NORTH CENTRAL ASSOCIATION STUDENT ASSESSMENT PLAN

2009 College of Education and Human Services Status Report #12
Program:  Teacher Education (M. Ed.—All Curriculum & Instruction Programs)
	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  Exit requirement results for degree (i.e., comprehensive exam, project, thesis, or satisfactory capstone course completion)

TARGETED OUTOME #1:  As reflected by aggregate results at least 95% of all C&I M.Ed. students will successfully complete chosen exit requirement.


	PROGRAM GOALS
	C&I PROGRAM EXIT REQUIREMENTS
	2005 Results
	2006 Results
	2007 Results
	2008 Results
	2009 Results
	Review, Actions
& improvements

	
	
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	

	May encompass any combination of the following goals depending on the topic of exam questions, project, or thesis.

Goal 1     Personal Philosophy

Goal 2     Social Foundations

Goal 3     Knowledge of Subject & Inquiry

Goal 4     Knowledge of Development & Learning

Goal 5     Diversity

Goal 6     Learning Environment

Goal 7     Communication

Goal 8     Instructional Strategies

Goal 9     Assessment

Goal 10   Technology

Goal 11   Professional   Development

Goal 12   Collaboration & Professionalism


	Aggregate Results Comprehensive Exam
	487
	470
	96%
	218
	211
	97%
	184
	180
	98%
	191
	187
	98%
	149
	148
	99%
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  Target met, no actions required.

2009 Review:  The aggregate passage/completion rates for all exit requirements (comprehensive exams, projects, theses, and capstone courses) has remained stable from 2005 to 2009 and continues to exceed the specified criterion.  In instances where passage/completion rates for individual programs did not meet the criterion, small sample size was deemed to be a major factor. Hence, no action required.

2009-10 Planned Actions:  Target met, no actions required.



	
	Early Childhood Education
	
	
	
	7
	7
	100%
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Educational Technology
	
	
	
	31
	31
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Elementary Education
	
	
	
	10
	10
	100%
	6
	6
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	9
	9
	100%
	

	
	Gifted & Talented Education
	
	
	
	12
	11
	92%
	17
	17
	100%
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	

	
	Human Performance
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	0
	0%
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	

	
	Adult Literacy
	
	
	
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Reading
	
	
	
	18
	17
	94%
	1
	1
	100%
	3
	3
	100%
	1
	1
	100%
	

	
	Tchg English to Speakers of Other Lang
	
	
	
	13
	13
	100%
	8
	8
	100%
	12
	12
	100%
	12
	12
	100%
	

	
	Physical Education Pedagogy
	
	
	
	1
	0
	0%
	2
	2
	100%
	2
	1
	50%
	
	
	
	

	
	School Health
	
	
	
	6
	3
	50%
	8
	6
	75%
	3
	3
	100%
	4
	3
	75%
	

	
	Secondary Education
	
	
	
	20
	20
	100%
	13
	13
	100%
	7
	7
	100%
	15
	15
	100%
	

	
	Early Childhood Intervention Specialist
	
	
	
	11
	11
	100%
	12
	12
	100%
	21
	21
	100%
	17
	17
	100%
	

	
	Mild/Moderate Intervention Specialist
	
	
	
	71
	70
	99%
	83
	83
	100%
	91
	90
	99%
	66
	66
	100%
	

	
	Moderate/Intensive Intervention Specialist
	
	
	
	16
	16
	100%
	28
	28
	100%
	37
	37
	100%
	23
	23
	100%
	

	
	Sport & Exercise Psychology
	
	
	
	1
	1
	100%
	4
	3
	75%
	3
	1
	33%
	2
	2
	100%
	

	
	Aggregate Results Project/Thesis
	
	
	
	53
	53
	100%
	21
	21
	100%
	18
	18
	100%
	15
	15
	100%
	

	
	Educational Research
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	100%
	1
	1
	100%
	

	
	Educational Technology
	
	
	
	3
	3
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Elementary Education
	
	
	
	4
	4
	100%
	4
	4
	100%
	2
	2
	100%
	3
	3
	100%
	

	
	Gifted & Talented Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	6
	6
	100%
	7
	7
	100%
	3
	3
	100%
	

	
	Reading
	
	
	
	2
	2
	100%
	1
	1
	100%
	2
	2
	100%
	
	
	
	

	
	Tchg English to Speakers of Other Lang
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	

	
	Middle Childhood
	
	
	
	1
	1
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Secondary Education
	
	
	
	43
	43
	100%
	7
	7
	100%
	4
	4
	100%
	7
	7
	100%
	

	
	Special Education- Mild/Moderate
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	3
	100%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Special Education- Moderate/Intensive
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	1
	100%
	

	
	Aggregate Results Completion of Capstone Course with Grade > B
	
	
	
	
	61
	
	144
	141
	98%
	120
	118
	98%
	138
	134
	97%
	

	
	Early Childhood Education (ECE 695)
	
