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Cycle: #7 Jun 1, 2020 to May 31, 2021

1 Is this program offered via Distance Learning?
50-99% Distance/Traditional

2 Is this program offered at an off-site location?
No

2.11f yes to previous, provide addresses for each location where 50% or more of program credits may be earned.

3 Example of Program Improvement

2015-2016:
To help strengthen our candidate’s lesson planning, data analysis of student achievement, and content knowledge, we have revamped the instructions and rubrics for these assessments including more rigorous expectations within the directions and/or more thorough, clear,
and descriptive components with the rubric elements.

2016-2017:

Assessment to improve instruction: Program involvement in required licensure exams and ongoing curriculum review of the PBS Secondary 6-12 program ensures that candidates are adequately prepared in the area of content knowledge. Assessment data analysis of course
grades and the PRAXIS Il Content Knowledge exam reveal that candidates are acquiring the necessary knowledge to integrate theories and research with respect to each content area (Reading/Language Arts, Mathematics, Social Studies, and Science). PRAXIS Il Content
scores and course grades indicate that candidates possess knowledge in the content areas and have an understanding of the central concepts and structures as they relate to PBC Secondary 6-12 classrooms. Assessment data collected from the FEE instrument which is
utilized to assess candidate lesson planning and evaluation throughout the Program through to the student teacher experience, shows solid evidence that our candidates are able to demonstrate preparedness in the content areas.

Pedagogical and Professional Knowledge, Skills, and Dispositions: Data from the Field Experience Evaluation-form (FEE) assessment used to evaluate candidates in program courses and student teaching are reviewed regularly by program faculty, university supervisors, and
staff within the Office of Student Teaching and Professional Education Services. Collaboration with the area school district E3 initiative provides pre-service teachers the opportunity to develop technology skills as they relate to teaching and learning. This collaborative project
equips candidates with skills necessary to integrate the use of instructional technology (e.g. Promethean Interactive whiteboard technology boards) into daily lessons.

Student Learning: During student teaching, candidates must complete the PBC Secondary 6-12 Teacher Candidate Work Sample by selecting a unit of instruction, administering a pre/post assessment on that unit of instruction, and analyzing the student performance results.
This analysis requires candidates to compare the pre/post results and calculate the difference in student performance. Candidates further use the data for re-teaching purposes within their assigned classrooms. Information from this assessment is used by program faculty to
develop student teaching seminars and course-embedded workshops to support candidates in the creation of future work samples.

2017-2018:
Domains 3 and 5 exhibit areas of weakness. These areas are being addressed in the program redesign.

2018-2019:
The Praxis Content and PLT exams both had 100% pass rate on the first attempt. FEE scores have improved in the past year.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
The EPP created a minor for secondary education content areas to feed into the PBC program to boost enrollment. EPAC faculty were updated on the minor opportunities and encouraged to promote minors in content areas within their colleges.

4 Program Highlights from the Reporting Year

2015-2016:
All PBC secondary candidates work with one advisory that is able to support their program requirements, build relationships with candidates and strengthen support and program clarity. Some PBC candidates are interested in obtaining a Practitioner License (PL2) and this
advisor is able to direct this multi-year process with DEP licensure specialist.

2016-2017:

The Department of Education Professions PBC Secondary 6-12 Program continues to enhance course development with the alignment of required elements, as well as implement new and enhanced learning experiences for the candidates. For example, the department
implemented a Co-teaching model and professional development for PBC Secondary 6-12 teacher candidates in conjunction with the local school system. Teacher candidates, cooperating teachers, university professors (the pool of which has been strengthened in the
Department of Education professions), and university supervisor's work together to build a co-teaching relationship for the teacher candidate’s student teaching experience. The goal of the Co-teaching model and professional development is to improve the student teaching
experience in order to further the success of our students during their final semester. McNeese faculty and CPSB teachers come together to provide professional development and serve as mentors for student teacher candidates in the Believe and Prepare Collaboration. This
collaboration instills the Co-Teaching Model.

