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Michigan Community College Data and Evaluation Committee
Minutes 

Thursday, July 14, 2005

Henry Center, Lansing, MI

Attendees:  L. Blakey, B. Andrews, S. Cannell, B. Chadwick, D. Daws, G. Ives, R. Jacobsen, R. Marsh, A. Nitschke, R. Palay, R. Rincones, L. Roberts, D. Sigworth, B. Spencer, G. Svendor, M. Wieschowski, B. Yuille; Ex-Officio: R. Burke, R. Harkness, J. Folkening, D. Woodward, J. Galindo

Absent: G. Gulick, J. Lockman, L. Minter

Meeting called to order at 1:00p.m. by Chair Linda Blakey.  Introductions made around the table.  Presented today’s agenda.  Motion by Steve Cannell, second to accept the agenda, Motion Carried.  Meeting minutes from June 18, 2004.  Motion to accept the minutes by Steve Cannell, second.  Motion Carried.

Feasibility Study – IPEDS Tracking System – R. Burke/S. Cannell
Distributed today in the packets is the National Center for Education Statistics, U.S. Dept of Education, Feasibility of a Student Unit Record System Within the Integrated Postsecondary Education System Data System – Research ad Development Report dated March, 2005.

Proposal is for the submission of employment files, completion files and financial aid files.  Talking about submitting historical data – wanting community colleges to go back three years for the data.  The IPEDS system is based on July to June.  Privacy is a big issue.  FERPA would have to be changed in order to allow this to happen.  Students would have to given the opportunity to opt out.  Opting out as it relates to the Patriot Act comes into play.  There would be a lot of internal work – working cross-office.  There will be a pilot 06-07, basically required.  Steve said to keep in mind how this is being interpreted.  It’s wide open.  Is it to replace current reports?  Re: derived measures – when you have a stack of variables, it is amazing the number of measures you can come up with.  How much attention is going to be paid to the quality of those measures?  “Giving them the raw data is opening up a can of worms.”  Steve thinks it’s technically overwhelming.  Whether or not the State would receive back the unit record data needs to be discussed.

Cherry Commission Report:  Data Implications – G. Ives  

The Cherry Commission is a committee appointed by the governor to study education and labor issues to see where we can go in this State to become more capable than we are now in education.  Gail gave an overview of the report.  And Jim Folkening spoke about it also.  Gail went through the recommendations page by page and discussed them and their implications.  Jim said that MCCDEC’s role would be to recommend to MCCA issued that apply to community colleges.

Perkins Core Indicators – Where are we? What do we need to do to increase accuracy? – R. Burke  

There will be a panel discussion tomorrow at the Data Workshop.  There will be core indicators!  Both the house and senate agreed to a separate set of core indicators for post-secondary.

The Dept of Education will negotiate with the states.  There will be some changes for post-secondary

Indicators, but we don’t know what they will be yet.  You can go to the AACC website under legislation.  Rhonda asked if we should have a subcommittee for core indicators.  Ron Harkness said that the Office of Voc and Adult Ed had a data quality workshop in Phoenix to talk about quality issues.  One of the things they talked about was how well do the core indicators measure the community colleges.  They want to rework the indicators to better reflect the successes of the community colleges.  They talked about 1P1 and 1P2 going away.  Many states report the same figures for both.  The indicators are the same for 05-06, not sure how they’ll look after that.

There was talk about MCCDEC sponsoring a Data Quality Workshop.  Much discussion around the table about how it should look.  Gail said it would have to be very specific – case studies.  Denise said that the more we can use our data the more important it becoames that it is quality data.  Decided to schedule a Data Quality Workshop for Friday, November 18.  The committee to pull this together is Linda Minter, Becky Chadwick, Linda Blakey, and Bruce Yuille.

ACS Update – D. Lonik

Deb talked about have an ACS meeting this morning to go through the draft audit.  This is the first time it had to be in the new format.  The new syste will be demo’d at the Data Workshop tomorrow.

State and Federal Updates – J. Folkening and R. Harkness

Task force being formed regarding performance indicators  on the House side, not on the Senate side, not recommended by the governor.  The presidents will be meeting next week and will discuss the position they want to take.  Task force is proposed, not a given that it will be formed.  Go to Michigan.gov, legislature, appropriations, community college appropriations to see Senate and House versions of the bills and analysis done by fiscal agency on the bills.
Activities/Budget – L. Blakey  

The 04-05 budget does not carry over.  The 05-06 budget will be a little less than last year.  Those figures will come out next week.  Line items that need to come off or go on for 05-06?  After discussion, decision to add Data Quality Workshop, have Web Conversion , Report Taxonomy, Perkins, Cherry Commission.

Joyce Galindo distributed the budget showing what had been spent from the 04-05 budget.

Future meeting dates for 05-06:

November 18 – Data Quality Workshop

January 20, 2006

March 17, 2006

June 16, 2006

Motion to adjourn by Steve Cannell, second.  Motion Carried.

Joyce L. Galindo, CPS

Recorder
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