	
	
	
	30
	
	39
	39
	100%
	23
	23
	100%
	22
	22
	100%
	

	
	Educational Technology (ETE 595)
	
	
	
	
	8
	
	45
	44
	98%
	31
	31
	100%
	25
	24
	96%
	

	
	Gifted & Talented Education (EGT 580)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	14
	13
	93%
	

	
	Literacy – Reading (EDL 695)
	
	
	
	
	23
	
	38
	37
	97%
	45
	44
	98%
	43
	43
	100%
	

	
	Middle Childhood (EST 595)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	6
	5
	83%
	

	
	Urban Secondary Education-MUST (EDB 595)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	22
	21
	95%
	21
	20
	95%
	28
	27
	96%
	


	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  Faculty evaluation of final Professional Portfolio
TARGETED OUTOME #2:  By conclusion of student teaching, at least 90% of students will minimally achieve proficiency on each program goal as evidenced by artifacts contained in professional portfolio.


	
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	PROGRAM GOALS
	N
	2006
	N
	2007
	N
	2008
	N
	2009
	Improvements

	1. Articulates a personal philosophy of teaching and learning that is grounded in theory and practice.
	47
	100% met standard 

25 or 53% exemplary

22 or 47% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard 

29 or 33% exemplary

60 or 67% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard 

12 or 24% exemplary

37 or 76% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard 

27 or 27% exemplary

73 or 73% proficient 
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  As revealed by individual SPA Data Reports, the drop in the number of portfolios reviewed in 2008 was largely attributable to failure of the MUST Program to report portfolio assessment results to the Dean’s Office.  Also missing were portfolio results from the graduate programs in middle childhood science and mathematics.  The MUST Program Coordinator and appropriate middle childhood faculty will be asked to ensure that results are submitted each year.
2008-09 Follow-up/Resolution:   The MUST Program Coordinator and middle childhood faculty complied with the request to see that portfolios were submitted for recording-keeping purposes.  The number of portfolios included in the 2009 review was nearly double those assessed in 2008.
2009 Review:  As was true in 2007 and 2008, the overall criterion was met with 100% of all students demonstrating proficiency on all 12 goals in 2009.

2009-10 Planned Actions:  Although the target was met for all 12 goals, the percentage of exemplary portfolios has suffered a steady decline which merits investigation.  This is like due to a concomitant increase over the years in the number of individuals pursuing initial teacher licensure at the graduate level as opposed to those pursuing a second teaching credential.  Alternatively, it may be that the evaluation of portfolios has become more rigorous with time.

	2. Possesses knowledge and understanding of the social, political, and economic factors that influence education and shape the world in which we live.
	40
	97% met standard

22 or 55% exemplary

17 or 42% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard

27 or 30% exemplary

62 or 70% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard

18 or 37% exemplary

31 or 63% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard

21 or 21% exemplary

79 or 79% proficient 
	

	3. Understands content, disciplinary concepts, and tools of inquiry related to the development of an educated person.
	48
	98% met standard

28 or 58% exemplary

19 or 40% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard

33 or 37% exemplary

56 or 63% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard

23 or 47% exemplary

26 or 53% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard

27 or 27% exemplary

73 or 73% proficient 
	

	4. Understands how individuals learn and develop, and that students enter the learning setting with prior experiences that give meaning to the construction of new knowledge.
	40
	92% met standard

25 or 62% exemplary

12 or 30% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard

26 or 29% exemplary

63 or 71% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard

13 or 27% exemplary

36 or 73% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard

28 or 28% exemplary

72 or 72% proficient 
	

	5. Understands how individuals differ in their backgrounds and approaches to learning and incorporates and accounts for such diversity in teaching and learning.
	48
	98% met standard 

25 or 52% exemplary

22 or 46% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard 

28 or 31% exemplary

61 or 69% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard 

12 or 24% exemplary

37 or 76% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard 

21 or 21% exemplary

79 or 79% proficient 
	

	6. Uses an understanding of individual and group motivation to promote positive interaction, active engagement in learning, and self-motivation.
	46
	100% met standard

27 or 59% exemplary

19 or 41% proficient 
	89
	100% met standard

39 or 44% exemplary

50 or 56% proficient 
	49
	100% met standard

19 or 39% exemplary

30 or 61% proficient 
	100
	100% met standard

29 or 29% exemplary

71 or 71% proficient 
	

	7. Uses knowledge of effective verbal, nonverbal, and media communication techniques to foster inquiry, collaboration, and engagement in learning environments.
	48
	96% met standard

29 or 60% exemplary

17 or 36% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

34 or 38% exemplary

55 or 62% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

16 or 33% exemplary

33 or 67% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

22 or 22% exemplary

78 or 78% proficient
	

	8. Plans and implements a variety of developmentally appropriate instructional strategies to develop performance skills, critical thinking, and problem solving, as well as to foster social, emotional, creative, and physical development.
	46
	98% met standard

