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Assessment and Accountability Advisory Group Meeting

November 12, 2009
Hannah Building, Conference Room 5

9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m.

Present:  Mike Hoffner, Toni Glasscoe, Joyce McCoy, Patty Cantú, Deb Miller, Brian Pyles, Carol Clark, Jim Gullen, Randy Showerman, Norma Tims, Jamie Hess, Jarrad Grandy, Peggy Severns, Jill Kroll, Kelli Cross, Dave Treder.
1. Update on Cluster Advisory Groups
I. Ag
a. Carol Clark is facilitating with Randy Showerman as the OCTE Consultant for this group. The facilitator role is to be objective and to make sure all parties are heard. OCTE will be setting up a meeting with Oakland Schools, Michigan Assessment Consortium (MAC), and OCTE. 
b. Jim Gullen revised the MOU. Oakland is interested in the assessment specialist piece, so we will need another partner to do the coordination piece. 
c. Jill will contact Ed Roeber or Kathy Dewsbury-White at the MAC to see who from the MAC should participate in the meeting.
d. Randy did some investigating at the National FFA Convention. Meeting with state supervisors, he found very little going on in assessments, from a National point of view. Most states are hoping the requirement will disappear.
e. Patty – For the assessment requirement to ‘disappear,’ there would have to be a change to the Perkins legislation. The Michigan Perkins State Plan is open in terms of timeline for implementation of assessments, allowing us to not be concerned about how quickly we progress. We will try to do this the most cost effective way with in-kind contributions.
II. Marketing, Sales and Service Cluster
a. Norma Tims is the facilitator, and Jamie Hess is the OCTE Consultant for this group.

b. Ottawa ISD has offered to coordinate.
c. That cluster group has reviewed several options (A*S*K, Oklahoma, NOCTI) and concluded none align at the secondary level. The group will follow a parallel process to what we are following with the Ag cluster, on a MI specific assessment.

d. Dave Wait has expressed an interest in possibly assisting with the assessment development as well.
e. Process for prioritizing standards for inclusion in assessment blueprint 

1. Lay out process ahead of time – show people what and how we are going to do it.

2. Document process as we go along.

f. Narrowed down to cluster pathway and cluster foundation skills.

g. Jim recommends having secondary, post-secondary, and Business & Industry in room together – so that the outcome will represent a single voice (rather than conflicting recommendations from different groups)
h. Marketing group had opportunity at conference to do a ranking. 28 teachers reviewed the foundation standards and 36 teachers reviewed the technical standards. Teachers ranked the standards 4,3,2,1 (essential, very important, important, etc). The results of this process are being forwarded to Norma Tims for discussion on the next cluster advisory group conference call. 
i. Jim G. – webinars work best when kept to about an hour/hour and a half. Prioritizing standards will take more time than that – possibility of breaking up sessions. Group is in favor of trying to do this by webinar. Set up a poll for participants to rate 1-4.

j. Mike H. – Is it possible to use Oklahoma or NOCTI’s process (or Kitty’s online process).
1. Carol – NCHSE Test belongs to National Consortium, not Oklahoma – Oklahoma simply administers the assessment.

k. Assessments developed are a starting point. We can go back and review, revise, and improve. OCTE will review existing processes and draft a process for the next meeting.

l. Teachers are concerned about e-focus groups. They didn’t see all the standards at the same time. We can possibly use e-focus groups to review blueprint. Look at a number of programs in a region of the state when selecting participants. Ten percent of programs is being used as goal for review and revision of programs process. (challenging because OCTE is having difficulty getting volunteers to participate consistently in cluster advisory groups).
III. Transportation
a. Andy Middlestead took another position, so Jill is the interim facilitator. Group is split into 3 subgroups – Auto, Aviation, and Other. She still has to get the count of completers to Dept of State (DOS) – who is collaborating with our office. DOS is also wants information on who would have access to scores through CTEIS.
b. One proposal is to use the electrical test, which is required in all programs under the new NATEF standards. Still working out the details.

c. Aviation group had a conference call. The FAA releases all questions (thousands) for studying. They update their test bank each year. 

d. We have 3 separate aviation instructional programs in Michigan – each CIP takes a different exam. We could develop a test blueprint for aviation rather than just select items.

e. There are 5 aviation programs statewide – so all instructors will be involved. They suggested a 60 question test – they’d have to have 3 times that number of items. These instructors are content experts. Patricia Talbott will be the state consultant. This group will meet here in Lansing in December to go through the process.
f. Other Transportation group first conference call is November 19th – this will be the first time to bring all CIPs together to figure out what they want to do with assessments.

