MINUTES OF COE ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE MEETING (SUBCOMMITTEE OF
COE ACCREDITATION COMMITTEE)
October 5, 2006
PRESENT: John Alsup (Chair); Rhonda Wolff and Pat Simpson (COE Assessment
Committee members); Rich Carriveau (Portfolio Committee); Carol Hess (assessment
coordinator for K-8 Elementary Education), Mary Goebel (assessment coordinator for K12 and 7-12 Pedagogy); Lee Pearce (replacing Connie Pollard as assessment coordinator
for K-12 SPED)
The COE Assessment Committee requested a meeting with authors of pedagogy
alignment charts in the Elementary Education, ECESPED, K-12 SPED, 7-12 Pedagogy,
and K-12 Pedagogy plans. The three agenda items, along with related actions taken in
the meeting, are listed below:
(1) Because the new online SPA/NCATE report forms limit each program to a total
of 8 assessments (to include both content assessments and pedagogy assessments)
and because we wanted to facilitate data collection, we needed to make decisions
about standardizing to a greater degree the assessment lists in the five plans
referenced above. The 7-12 and K-12 Pedagogy plans, as well as ECESPED and K-12
SPED, were listing the “unit of study” artifact as the program assessment of INTASC
Standard 7, Planning for Instruction; other plans listed “lesson plan” artifact (referring to
the plan developed in MLED 480) as the program assessment of planning. We discussed
the fact that the “unit of study” is no longer a required part of the senior portfolio and,
furthermore, had been designated as an assessment of INTASC Standard 1, Content
Knowledge, rather than Standard 7. After discussion, the group decided that the “lesson
plan” artifact should be used to assess Standard 7 in all programs except ECESPED
(since those students are not required to take MLED 480). The ECESPED program
should continue to assess planning via the “unit of study” artifact. A related discussion
pointed out the difficulties associated with designating a “unit of study” as an assessment
of content. To do this, a program plan would need to present evidence that the artifact
assesses every content standard for that program.
(2) Because of evidence (in the 2005 COE assessment report) showing a weakness in
meeting the diversity standards (NCATE Unit Standard #4 and INTASC Standard
#3), the group discussed whether or not the “Teaching Diverse Populations Plan”
(artifact developed in INED 411) should be used in all program assessment plans.
Most programs currently use only the Student Teaching Final Appraisal as an assessment
of students’ abilities to effectively teach diverse populations. The committee decided the
appraisal form is inadequate and recommended that all plans use the “Teaching Diverse
Populations Plan.” The 7-12 and K-12 Pedagogy plans (including K-12 SPED) have 8
assessments already listed; therefore, Mary Goebel will work with Pat and John,
consulting with Lee, to decide which assessment can be removed from the list without
leaving another standard inadequately assessed. The diversity artifact can be added to the
ECESPED list of assessments without removing another assessment. John and Pat will
work with Junior Bettelyoun to finalize a description of the “Teaching Diverse
Populations Plan” and refine the scoring rubric.

(3) We discussed data collection processes. Rhonda Wolff will continue to collect
PRAXIS data for all programs, sending content data to content program assessment
coordinators and pedagogy data to the COE Assessment Committee. Offices of the
College of Arts and Sciences and the College of Business and Technology will continue
to collect MFT data. Teachers of courses in which DESIGNATED portfolio artifacts are
developed will (a) make certain scoring rubrics reflect standards language, (b) collect
numerical data on charts that mirror those rubrics, and (c) give Rhonda one data chart for
each program that designates that artifact as one of its 8 assessments. Rhonda will then
store the data. John, Rhonda, and Pat will meet soon to talk about what other data will be
collected.

FOLLOWUP REPORT:
Via email, Mary Goebel, John Alsup, and Pat Simpson have discussed removing the
“Classroom Management Plan” artifact from 7-12 and K-12 program assessment lists and
from K-12 SPED after consultation with Lee Pearce. The rationale is that classroom
management is assessed by multiple elements on the Student Teaching Final Appraisal
rubric. This would allow the “Teaching Diverse Populations Plan” to be added to those
plans. We will be in direct discussions with Lee about proceeding with that plan. We
welcome input from others who attended the meeting.