27 or 59% exemplary

18 or 39% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

41 or 46% exemplary

48 or 54% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

22 or 45% exemplary

27 or 55% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

34 or 34% exemplary

66 or 66% proficient
	


	
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	PROGRAM GOALS
	N
	2006
	N
	2007
	N
	2008
	N
	2009
	Improvements

	9. Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.
	48
	98% met standard

25 or 52% exemplary

22 or 46% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

35 or 39% exemplary

54 or 61% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

21 or 43% exemplary

28 or 57% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

29 or 29% exemplary

71 or 71% proficient
	

	10. Understands and uses up-to-date technology to enhance the learning environment across the full range of learner needs.
	47
	98% met standard

27 or 58% exemplary

19 or 40% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

29 or 33% exemplary

60 or 67% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

19 or 39% exemplary

30 or 61% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

22 or 22% exemplary

78 or 78% proficient
	

	11. Is a reflective practitioner who evaluates his/her interactions with others (e.g., learners, parents/guardians, colleagues, professionals in the community) and seeks opportunities to grow professionally.
	48
	98% met standard

31 or 65% exemplary

16 or 33% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

27 or 30% exemplary

62 or 70% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

15 or 31% exemplary

34 or 69% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

21 or 21% exemplary

79 or 79% proficient
	

	12. Fosters relationships with colleagues, parents/guardians, community agencies, and colleges/universities to support students’ growth and well-being.
	46
	96% met standard

20 or 44% exemplary

24 or 52% proficient
	89
	100% met standard

35 or 39% exemplary

54 or 61% proficient
	49
	100% met standard

27 or 55% exemplary

22 or 45% proficient
	100
	100% met standard

25 or 25% exemplary

75 or 75% proficient
	


	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  Self-assessment as reported on Exit Survey administered to students at conclusion of program.
TARGETED OUTOME #3:  On a scale of 0 to 4, 80% or more of all students will report that they achieved each of 12 program goals moderately (2) to extremely (4) well.


	
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	pROGRAM GOALS
	2005 (N = 43)
	2006 (N = 38)
	2007 (N = 33)
	2008 (N = 60)
	2009 (N = 49)
	Improvements

	1. Articulates a personal philosophy of teaching and learning that is grounded in theory and practice.
	88.38% program met standard 

20.93% moderately well
44.19% mostly

23.26% extremely well 
	97.37% program met standard 

28.95% moderately well
52.63% mostly

15.79% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

15.15% moderately well
51.51% mostly

33.33% extremely well 
	95.00% program met standard 

13.33% moderately well
53.33% mostly

28.33% extremely well 
	85.71% program met standard 

16.33% moderately well
44.90% mostly

24.49% extremely well 
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  Target met, no actions required.

2009 Review:  Target exceeded for all exit survey items.  In 2009, more than 84% of all students indicated that their program enabled them to accomplish specified goals moderately to extremely well.  Nevertheless, the number of favorable responses has dropped by 4 to 15 percentage points on all items, signaling the need for further review with special attention being given to items keyed to Goals 3, 12, 11, and 1 in that order.  

2009-10 Planned Actions:  A disaggregated analysis of results by program area will be undertaken to determine if observed declines in positive responses are limited to a particular program or generally widespread.  Results will be shared with Program Faculty and/or Teacher Education Council as might be appropriate.  

	2. Possesses knowledge and understanding of the social, political, and economic factors that influence education and shape the world in which we live.
	86.04% program met standard 

30.23% moderately well
39.53% mostly

16.28% extremely well 
	92.11% program met standard 

15.79% moderately well
50.00% mostly

26.32% extremely well 
	96.97% program met standard 

18.18% moderately well
45.45% mostly

33.33% extremely well 
	95.00% program met standard 

15.00% moderately well
45.00% mostly

35.00% extremely well 
	89.80% program met standard 

24.49% moderately well
36.73% mostly

28.57% extremely well 
	

	3. Understands content, disciplinary concepts, and tools of inquiry related to the development of an educated person.
	86.04% program met standard 

18.60% moderately well
58.14% mostly

9.30% extremely well 
	97.37% program met standard 

26.32% moderately well
42.11% mostly

28.95% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

15.15% moderately well
45.45% mostly

39.39% extremely well 
	98.33% program met standard 

11.67% moderately well
41.67% mostly

45.00% extremely well 
	83.67% program met standard 

10.20% moderately well
40.82% mostly

32.65% extremely well 
	

	4. Understands how individuals learn and develop, and that students enter the learning setting with prior experiences that give meaning to the construction of new knowledge.
	88.37% program met standard 