2017-2018:
67% of PBC/Practitioner teacher candidates are graduating within two years.

2018-2019:
Overall, PBC Secondary candidates are performing well in our program, meeting or exceeding benchmark in the FEE, TCWS, Praxis, and PLT. This would be great information to use to promote the program.

2019-2020:

2020-2021.:
There are currently four candidates enrolled in a secondary education minor who could potentially feed into the PBC Secondary program to complete and earn certification after graduation.

5 Program Mission

The purpose of the Post Baccalaureate Secondary certificates in 6-12 is to prepare candidates for successful entry into education as school teachers by providing opportunities for developing expertise in content knowledge, teaching methods and strategies, communication
skills, behavior management, and the professional dispositions that will enable completers of the program to succeed as teachers within 6-12 grade levels.

6 Institutional Mission Reference
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The PBC in Secondary Education supports McNeese State University’s fundamental mission to provide successful education of students and services to the employers and communities in its region. The PBC in Secondary Education program prepares students to fulfill their

roles in the teaching profession in grades 6-12 and contribute to the cultural and intellectual advancement of the citizens of Louisiana.

7 Assessment and Benchmark Enrollment, Completion, Recruitment, and Retention

Assessment: Enroliment, Completion, Recruitment, and Retention

Track levels of student enrollment, retention, and completion. Active recruitment efforts within the community specific to your program.

CAEP Standard 3

Assessment: Completer Matriculation Rates.
7.1 Benchmark: The EPP has set a goal to increase enrollment by 7% across programs each year from fall 2017 to fall 2021 to coincide with the MSU Strategic Plan goal concerning enrollment and recruitment.

7.2 Benchmark: Create and monitor candidate progress throughout the program. A minimum of 90% of candidates should complete the PBC program in Secondary Education within two years of being accepted into the program (499 packet).

External Outcomes Links

7.1 Data Enrollment and Completers

Enrollment and Completer Data:

All PBC Secondary Education Programs:

# of students officially
. . : # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year Program enrolled in program with fall semester Spring semester completers
an EDUC 499 packet pring P
2015-2016 17 9
2016-2017 5 1 2 3
PBC 5 1 2 3
2017-2018 —
Practitioner 2 0 2 2
2018-2019 PBC 6 0 3 3
2019-2020 PBC 2 0 2
2020-2021 PBC 1 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Agriculture PBC:
. # of stuplents off|C|aII_y # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 1 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Biology PBC/Practitioner:
. #of students off|C|aIIy # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 4 3
2016-2017 2 1
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Business PBC:
. # of students ofﬁmall_y # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 3 2
2016-2017 0 0
2017-2018 1 1
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2018-2019 1 0 0
2019-2020
2020-2021 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Chemistry PBC/Practitioner:
. # of stugjents off|0|all_y # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Chinese PBC:
. # of students ofﬁmall_y # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, English PBC/Practitioner:
, # of students officially # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year Program enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester comoleters
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 2 0
2016-2017 1 1
PBC 2 0 1 1
2017-2018 —
Practitioner 1 0 1 1
2018-2019 PBC 4 0 2 2
2019-2020 PBC 1 0 1
2020-2021 PBC 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Environmental Science PBC:
. # of stuglents off|C|aII_y # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, French PBC/Practitioner:
. # of stu;lents off|CIaIIy # of completers # of completers Total # of
Academic Year Program enrolled in program with fall semester spring semester completers
an EDUC 599 packet pring P
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
PBC 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 —
Practitioner 1 0 1 1
2018-2019 PBC 0 0 0 0
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Secondary Education Grades 6-12, General Science PBC/Practitioner:

# of students officially

Academic Year enrolled in program with #fgﬂ Cg:;ﬂg:rrs f O.f completers Total # of
an EDUC 599 packet pring semester completers
2015-2016 2 1
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education, Grades 6-12, Mathematics PBC/Practitioner:
Academic Year eﬁrgfllzgu?neg:zg;fgr?ﬁui%h # of completers # qf completers Total # of
an EDUC 599 packet fall semester spring semester completers
2015-2016 2 2
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 1 0 1 1
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Physics Practitioner:
Academic Year eﬁrgf”:;u?neg:;;fggﬂ%h # of completers # o_f completers Total # of
an EDUC 599 packet fall semester spring semester completers
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0 0
2020-2021 0 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Social Studies PBC/Practitioner:
Academic Year eﬁrgfllzgu?negig;fgﬂil\:i){h #fof completers # o_f completers Total # of
an EDUC 599 packet all semester spring semester completers
2015-2016 4 1
2016-2017 2 2
2017-2018 1 1 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0
2019-2020 0 0 0
2020-2021 1 0 0 0
Secondary Education Grades 6-12, Spanish PBC/Practitioner:
Academic Year eﬁrgrlztclu?neg:zgrfgrﬂ%ui%h # of completers # qf completers Total # of
an EDUC 599 packet fall semester spring semester completers
2015-2016 0 0 0 0
2016-2017 0 0 0 0
2017-2018 0 0 0 0
2018-2019 0 0 0 0

7.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:

Enrollment has been maintained at the same level for three years. Continue to maintain enrollments through current recruitment efforts.
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2016-2017:

Enrollment increased from 2014 to 2016, then decreased again in 2017. The amount of completers followed a similar pattern. A recruitment committee has been formed to assess this data and review the five year recruitment plan. Also, the Pinnacle Award was Granted to
support a ‘Geaux Teach’ Day in which local high school students are invited to McNeese’s campus to participate in teaching sessions. The goal of this event is to encourage high school student enroliment into the Department of Education Professions. Lastly, the Department
of Education Professions is currently setting up a Facebook page in order to have a social media presence to encourage.

PBC Secondary 6-12 faculty schedule regular meetings to discuss CAEP requirements and plan recruitment activities in fall 2017 and spring 2018. Regular meetings stimulate ideas about recruitment programs designed to pique interest in, and instill confidence in, the EPP
at McNeese. The individual programs housed in the content colleges launch, and participate in, recruitment activities as well throughout the year that include parents/families of candidates — i.e. Cowboy Q&A day/McNeese Preview Day.

2017-2018:
Analysis of Data: The benchmark was not met. There has been a decline in completers since 2015-2016 data cycle. Total numbers of completers has declined since 2015-2016 data cycle (N=9); however, has averaged since then at 4.5 completers.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal of 2018-2019 is to collaborate with General Studies faculty to contact graduating senior about the PBC opportunities as well as to collaborate with McNeese State University Office of Admissions to contact 100% of applicants
indicating interest in the PBC program.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: A recommendation is that the Recruitment Committee document two in-service and job fairs attended with information on the PBC programs. It is also recommended that a goal of 10 potential PBC
students’ information be collected on sign-in sheets at these events.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
There was a 14% decrease in enroliment from 2017-2018 to 2018-2019.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal for 2019-2020 is to promote the PBC program via social media and recruiting events.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® The department will have the presence of faculty or staff members at the TNT conference and Calcasieu Job Fair
® The programs will be promoted via departmental social media sites.
® Faculty will visit with graduates from other disciplines at Grad Fest to encourage them to enter a PBC program for teacher education.
® Minors are being created in education that will feed into the PBC programs.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

The benchmark was not met. Since the 2015-2016 academic year, enrollment in the PBC Secondary Education programs has substantially decreased through the years. The largest enrolliment number of candidates since 2015-2016 has been 17 and the lowest enroliment
was during the 2020-2021 academic year with only one candidate enrolled in the program with an EDUC 499 packet. The PBC will have an increase in enrollment for the 2021-2022 academic year as a result of recruitment efforts by the education faculty throughout the year.
Moving forward, the EPP faculty will document attending at least two recruitment events/opportunities for the PBC Secondary Education programs. This may include events such as the TNT Conference, Lake Charles Job Fair, and grad fest. Advisors will also continue to
promote the minor programs and encourage candidates to complete the PBC program immediately after completing their baccalaureate programs.