IV. Education and Training
a. Carol Clark is the facilitator, and Norma Tims is the OCTE consultant.
b. 1st conference call is scheduled for today.
c. All teachers rejected the NOCTI assessment.
d. Some people on the National Education & Training Cluster Assessment Group are on the MI Cluster Advisory Group.
e. National Assessment will be done in early Spring, if not before – then this group can take a look.
f. Reviews and Revisions are currently going on for Teacher Cadet and Child Care.
g. Toni G. – How much post-secondary participation on advisory groups? All of them, but participation varies by cluster group.
V. Finance

a. Standards for Finance will be reviewed and revised this Spring and we will review the assessment at that time and form a Cluster Advisory Group.
b. Patty C. – We had concerns with selecting this assessment – we weren’t satisfied – so we did not go to the board with this assessment.
2. Cluster Advisory Group Meeting Schedule

a. The goal is to schedule conference calls for the entire year. If we don’t have topics, we will cancel the meetings. We just want them on their calendars.
3. Online Assessment System Options

a. Email to CEPD Administrators on available systems and received replies from several – all ISDs through Regional Data Initiatives are adopting data warehouses.
b. Jim G. – All student data in the regional data warehouses comes from the student data systems. The challenge is how to use this for statewide assessments.
c. We will have to talk to Bruce Umpstead regarding possible use of these systems for online CTE assessments. 
d. It was mentioned that it would be ideal to have CTE assessments housed and connected to CTEIS for results and data.
4. Working with the Michigan Assessment Consortium (MAC)

MAC Board of Directors
a. Kathy Dewsbury-White (Ingham ISD), President; Ed Roeber (MSU), Secretary; Kim Young (Ionia County ISD & MDE), Treasurer; Board Members: Judy Backes (Macomb ISD), Robby Cramer (MSTA), Bruce Fay (Wayne RESA), Karen Micek (Wexford-Missaukee ISD), Joseph Martineau (MDE OEAA), Terri Portice (Kent ISD), Dodie Raycraft (St. Joseph County ISD), Michelle Ribant (Eastern UP ISD), Rochelle Rubin (MSTA), Mary Alice Galloway (MDE OEAA), Mike Yocum (Oakland Schools).
b. www.MichiganAssessmentConsortium.org,  Roeber@msu.edu (Editor)
c. Membership in MAC is now open **FOLLOW UP** Jill followed up with Ed Roeber after the meeting and found out that the MAC fees are voluntary.
5. Evaluation Survey Results
a. The results were given at the last meeting. Deb requested we go over the Accounting results as a group. Jill will put on agenda for another meeting.
b. Deb mentioned the desire to have reports available to CEPD administrators and/or have the assessment results produced as reports in CTEIS. Do an Ad Hoc query and have that added as a field.

6. Allowable Expenditures with Perkins Supplemental Assessment Grant
a. This will be tabled for the next meeting.
7. Questions & Concerns
a. We don’t anticipate we will have assessments in all programs by 2013, but we will move forward each year. The state plan was written to allow flexibility. We will do the best we can under all the restraints.
b. Patty – the purpose of assessment is to improve instruction.

c. The Health cut-scores were approved by the State Board of Education meeting.

d. Brian P. – Ag, Health, and Marketing professional groups to structure professional development.

e. There may be a possible opportunity at the Career Ed Conference to have a short session on the Health Assessment. Cluster Groups get together to discuss assessments and we can explain the process for creating assessments for better understanding.

f. It would be more cost effective to send teachers to Career Ed Conference rather than separate PD opportunities – save on travel costs.
g. Policy Statement – we took comments and revised it. Group is satisfied with it.

8. Adjourn – NEXT MEETING – January 28th, 1:00 – 3:00 PM, OCTE Conference Room
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