20.93% moderately well
37.21% mostly

30.23% extremely well 
	92.11% program met standard 

13.16% moderately well
52.63% mostly

26.32% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

9.37% moderately well
50.00% mostly

40.63% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

  8.33% moderately well
45.00% mostly

46.67% extremely well 
	95.92% program met standard 

 12.24% moderately well
38.78% mostly

44.90% extremely well 
	

	5. Understands how individuals differ in their backgrounds and approaches to learning and incorporates and accounts for such diversity in teaching and learning.
	88.37% program met standard 

16.28% moderately well
41.86% mostly

30.23% extremely well 
	94.74% program met standard 

5.26% moderately well
50.00% mostly

39.47% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

18.18% moderately well
18.18% mostly

63.64% extremely well 
	100% program met standard 

  8.33% moderately well
50.00% mostly

41.67% extremely well 
	93.88% program met standard 

 14.29% moderately well
34.69% mostly

44.90% extremely well 
	

	6. Uses an understanding of individual and group motivation to promote positive interaction, active engagement in learning, and self-motivation.
	88.37% program met standard 

13.95% moderately well
46.51% mostly

27.91% extremely well 
	97.37% program met standard 

23.68% moderately well
47.37% mostly

26.32% extremely well 
	96.97% program met standard 

9.09% moderately well
42.42% mostly

45.45% extremely well 
	98.33% program met standard 

15.00% moderately well

41.67% mostly

41.67% extremely well 
	91.84% program met standard 

16.33% moderately well

36.73% mostly

38.78% extremely well 
	

	7. Uses knowledge of effective verbal, nonverbal, and media communication techniques to foster inquiry, collaboration, and engagement in learning environments.
	97.68% program met standard 

25.58% moderately well
44.19% mostly

27.91% extremely well 
	94.74% program met standard 

15.79% moderately well
39.47% mostly

39.47% extremely well 
	96.97% program met standard 

12.12% moderately well
42.42% mostly

42.42% extremely well 
	98.33% program met standard 

  8.33% moderately well

51.67% mostly

38.33% extremely well 
	89.80% program met standard 

 14.29% moderately well

34.69% mostly

40.82% extremely well 
	


	
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	pROGRAM GOALS
	2005 (N = 43)
	2006 (N = 38)
	2007 (N = 33)
	2008 (N = 60)
	2009 (N = 49)
	Improvements

	8. Plans and implements a variety of developmentally appropriate instructional strategies to develop performance skills, critical thinking, and problem solving, as well as to foster social, emotional, creative, and physical development.
	95.34% program met standard 

25.58% moderately well
39.53% mostly

30.23% extremely well 
	94.74% program met standard 

18.42% moderately well
42.11% mostly

34.21% extremely well 
	96.97% program met standard 

15.15% moderately well
36.36% mostly

45.45% extremely well 
	98.33% program met standard 

  6.67% moderately well

53.33% mostly

38.33% extremely well 
	89.80% program met standard 

  8.16% moderately well

46.94% mostly

34.69% extremely well 
	

	9. Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.
	90.69% program met standard 

18.60% moderately well
46.51% mostly

25.58% extremely well 
	92.11% program met standard 

18.42% moderately well
57.89% mostly

15.79% extremely well 
	96.97% program met standard 

12.12% moderately well
42.42% mostly

42.42% extremely well 
	98.33% program met standard 

10.00% moderately well

55.00% mostly

33.33% extremely well 
	91.84% program met standard 

10.20% moderately well

51.02% mostly

30.61% extremely well 
	

	10. Understands and uses up-to-date technology to enhance the learning environment across the full range of learner needs.
	81.39% program met standard 

30.23% moderately well
25.58% mostly

25.58% extremely well 
	94.74% program met standard 

31.58% moderately well
34.21% mostly

28.95% extremely well 
	90.91% program met standard 

21.21% moderately well
36.36% mostly

33.33% extremely well 
	93.33% program met standard 

18.33% moderately well

33.33% mostly

41.67% extremely well 
	85.71% program met standard 

10.20% moderately well

48.98% mostly

26.53% extremely well 
	

	11. Is a reflective practitioner who evaluates his/her interactions with others (e.g., learners, parents/guardians, colleagues, professionals in the community) and seeks opportunities to grow professionally.
	90.70% program met standard (Q11)
23.26% moderately well
67.44% mostly

81.39% program met standard (Q12) 

18.60% moderately well
62.79% mostly 
	92.11% program met standard (Q11)
15.79% moderately well
76.32% mostly

92.11% program met standard (Q12) 

2.63% moderately well
50.00% mostly 
39.47% extremely well
	96.88% program met standard (Q11)
3.12% moderately well
93.75% mostly

96.97% program met standard (Q12) 

12.12% moderately well
84.84% mostly 
	93.33% program met standard (Q11)
11.67% moderately well
81.67% mostly
95.00% program met standard (Q12) 