7.2 Data Completer Matriculation Rates
Completer Matriculation Rates:

Accepted 1-2 3 4 5
Cohort into Dropped Earned .
Program . Years Years Years Years State . Still
Academic program from Different
Type Year with 599 to to to to universit Completer Degree Enrolled
Grad Grad Grad Grad y
Packet
N=4 N=2
2013-2014 6 67% 33%
N=2 N=1 N=1
PBC SEC ALL | 20MPOT 4 50% 25% 25%
2015-2016
N=3 N=1 N=2
2016-2017 6 50% 17% 33%
2013-2014 —
2014-2015 —
PBC SEC
Agriculture 2015-2016
N=1
2016-2017 1 100%
N=2
2013-2014 2 100%
. N=1
PBC SEC Biology | 2014-2015 1 100%
2015-2016
2016-2017 —
N=1
2013-2014 1 100%
PBC SEC 2014-2015 —
Business
2015-2016
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2017-2018:
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2016-2017
N=1
2013-2014 100%
PBC SEC 2014-2015
Chemistry
2015-2016
2016-2017
2013-2014
N=1
_ 2014-2015 100%
PBC SEC English
2015-2016
N=1 N=1 N=1
2016-2017 330 33% 33%
2013-2014
PBC SEC 2014-2015
Environmental
Science 2015-2016
2016-2017
2013-2014
PBC SEC 2014-2015
General Science 2015-2016
2016-2017
2013-2014
PBC SEC 2014-2015
Mathematics 2015-2016
2016-2017
2013-2014
) 2014-2015
PBC SEC Physics
2015-2016
2016-2017
N=2
2013-2014 100%
. N=1 N=1
PBC SEC Social | 2014-2015 50% 50%
Studies
2015-2016
N=1
2016-2017 100%

Analysis of Data: The benchmark was met by students in all secondary content areas with the exception of PBC Sec Social Studies. All PBC Sec Social Studies students dropped from the university (N=2); whereas, all PBC Biology, Business, and Chemistry students met the

departmental benchmark and completed their programs within 1-2 years (N=4).

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to identify reasons students are dropping from the University and determine intervention activities.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: The most beneficial action the department can take is to develop a survey for students who wish to drop from the University. The survey information gathered on these students, in addition to
reviewing teacher candidate credentials upon admission, can aid in providing additional resources or support to these students in the future.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:

The benchmark was not met. Only 50% of the candidates (n=4) completed the program within two years of official admission into the program (EDUC 499).

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal of 2019-2020 is to have a mid-term meeting to check the progress of students within the program to identify candidates in need of additional academic support and resources to complete the program.

Recommendation for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® PBC Secondary faculty and advisors will meet at midterm each semester to voice any concerns with the candidates in the program.
® Faculty and advisors will follow up with candidates determined to be "at risk" and will provide additional academic support and resources for success.

2019-2020:
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2020-2021:
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The benchmark was not met since 50% of the candidates accepted into the program in the 2016-2017 cohort either took longer than two years to complete the program or dropped from the university before completing the program. As was done in 2020-2021, the EPP

faculty will continue to meet at midterm to discuss any at risk candidates that need specific attention and additional academic support to complete the program. PBC faculty will also advise candidates to follow the course sequence for a more equitable distribution of
coursework to increase chances of success for candidates. EPP faculty will also work to better understand the reason candidates are dropping from the program in order to deter candidates from dropping and increase completion rates.

8 Assessment and Benchmark Curriculum Development
Assessment: Curriculum Development

Provide a comprehensive curriculum that reflects disciplinary foundations and remains responsive to contemporary developments, student and workforce demand, and university needs and aspirations.

