) update the Exec. Committee on the status of progress with regard to the 6 standards.
c. Review status of SPA Data Reports-Merle Canfield-Steve Cunningham indicated that he is still working on providing additional requests for data from social studies, Ed. Leadership, ICC, and Health Departments.
d. Review status of SPA Report Preparation/Readiness-Deadline for SPA Program Report Submissions is Friday, October 30, 2009.  D. Farnsworth reported that all program report writers have been notified via email that they are to submit whatever they have on the 30th.  There was also a question about whether or not writers could (or should) keep working on their reports once they have been submitted for review.  The answer was absolutely.  Additionally,  any additions to the report should also be submitted for QC Review.                                                   
e. Discussion- Reaccreditation Approach-TEC Voting Membership and E-Vote on Pathway Choice-Results-  D. Farnsworth reported that the result of the recent vote by the Teacher Education Council on reaccreditation pathway was that 28 voting members voted.  The vote was unanimously in favor of pursuing the traditional pathway to reaccreditation with all 28 votes cast for that option.
IV. New Business:
a. Quality Circle Review Process- 10/30/09 Training, participants, set-up:  M. Barduhn and D. Farnsworth reviewed progress on the training and luncheon for QC Review Facilitators on 10/30/09.  To date we have had 22 responding to volunteer their time and talents to facilitate the review process for SPA Program Reports on Dec. 5, 2009.  The training will include a brief explanation of the QC Review process, SPA templates and requirements, and the expectations for work product resulting from the review process. 
b. Standard 2-Environmental Scan Presentation/Merle Canfield:  M. Canfield reviewed the readiness of the Institution to report out on data needs required by the elements of Standard 2.  Merle and his committee believe that we are at the Acceptable and even the Target levels on most of the elements in the Standard with the exception of the element requiring that program improvement and candidate performance improvement be made from an analysis of the available data.  Merle is hopeful that the SPA Program Reports will prove to be helpful in identifying improvements in these two areas.  Merle presented a crosswalk of the standards and two pieces of evidence in support of his rating for each of the elements.  B. Mattingly and J. Cottone indicated that they have made changes to the annual report format geared at deriving information and data with regard to improvement but suggested that further enhancements be made to the format so that directed and targeted questions be asked that are geared specifically to uncovering what, if any, program improvements and/or candidate performance improvements are being made as a result of analysis of the available data.
c. Discuss guiding questions for the QC Reviews-No discussion
d. Status of recommendations from the IO work group-Provost-No discussion as the Provost was unable to attend.
e. Other-None
The meeting was adjourned at 4:35PM.  The next meeting will be held on November 3, 2009 in the dean’s conference room (1242), Education Building.