15.00% moderately well
80.00% mostly
	87.76% program met standard (Q11)
6.12% moderately well
73.47% mostly
8.16% extremely well
85.71% program met standard (Q12) 

14.29% moderately well
61.22% mostly
10.20% extremely well
	

	12. Fosters relationships with colleagues, parents/guardians, community agencies, and colleges/universities to support students’ growth and well-being.
	93.03% program met standard 

23.26% moderately well
27.91% mostly

41.86% extremely well 
	89.47% program met standard 

10.53% moderately well
78.95% mostly


	96.97% program met standard 

9.09% moderately well
48.48% mostly
39.39% extremely well
	98.33% program met standard 

10.00% moderately well

35.00% mostly

53.33% extremely well
	87.76% program met standard 

10.20% moderately well

42.86% mostly

34.69% extremely well
	


	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  Supervisory evaluations of knowledge, skills, and dispositions displayed during student teaching.
TARGETED OUTOME #4:  Students’ mean score ratings on four Praxis III Domains assessed by Final Student Teaching Evaluation Instrument will be at least 3.5 on a scale of 1 (unsatisfactory) to 4 (outstanding).


	PROGRAM GOALS & RELEVANT
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	PRAXIS III DOMAINS
	2005 (N = 49)
	2006 (N = 88)
	2007 (N = 64)
	2008 (N = 58)
	2009 (N = 61)
	Improvements

	1. Articulates a personal philosophy of teaching and learning that is grounded in theory and practice. (Domain D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  Target met, no actions required.

2009 Review:  100% met criterion for all four Praxis III Domains.  In 2009, mean scores for the 67 items on the student teaching evaluation instrument ranged from 3.59 to 3.92 as opposed to 3.58 to 3.93 in 2008, 3.66 to 3.88 in 2007, 3.57 to 3.97 in 2006, and 3.54 to 3.98 in 2005.  Results for five years are comparable.  

2009-10 Planned Actions: No action required. 

	2. Possesses knowledge and understanding of the social, political, and economic factors that influence education and shape the world in which we live.  (Domain D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	

	3. Understands content, disciplinary concepts, and tools of inquiry related to the development of an educated person.  (Domains A & C)
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain C:  3.63 - 3.89
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.76 - 3.93

Domain C:  3.68 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.69 - 3.84

Domain C:  3.66 - 3.78
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.58 - 3.82

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.81
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.65 - 3.80

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.79
	

	4. Understands how individuals learn and develop, and that students enter the learning setting with prior experiences that give meaning to the construction of new knowledge.  (Domain A)
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.68 - 3.88


	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.76 - 3.93


	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.69 - 3.84


	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.58 - 3.82


	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.65 - 3.80


	

	5. Understands how individuals differ in their backgrounds and approaches to learning and incorporates and accounts for such diversity in teaching and learning.  (Domain A & B)
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain B:  3.54 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.76 - 3.93

Domain B:  3.57 - 3.97
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.69 - 3.84

Domain B:  3.66 - 3.85
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.58 - 3.82

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.82
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.65 - 3.80

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.83
	

	6. Uses an understanding of individual and group motivation to promote positive interaction, active engagement in learning, and self-motivation.  (Domain B)
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.54 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.57 - 3.97
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.66 - 3.85
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.82
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.83
	

	7. Uses knowledge of effective verbal, nonverbal, and media communication techniques to foster inquiry, collaboration, and engagement in learning environments.  (Domains B, C & D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.54 - 3.98

Domain C:  3.63 - 3.89

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.57 - 3.97

Domain C:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.66 - 3.85

Domain C:  3.66 - 3.78

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.82

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.81

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain B:  3.59 - 3.83

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.79

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	

	8. Plans and implements a variety of developmentally appropriate instructional strategies to develop performance skills, critical thinking, and problem solving, as well as to foster social, emotional, creative, and physical development.  (Domains A & C)
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain C:  3.63 - 3.89
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.76 - 3.93

Domain C:  3.68 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.69 - 3.84

Domain C:  3.66 - 3.78
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.58 - 3.82

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.81
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.65 - 3.80

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.79
	


	PROGRAM GOALS & RELEVANT
	RESULTS
	Review, Actions &

	PRAXIS III DOMAINS
	2005 (N = 49)
	2006 (N = 88)
	2007 (N = 64)
	2008 (N = 58)
	2009 (N = 61)
	Improvements

	9. Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.  (Domains A, C & D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain C:  3.63 - 3.89

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.76 - 3.93

Domain C:  3.68 - 3.88

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.69 - 3.84

Domain C:  3.66 - 3.78

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.58 - 3.82

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.81

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain A:  3.65 - 3.80

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.79

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	

	10. Understands and uses up-to-date technology to enhance the learning environment across the full range of learner needs.  (Domain C)
	Range of Item Means

Domain C:  3.63 - 3.89
	Range of Item Means

Domain C:  3.68 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain C:  3.66 - 3.78
	Range of Item Means

