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Members Present 

Community Members:
Janice Cook, Lisbeth Johnson, Rita Cepeda, Christina Chiriboga, Peter White


SDSU Staff:
Kathy Cohn, Bill Piland, Marilee Bresciani, Ric Hovda

Program Students:
Christina Casillas, Reggie Blalock

Program Overview

A sequence of course offerings was distributed to the committee members.  A change in the Research sequence was discussed.  The committee discussed the benefits of moving the Research Core earlier in the program.  Whereas now the first research course is offered in the first summer session of the program, there was discussion to move it to the first spring semester.  The research sequence has also been altered from the original proposal by offering the Qualitative research class first, followed by the Quantitative course and the last course in the sequence will be an Evaluation course.   Committee members expressed their approval of the revised structure of the research sequence and stressed the importance of graduates being able to be savvy consumers of data, rather than accomplished researchers.

There was also a discussion of the times when courses were offered thus far, which have been on 5 Saturdays and one-week night during the semester.  The committee agreed that this schedule of classes should work for the students.

The committee members had a long discussion about the nature of the dissertation.  They stressed that it should have a practical application and relate closely to the program goals.  They encouraged students to seek funding for their dissertations perhaps through grants or district initiatives.  The focus of the dissertation should be on models for implementation that will assist schools and colleges, according to committee members. For example, committee members encouraged student presentations of their dissertations at local institutions, district wide meetings and/or at national conferences.

Committee members also discussed the internship experience. They suggested, “regionalizing” the program through the internship.  That is, they wondered if it might be possible to swap people among districts through the internship experience or to place students in experiences other than the ones in which they currently are employed.

Finally, the committee members discussed the importance of the cohort groups and the learning communities they form.

Student Profile

A handout of the profile of the cohort group in the community college concentration was provided to committee members. For that concentration there were not any students from north San Diego County or Imperial County, as is true for the PK-12 cohort.  Also, there were no students from the Administrative/Business services area of community colleges in the first cohort group.

Student Recruitment

The committee discussed recruitment for the next cohort group for the program.  Besides doing recruitment in the North county and Imperial County, the committee suggested recruiting people from the military, health fields, universities, administrative and business services, and students from underrepresented groups, such as American Indians. We do need to remain in alignment with the legislative purpose of the program:  To prepare highly qualified leaders for PreK-12 schools and community colleges.
Program Evaluation

Committee members were provided with a handout describing a Preformative Evaluation to be done for the program this spring semester.  The committee briefly reviewed it and is looking forward to the program review plan that will focus on how well we are preparing graduates for the field.  While the committee members understood that they were not presented with the entire plan for program review, they encouraged involvement of stakeholders including political leaders, key community leaders, and students.

Means for Engaging Community Partners

There was a discussion about who where the community partners for the program.  A number of different groups were mentioned including community-based organizations, parent advisory groups, Workforce Investment Act folks, SANDAG, and politicians.  SDSU staff were encouraged to include these groups.

Additional Items

Suggestions were made to get students involved in presenting at conferences with local educational leaders; to place faculty in internships with administrators, and encourage students to attend professional meetings with local educational leaders.

Committee members requested a list of each student’s research interests so they could assist the students in conducting their research within the local communities.

It was also mentioned that the program directors plan to invite Senator Jack Scott, the author of the legislation allowing CSUs to offer Ed.D. programs to campus for a presentation in early May.  This event will be open to local school and college personnel.  

