DRAFT

TEC Meeting Minutes

April 16, 2009
Members Present:   G. Porter, R. Janke,  E. Jampole, V.  Marty, J. Cottone, J O’Callaghan, G. Peterson,  E. Gravani, L. Couturier, M. Kelly, C. Benton, O. White, D. Farnsworth, J. Governali, R. Grantham, L. Melita, M. Canfield, K. Hempson, C. VanDerKarr, B. Mattingly, C. Widdall, K. Howarth, k. Beney 
The meeting was called to order at 3:08 p.m. by G. Porter

I.  Acceptance of Today’s Agenda

The agenda was reviewed and accepted. 

II.  Approval of Minutes
The Minutes were approved with addition of J. Governali to the roster of members present.
III. Old Business
A. Professional Development School:  Karen Hempson provided an update of SUNY Cortland’s continuing efforts with our Partner Districts to provide a meaningful Professional Development School.  Currently, there are two separate initiatives:  the Cortland PDS and the Regional Professional Development School, which has 16 member districts other than Cortland City from throughout the region.  Karen attempted to display the PDS Website (www.cortland.edu/PDS) but the technology would not cooperate.  She spoke briefly of the four initiatives of the PDS:  Math, Reading/Writing, UTLI (Unified Teaching and Learning Initiative), and conferences and programs.

Gerry Porter discussed efforts to provide a content management server where content can be filed and stored for access at will by all SUNY Cortland/PDS faculty.
B. NCATE:  No Update
C. TEC Bylaws 
The results of the TEC By-laws e-vote were announced as follows:  28 total votes cast; 21 in favor of adopting the by-laws, and 7 votes opposed.  The favorable outcome will be forwarded to the Provost and the President for their   endorsement.  Continuing objections were voiced by Orvil White with regard to the failure to apply Robert’s Rules of Order, particularly as they relate to Standing Committees of the TEC (description, membership, etc.).  C. Widdall was also critical of the “archaic” manner that the By-laws e-vote was conducted.  Dennis Farnsworth asked for suggestions on how to improve the process.  Survey Monkey was mentioned and it was decided that this method would be explored for possible use prior to our next e-vote.  
ACTION ITEMS:

· Explore Survey Monkey as a vehicle for conducting electronic votes for TEC policies.
· Forward the revised and updated By-laws (April 9, 2009 version) to the Provost and President for their approval.
IV. NEW BUSINESS:  
A.  Fingerprinting-G. Porter opened discussion on the Fingerprinting proposal submitted by Kathy Beney for consideration by the TEC.  There was immediate objection voiced by G. Peterson as the timeline established in the newly revised by-laws for agenda items was not followed to wit, that the agenda and all items for discussion would be submitted five days in advance of the meeting.  Gerry asked Kathy Beney to review the proposal.  Kathy reviewed the background, including the fact that we have already been notified by SED that effective January 2010 the Department will no longer accept paper/rolled fingerprints, and provided a rationale for moving expeditiously to develop a policy so that upcoming student teacher/observer placements would not be jeopardized.  Kathy further explained that included in the proposal were two alternate proposals, the major difference being when in the prospective candidate’s program fingerprinting would be required.  Kathy also made a case for applying the policy uniformly across all disciplines and programs, as a means of making data management and recording easier.  Equipment needs are addressed in the proposal but it was decided to leave such issues as procedure and equipment to be decided by other committees meeting concurrently on this issue.
G. Peterson and others voiced concern that 1) there are issues with regard to the language/terminology employed in the policy that can and will lead to confusion such as the distinction or lack thereof between program and department, and 2) the number of placements that are ultimately at risk, as well as the impact on various programs.  For instance, Adolescence Education-Social Studies 7-12 places very few (if any) candidates in the Cortland City School District for Student Teaching/observation.  Therefore, the need for the student to be finger printed is minimal.    G. Peterson also voiced a concern that the cost is prohibitive when considered from the standpoint of students “exploring teacher education” and making the ultimate decision not to proceed toward certification.  She mentioned that many students fall into this category.  Carol VanDerKarr indicated that, in fact, student retention in teacher education programs is quite high.  G. Peterson then suggested that we decide by data, as we are charged to do via NCATE Standards, and asked for three pieces of data to be shared with the TEC membership prior to any discussion/decision with regard to fingerprinting.  1) What districts are requiring fingerprinting?  2) A Breakdown by Program of where our candidates are placed, and 3) What are other SUNY schools doing to address this issue?   

G. Porter suggested the following steps be undertaken:

1)  Distribute the data that G. Peterson is requesting.

2)  follow a procedure similar to that we employed when considering the By-laws (see attached timeline).  This action agenda was adopted by consensus.  G Porter further asked whether or not the TEC would support the purchase of digital finger printing equipment.  Membership present supported this position unanimously.  

G. Peterson asked that modification to the language of the proposal be made and she and K. Beney agreed to work on modifications prior to the redistribution of the Fingerprinting Proposal.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:25 p.m.

The next scheduled meeting of the TEC is May 7, 2009
Respectfully submitted,

Dennis C. Farnsworth

Fingerprinting Proposal Timeline

Tuesday, April 21-Disseminate proposal and supporting material

Tuesday, April 21 – Tuesday, April 28 – Review period.  Faculty submit suggestions for revision of proposal in this period to Dennis Farnsworth, Teacher Education Coordinator

Wednesday, April 29 – Monday, May 4 – Revision of Proposal based on faculty suggestions

Monday, May 4 – Revised Fingerprinting Proposal submitted to TEC for electronic vote

Wednesday, May 6 – Electronic Voting closed at 10pm
Thursday, May 7 – Voting tallied and recorded by Dennis Farnsworth, Teacher Education Coordinator

Thursday, May 7 – Results reported at TEC meeting