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.81
	Range of Item Means

Domain C:  3.60 - 3.79
	

	11. Is a reflective practitioner who evaluates his/her interactions with others and seeks opportunities to grow professionally.  (Domain D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	

	12. Fosters relationships with colleagues, parents/guardians, community agencies, and colleges/universities to support students’ growth and well-being.  (Domain D)
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.98
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.81 - 3.96
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.74 - 3.88
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.71 - 3.93
	Range of Item Means

Domain D:  3.75 - 3.92
	


	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  PRAXIS II Principles of Learning & Teaching (PLT) and Content Area Specialty Exams

TARGETED OUTOME #5:  At least 90% of teacher licensure candidates will achieve passing scores on required PRAXIS II PLT Exam as reflected by aggregate results.


	PROGRAM GOALS
	PRAXIS II PLT EXAMS
	2005 Results
	2006 Results
	2007 Results
	2008 Results
	2009 Results
	Review, Actions
& improvements

	
	
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	

	· Possesses knowledge and understanding of factors that influence education. (Goal 2)  
· Understands how individuals learn and develop, including role of prior experience in construction of new knowledge.  (Goal 4)
· Understands how individuals differ and accounts for diversity in teaching and learning.  (Goal 5)
	Professional Knowledge (PLT) Aggregate
	384
	363
	94%
	113
	109
	96%
	124
	118
	95%
	148
	137
	93%
	141
	126
	89%
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  2008 results were referred to Special Education Faculty for review as a disaggregated analysis of 2008 data revealed that the drops in overall PLT performance were largely attributable to mild/moderate majors’ performance on the PLT exam for grades 7-12.
2008-09 Follow-up:  PLT preparation workshops continued to be offered by the Dept. of Curriculum & Foundations, albeit the scheduling and publicity of these workshops remains somewhat haphazard.  In addition, all students who took, but did not pass, any version of the PLT from Jan 08-Feb 09 were invited to participate is an ETS-sponsored workshop on preparing for the PLT in May 09.  Results of the ETS workshop will not likely be realized until next year’s report.
2009 Results:  In 2009, the overall PLT passage rate dropped again—this time below the established 90% passage rate criterion.  Disaggregated results revealed that 14 (93%) of the 15 graduate students who failed the PLT in 2009 were special education majors and that more than 50% of these 14 students took the 7-12 version of the exam.

2009-10 Planned Actions:  Expansion of existing Praxis II PLT review sessions is again recommended, with a particular effort to target graduate students in special education.  A fixed, better publicized schedule of sessions is likewise urged.  Alternatively, web-based sessions might be developed.  Further incorporation of case studies for discussion and analysis in special education courses is again encouraged.  Finally, given a possible mismatch between required coursework and content covered on the 7-12 PLT exam, special education students might be better advised to take a different version of the test.

	
	Principles of Lrng & Tchng Early Childhood
	New exam 2006
	13
	12
	92%
	25
	23
	92%
	35
	34
	97%
	40
	37
	93%
	

	
	Principles of Lrng & Tchng K-6
	
	
	
	34
	33
	97%
	30
	30
	100%
	28
	27
	96%
	17
	15
	88%
	

	
	Principles of Lrng & Tchng 5-9
	
	
	
	5
	5
	
	10
	9
	90%
	5
	2
	
	4
	3
	
	

	
	Principles of Lrng & Tchng 7-12
	
	
	
	61
	59
	97%
	59
	56
	95%
	80
	74
	92%
	80
	71
	89%
	


1Rule of 10:  Statistical conclusions can not be drawn when less than 10 individuals have taken a test.  Consequently, no pass rate percentage is calculated when fewer than 10 teacher candidates take the Praxis II test.

	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  PRAXIS II Principles of Learning & Teaching (PLT) and Content Area Specialty Exams

TARGETED OUTOME #6:  At least 90% of teacher licensure candidates will achieve passing scores on required PRAXIS II Content Area Specialty Exams as reflected by aggregate results.


	PROGRAM GOALS
	PRAXIS II SPECIALTY EXAMS
	2005 Results
	2006 Results
	2007 Results
	2008 Results
	2009 Results
	Review, Actions

& improvements

	
	
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	# Took
	# Passed
	% Passed1
	

	· Understands content, disciplinary concepts, and tools of inquiry.  (Goal 3)
	Content Area & Teaching Special Populations Aggregate
	233
	220
	94%
	294
	274
	93%
	266
	258
	97%
	236
	212
	90%
	228
	212
	93%
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  Disaggregated results indicated that the 2008 decline in content area specialty exams was largely linked to the performance of mild/moderate and moderate/intensive licensure candidates on the Special Education Knowledge-Based Core Principles Praxis II Exam.  Results were referred to Special Education Faculty for review.

