Lock Haven University of Pennsylvania

Council on Teacher Education Minutes

 April 29, 2011

1:30-3:30 p.m.

Bentley S-07 

Present:  C. Gatewood, T. Brink, J. Penman, M. Eaton, D. Tyson, A. Baker, P. Ballat, M. Cullin, 
B. Manlove, C. Remley, K. Smith, S. Williams, J. Yoho, M. Lovik-Powers, S. Jones, M. Hoff with 
B. Everhart presiding.
I. Approval of Minutes:  March 25, 2011
· Motion made by:  P. Ballat
· Seconded by:  M. Cullin

· Unanimously approved
II.  Old Business

A. Vote on PRAXIS II proposal from Mr. Fetzer
· Motioned by:  S. Williams
· Seconded by:  M. Cullin
· Unanimously approved
 “All students must present Praxis II score(s) or registration ticket(s) for all certification areas being sought, verifying the test(s) will be/have been taken prior to student teaching by March 1, for fall student teaching and October 17 for spring student teaching.  Students who do not meet this deadline will not receive a student teaching placement.”
· T. Brink – document for students to sign saying they understand the requirements 
· P. Ballat – put statement and signature line on back of block application 
B. Update on Conceptual Framework revision process with timeline for programs and COTE to provide feedback 

· Updating the literature and plan to give it to programs for review soon.
· Hope to bring it to COTE by November.  

· Also showing it to TEAC.
III.  New Business
A. APL Workshop

1.  APL Workshop discussion regarding administration’s question whether it should be contracted again due to budgetary restraints.  Discussion revolved around possible alternatives with pros and cons of alternatives. 

· $4400 to renew
· B. Everhart checked with people for possible alternative to it. 
· M. Cullin – Feedback from students is overwhelmingly positive.
· Is it the content or something else?
· M. Cullin – Might be the content.  
      No pedagogical reason to discontinue it
· A. Baker – Keep APL as is or find replacement company.
· P. Ballat – Do it once a year and let block and student teachers go?
· Look at evaluations and data on it.
COTE decided to make no changes and keep contracting it out because of the impact

APL has on preparing candidates for jobs and assisting them in the hiring process.  

B.  Everhart was asked to construct a letter with evidence from data to support

continuing the contract for APL.

B. Data available to all Program Coordinators/Chairs

1. S. Jones will be sending data to everyone.
· Should be by the end of the week of May 1-6.
2. 2010-11 data on all assessments in the assessment system.

a.  STCF by program
b.  TWS by program with screen shots for Factors 4 and 5
c.  Senior Portfolio with screen shots for PDE 430, NETS-T
d. Developing Portfolio, Lesson Plans, and Senior Lesson Plans (incomplete  

     because not all programs are assessing in LiveText)

· Data problem with TWS – multiple assessments are being submitted for the same assessment by faculty.

· Data incomplete for Developing Portfolio, Lesson Plans, and Senior Lesson Plans (not being assessed in LiveText)

· Stage I Disposition Form is in LiveText and can be completed easily (without purchasing LiveText) and then brought to K. Blesh after submitting the form. D. Tyson – issues with saving data could be a problem with it? (This is because the process would not allow for aggregation
and storage of data which are not problems for other LiveText assessments completed within purchased LiveText accounts.)
· Working on comments section from SNAP.com surveys so programs will see all the comments.
· Problem right now is that it shows how many completed it (?)  
· C. Remley: Stage I Disposition Form ( Submit then Print (Already changed it on the website.)
C. PDE Full Review
1. Meeting for Chairs and Coordinators is needed ASAP to show requirements.
2. June 27th training in Harrisburg
· Unsure of sending people…
· D. Tyson is part of a group of state faculty working with PDE on 
Piloting the process for the review.
3. TracDat – external outcomes(PDE Full Review section
4. Course-based field experiences might be the only issue
· PDE says they’ll provide information on programs based on how our students are doing in schools.

· Every program is responsible

· Working on campus with the packet materials that include the 
Requirements for the review would be easier and more cost effective

Than sending multiple faculty for training.

IV. Other Reports
A.  TEAC:  B. Everhart
· No report
B. Teach Task Force: M. Cullin, J. Yoho, C. Remley, and S. Jones
· No report

C. SecEd Advisory Council:  S. Williams
· Nothing new to report (No diversity)

D. Student Teaching Supervisors Committee Report:  D. Fetzer
E. M.Ed. Program:  N. Hosley
· No report
V. Adjournment

Motioned by:  T. Brink

Seconded by:  J. Yoho and M. Cullin
Respectfully submitted,
Madeline Hoff
