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Michigan Community College Data and Evaluation Committee

Minutes

Friday, January 20, 2006

Henry Center, Lansing, MI

Attendees: B. Andrews, L. Blakey, S. Butzbach, S. Cannell, B. Chadwick, G. Gulick, G. Ives, R. Jacobsen, J. Lockman, L. Minter, L. Roberts, J. Svendor, B. Yuille; 

Ex-Officio: R. Burke, J. Folkening, R. Harkness, D. Woodward, Susan Blake, Robyn Sutfin, Carol Grove, Rick Schneider

Guest: William Edwards, Public Policy Associates

Absent: 

Meeting called to order at 9:05 am by Chair Linda Blakey.  Introductions were made around the table.  Presented today’s agenda.  Motion by Becky Chadwick, second by Steve Cannell to accept the agenda.  Motion carried.  Review of meeting minutes from July 14, 2005.  Motion to accept the minutes by Steve Cannell, second by Gail Ives.  Motion carried.

Career Outlook Brochures

Jim Folkening distributed Career Outlook brochures.  The brochures have been customized for 18 regions across the state.  The brochures outline occupations within the regions with positive job outlooks and highlight the fastest-growing occupations for various levels of education.

Pending Legislation Concerning Transfer Credit

Linda Blakey presented information on pending federal legislation that could impact how schools evaluate and accept transfer credit.  The legislation could force schools to accept transfer credit from any institution recognized by the Secretary of Education irrespective of accreditation status.  Group discussed the federal government’s concern about accrediting agencies, autonomy of institutions within the state of Michigan and lack of control by legislation.

Consumer Report Card

Jim Folkening introduced William Edwards from Public Policy Associates.  Jim also presented memo from Gary Clark regarding CECR.  The memo stated that as of December 2005, 507 organizations had at least one active program on the system.  The memo also stated that as of November 2005 the CECR site had recorded 623,235 “hits”.  In December 2005 there were 16,394 unduplicated visits to the site.  William provided overview of CECR and stated that the data entry side of the site was being revamped.  CECR is aware that upload is not working and they currently accept EXCEL data files from schools.  CECR is able to accept program and course information.  Some schools are primarily using CECR for non-credit courses.  CECR is hoping to connect its site to the DLEG program inventory site to help decrease the information required by schools.  Discussion concerning bring as much data as possible beyond the program inventory.  Listing of individual courses can cause problem with graduation rates, i.e., issue of one course completion vs. program completion.

Non-Traditional Enrollment

Dan Woodward and Rhonda Burke presented the non-traditional core indicator data (4p1 and 4p2) and asked for ways to improve.  Overall, in the state we are down for 4p1.  The state has a small gender equity grant ($135,000) and is looking for ways to best utilize the funds to improve the 4p indicators.  Dan met with the special population coordinators at the Trends conference and asked for possible activities and/or incentives that the grant could fund.  Discussion on how the instructors may be part of the problem – are they receptive to females or males coming into their program?  

The current list is ten years old.  The group discussed possibly needing to reevaluate the non-traditional programs and see if based on recent data programs need to be added or removed to the non-trad list.  Group discussed the need to identify students as early as 8th grade, i.e., identifying females with aptitude for science and/or math and encouraging their enrollment in a non-trad program.  Question on how we can impact the numbers of non-traditional students?  Is there a need for a promotional piece about the opportunities and careers available?  Ron mentioned the awareness issue, i.e., do students understand that robotics is now being used in health care and not just the auto industry?

Letyna Roberts volunteered to put together a proposal for using the grant money in a program targeting young, middle school aged girls.

Core Indicator Data

Rhonda presented overview of core indicator data.  She reminded the group that the feds do not accept any late data.  If schools are late in submitting their information it may not be included for the federal data submission.

Problem with some schools reporting services provided to the wrong gender in the non-traditional indicators.  For instance, services being provided to a female a nursing program.  Only the services provided to male students in the nursing program should be reported.

For several years the feds have requested the State submit a Tech Prep data report.  Up until this past year the State just reported NA (not available).  The feds required data this past year.  Rhonda combined program enrollments and articulated program information to estimate tech-prep enrollments.  We will need an alternative method for data submission this year.  We are responsible for reporting all the core indicators for the Tech Prep students, i.e., we essentially treat them as a special population.

Data Quality Workshop

The Data Quality Workshop scheduled for next week will focus on Tech Prep, however, there should be time to focus on 2-3 additional items.

The workshop is being scheduled as a joint event with Secondary Education.  James Stone will be the kick-off speaker for the entire group and he will address the Tech Prep issue.  Secondary and post-secondary will then split up and to address key questions on Tech Prep.

Some of the key tech-prep questions are:

· Definition of tech-prep student.  Currently K-12 still has not come to consensus on the definition.

· Length of time the student needs to be in tech-prep curriculum to be considered tech-prep student.

· Will the tech-prep student have to receive articulated credit in order to be counted as a tech-prep student?

· Is there a limit on the time between when a student graduates from high school and enrolls at a community college in order to be counted as a tech-prep student?

· How do we best report on all the Core Indicators for the tech-prep students?

Budget

Reimbursement forms were handed out to the group.  Since the fiscal agent for MCCDEC has changed from Schoolcraft College to Washtenaw Community College, an updated reimbursement form will be available on the MCCDEC web site shortly.

The only money spent out of the budget so far is approximately $7,300 for web site support.  The Data Workshop will be an upcoming expense.

The group discussed the need for secretarial support for note taking at the meeting.  Gail Ives made a motion authorizing Chair Blakey to pay for secretarial support.  Seconded by Linda Minter.  Motion carried.

Becky Chadwick announced that Henry Ford Community College has two positions open in the IR area.

Future meeting dates for 2005-06:

January 25, 2006 – Data Quality Workshop

March 17, 2006

June 16, 2006

Motion to adjourn made by Steve Cannell.  Seconded by Letyna Roberts.  Motion carried.