2008-09 Follow-up/Resolution:  Since the required exam for special education changed on 8/31/08, several faculty members in special education took the new exam to determine how it differed from the previous test.  On the basis of this assessment, they devised a web-based review course comprised of 4 modules to assist special education majors in preparing for their exam.  The web-based review modules were first available in the spring of 2009.

2009 Review:  The aggregate passage rate across all content area specialty exams met the specified criterion.  Disaggregated results likewise indicate that students in all program areas except Middle Childhood Science met the target:  
2009-10 Planned Actions:  While the lower than expected passage rate in middle childhood science is likely the result of small sample size, results will be referred to science education faculty for review. 

	
	Adolescent/Young Adult  Programs
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Biology:  Content Knowledge Part 1
	
	
	
	4
	2
	
	1
	1
	
	Exam discontinued
	

	
	Biology:  Content Knowledge Part 2
	
	
	
	5
	2
	
	2
	1
	
	Exam discontinued
	

	
	Biology:  Content Knowledge
	
	
	
	3
	2
	
	6
	6
	
	12
	11
	92%
	7
	7
	
	

	
	Biology & General Science
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	2
	2
	
	7
	7
	
	

	
	Chemistry
	
	
	
	1
	1
	
	2
	2
	
	2
	1
	
	6
	5
	
	

	
	Chemistry, Physics & General Science
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	3
	
	2
	2
	
	3
	3
	
	

	
	Earth & Space Sciences:  Content Knowledge
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	1
	1
	
	

	
	Integrated Language Arts
	
	
	
	9
	8
	
	7
	7
	
	7
	6
	
	7
	7
	
	

	
	Integrated Mathematics
	
	
	
	9
	8
	
	8
	8
	
	13
	11
	85%
	14
	13
	93%
	

	
	Integrated Social Studies
	
	
	
	5
	5
	
	4
	4
	
	4
	4
	
	1
	1
	
	

	
	Physics – Content Knowledge
	
	
	
	1
	0
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	3
	3
	
	

	
	Early Childhood Licensure Program
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Early Childhood Education
	
	
	
	23
	22
	96%
	Exam discontinued
	

	
	Education of Young Children
	New exam
	14
	14
	100%
	16
	15
	94%
	16
	16
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	

	
	Middle Childhood Concentrations 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Middle School Mathematics
	
	
	
	26
	26
	100%
	7
	7
	
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	9
	90%
	

	
	Middle School Science
	
	
	
	6
	4
	
	9
	9
	
	6
	3
	
	11
	6
	55%
	

	
	Multiage Licensure Programs
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	English to Speakers of Other Languages
	
	
	
	22
	22
	100%
	16
	16
	100%
	1
	1
	
	7
	7
	
	

	
	Reading
	
	
	
	39
	39
	100%
	32
	32
	100%
	30
	29
	97%
	26
	26
	100%
	

	
	School Health
	
	
	
	1
	1
	
	
	
	
	5
	5
	
	4
	4
	
	

	
	Spanish:  Content Knowledge
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	2
	2
	
	

	
	Visual Art
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	2
	
	

	
	Special Education Programs
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Early Childhood Special Education
	
	
	
	16
	16
	100%
	13
	12
	92%
	16
	16
	100%
	24
	22
	92%
	

	
	Mild/Moderate 
	
	
	
	85
	78
	92%
	114
	110
	96%
	71
	60
	84%
	62
	56
	90%
	

	
	Moderate/Intensive 
	
	
	
	25
	24
	96%
	24
	23
	96%
	33
	31
	94%
	11
	11
	100%
	


1Rule of 10:  Statistical conclusions can not be drawn when less than 10 individuals have taken a test.  Consequently, no pass rate percentage is calculated when fewer than 10 teacher candidates take the Praxis II test.

	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  PRAXIS III Exam

TARGETED OUTOME #7:  At least 90% of all C&I M.Ed. candidates who also obtained an initial teaching license with their degree will achieve a passing score on each Domain of the Praxis III exam during their initial two years of teaching.


	
	
	2005 Results (N = 190)
	2006 Results (N = 169)
	2007 Results (N = 225)
	2008 Results (N = 263)
	2009 Results (N = 276)
	

	PROGRAM GOALS
	PRAXIS III Domains
	CSU Pass Rate
	OH Passing Score
	CSU Avg.

Score
	CSU Pass Rate
	OH Passing Score
	CSU Avg.

Score
	CSU Pass Rate
	OH Passing Score
	CSU Avg.

Score
	CSU Pass Rate
	OH Passing Score
	CSU Avg.

Score
	CSU Pass Rate
	OH Passing Score
	CSU Avg.

Score
	Review, Actions

& improvements

	Goal 3 Knowledge of Subject & Inquiry

Goal 4 Knowledge of Development & Lrng

Goal 5 Diversity

Goal 8 Instructional Strategies

Goal 9 Assessment
	Domain A – Organizing Content for Student Learning
	100%
	9.5
	13.38
	100%
	10
	13.66
	100%
	10
	13.83
	100%
	10
	13.80
	100%
	10
	13.85
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  Target met, no actions required.

