Ed.D. Public Forum

Hosted by CID committee

Panel: 

Mary Howard-Hamilton, Associate Dean for Graduate Studies and Associate Professor of Higher Education.  (Ed.D. North Carolina State University)

Todd Chamberlin, Ed.D. student in Higher Education 

Eric Ban, Ed.D. student in Educational Leadership 

Edward St. John, Professor of Higher Education (Ed.D. Harvard University)

In attendance: CID Leadership Team and several professors and Ph.D. students from several different departments. 

Each panelist outlined their decision to pursue an Ed.D.  

Eric Ban: The only degree offered is the Ed.D. He contends that he would have pursued a Ph.D. if it had been offered because it is a more well-regarded degree.  However, since he wants to enter K-12 leadership this is the best program in the state.  He did not see any real differences between the degrees, but noted that the residency requirements for the Ed.D. make it easier for working adults to complete. 

Todd Chamberlin:  Has chosen to switch to the Ph.D. on advice from faculty---even though he wants to enter administration e.g. he views himself as a practitioner and the Ed.D. as a practitioner degree.  However, since there is not a substantial difference in requirement for the programs, he may as well “get the more highly regarded degree”
Edward St. John and Mary Howard Hamilton both attended universities which only offered an Ed.D.  They both feel that they have not in any way been hindered by having the Ed.D. and basically point out that it is important what you do with the degree e.g. whether or not you publish and participate in professorial activities whether or not you will be hired as a professor—not whether you have an Ed.D or a Ph.D. 

Several professors in attendance echoed this sentiment. 

Luise asks:  is it not useful to make a clear distinction between these degrees so that those wanting to become practitioners can pursue the Ed.D. while those desiring to enter the professoriate can choose the Ph.D. 

The general consensus is that you cannot expect students to pursue a degree which is considered less rigorous.  

Professor of History of Education:  Even if they are, as students, better suited for the type of applied work that practitioners need for example understanding budgeting and finance from a practical not theoretical perspective.

General discussion: Shouldn’t anyone who is getting doctorate be capable of similar work?

Professor of Ed. Inquiry: But they are not.  Many of the students who want to be practitioners, who are pursuing a Ph.D. are obviously bright, but they are not interested and may be not able to do the highly theoretical work that should come with a Ph.D. 

Professor of Art Education:  The reality is that we have a lot of professors here who have Ed.D.s and are successful professors at this R1 institution so again it comes back to what you do and not the degree.  

Discussion continues in such a format for another 30 minutes.  In the end none of the professors see drawing a clearer distinction as being politically feasible within this School of Education. 