2009 Review:  As reported by ODE, 99.3% of the 276 program completers who obtained teaching positions in Ohio passed the Praxis III exam during their initial 2 years of teaching.  2009 findings are comparable to those obtained from 2005 to 2008. 

2009-10 Planned Actions:  No action required.


	Goal 5 Diversity

Goal 6 Learning Environment

Goal 7 Communication
	Domain B – Creating an Environment for Student Learning
	99%
	9.5
	13.39
	100%
	10a
	13.75
	99.6%
	10a
	13.72
	100%
	10a
	13.81
	100%
	10a
	13.57
	

	Goal 3 Knowledge of Subject & Inquiry

Goal 7 Communication

Goal 8 Instructional Strategies

Goal 9 Assessment

Goal 10 Technology
	Domain C – Teaching for Student Learning
	99%
	7.5
	13.20
	100%
	10a
	13.53
	99.6%
	10a
	13.48
	99.6%
	10a
	13.67
	99.3%
	10a
	13.56
	

	Goal 1 Personal Philosophy

Goal 2 Social Foundations

Goal 7 Communication

Goal 9 Assessment

Goal 11 Professional Development

Goal 12 Collaboration & Professionalism
	Domain D – Teacher Professionalism
	99%
	7.5
	11.04
	100%
	8
	11.16
	100%
	8
	11.30
	100%
	8
	11.46
	100%
	8
	11.42
	

	Goals 5 through 10
	Minimum Criteria Scores for Domains B and C a
	
	
	
	100%
	N/A
	N/A
	99.6%
	N/A
	N/A
	99.2%
	N/A
	N/A
	99.3%
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Goals 1 through 12
	Record of Evidence Score
	99%
	38.0
	51.01
	100%
	38.0
	52.09
	100%
	38.0
	52.33
	100%
	38.0
	52.75
	100%
	38.0
	52.40
	


a Minimum Criteria Scores for Domains B and C.  The Entry Year Teacher may receive no more than one score below 2.0 on any criterion item in Domains B and C.   For example, if the Entry Year Teacher scores a 1.5 on an item in Domain B and a 1.0 on an item in Domain C, s/he will not pass the Praxis III even if his/her overall scores for each of these domains meet or exceed the required 10 points needed for passing. 
	ASSESSMENT MEASURE:  Teacher Work Sample.

TARGETED OUTOME #8:  At least 80% of all C&I M.Ed. licensure candidates’ overall mean score rating on the required Teacher Work Sample will equal or exceed 67 (80 percent of total possible score of 84).  Likewise, for at least 80%, mean score ratings on the following Teacher Work Sample subscales will equal or exceed 8 on a scale of 0-10:  Assessment Plan; Plan for Methods, Materials & Activities; Assessment Results; Evidence of Student Learning; Reflection.   


	PROGRAM GOALS
	Teacher Work Sample Components
	2009 Results (N = 39)
	Review, Actions

& improvements

	
	
	Mean

Score
	Score > 80% of Possible Total
	

	
	
	
	N
	%
	

	Goal 8 Instructional Strategies

Goal 9 Assessment

Goal 11 Professional Development
	Overall Score
	80.49
	39
	100%
	2008-09 Planned Actions:  None, new measure and outcome.
2009 Review:  Overall and subscale score means for the Teacher Work Sample equaled or exceeded targeted criteria of 67 or 8.  Moreover, with the exception of Subscale I, at least 80% of the 39 students who submitted a Teacher Work Sample as part of their professional portfolio achieved the established targets. 

2009-10 Planned Actions:  Ensure that all students who submit professional portfolios include the requisite Teacher Work Sample.  Ensure that students have access to rubrics used to assess all components of the Work Sample as well as exemplary samples. 

	Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.  (Goal 9)
	Subscale E:  Assessment Plan
	9.69
	35
	90%
	

	Plans and implements a variety of developmentally appropriate instructional strategies to develop performance skills, critical thinking, and problem solving, as well as to foster social, emotional, creative, and physical development.  (Goal 8)  
	Subscale F:  Plan for Methods, Materials & Activities
	9.77
	36
	92%
	

	Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.  (Goal 9)
	Subscale G:  Assessment Results
	9.49
	34
	87%
	

	Understands, selects, and uses a range of assessment strategies to foster physical, cognitive, social, and emotional development of learners and give accounts of students’ learning to the outside world.  (Goal 9)
	Subscale H:  Evidence of Student Learning
	9.77
	37
	95%
	

	Is a reflective practitioner who evaluates his/her interactions with others and seeks opportunities to grow professionally.  (Goal 11) 
	Subscale I:  Reflection
	9.15
	28
	72%
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