Curriculum alignment includes:
® InTASC standards

Program standards

Year-long residency

Louisiana Components of Effective Teaching

Louisiana Teacher Preparation Competencies
® Louisiana Student Standards

CAEP Standard 2

Benchmark: All program faculty will meet at least twice an academic year to discuss curriculum changes/implementations, assessment data, and progress monitoring of action plans.

External Outcomes Links

8.1 Data

2015-2016:

Spring 2015:
® February 20, 2015 - CLASS consulting with CPSB
® May 11, 2015 - DEP Faculty Meeting — Master Plan 10:30-12:30
®* May 13, 2015 - Master Plan 10:30-12:00

Fall 2015:
® August 18, 2015 - BCOE Meeting 1:00
® August 19, 2015 - DEP Meeting 9:00-10:00
® QOctober 8, 2015 - Turnitin Plagiarism 3:00-4:00

Spring 2016:
® January 12, 2016 - QEP with Dr. John Gardner 9:30-5:00
® January 13, 2016 - QEP 9:45-12:00

- DEP Faculty meeting (General Information) 2:00-4:30

® January 29, 2016 - DEP Faculty Meeting ( CAEP) 10:00-12:30
® February 17, 2016 - QEP Focus Group 12:30-2:00
- CAEP Meeting 3:00-4:00
February 18, 2016 - CPSB - Believe and Prepare
February 19, 2016 - CPSB - Believe and Prepare
March 17, 2016 - CAEP Meeting
March 21, 2016 - CPSB - Believe and Prepare (Presenters)
April 18, 2016 - CAEP Meeting
May 16, 2016 - DEP Workshop/SPA
May 17, 2016 - DEP workshop/SPA
May 26, 2016 - CAEP Webinar 3:00

2016-2017:
Meeting #1: December 2016
Topic: Alignment of course major assessments across programs.

Instructors present: King, Ogea, Fetter, Broussard, Williams, White, Scott-McLemore, SeSalem, Garner, Fontenot, Chaumont, Wallace, Anthony, Duhon, Zhang
Discussion: Creation of Scope and sequence of major assessments including but not limited to FEE, Lesson planning, TCWS, Case Study, and Praxis data.

Meeting #2: May, 2017

Topic: Alignment of Louisiana Teacher Preparation Competencies across program
Instructors present: King, Ogea, Fetter, Broussard, Williams, White, Scott-McLemore, SeSalem, Garner, Fontenot, Chaumont, Wallace, Anthony, Duhon, Zhang
Discussion: discussion of Louisiana Teacher Preparation Competencies across program within each course.

2017-2018:
Data table is attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.

2019-2020:
2020-2021:

June 24, 2020: 8:00am-12:00pm DEP Faculty
Major assessments for all programs
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August 4, 2020: 9:00am-11:30am DEP Faculty
Class Measures Rubric

August 6, 2020: 8:30am-11:00am DEP Faculty
POP Cycle with Quality Feedback

August 13, 2020: 9:00-11:00 am DEP Faculty
Field Experiences, Internship, Practicum Expectations

January 25, 2021: 4:00-5:30pm Mentor Teachers, University Supervisors, DEP Faculty
Expectation of Student Teaching/Residency and Evaluations

Artifacts
PBC_Secondary_Curriculum Development_17-18 [PDF 97 KB SEP 23, 2018]

Secondary Education Curriculum Development [PDF 84 KB MAR 9, 2020]

8.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:

Department of Education Professions is up for CAEP site visit in spring 2017; therefore, faculty have been meeting in preparation.

Program faculty meets at regular intervals throughout the year to discuss advising methods and program implementation.

Program Faculty will continue to collaborate with local districts to strengthen our program and prepare our teacher candidates to fully meet district needs.

2016-2017:
Action/Outcome of meeting #1: Working draft of Louisiana Competencies implementation throughout program coursework:
PBC General Competencies Outlined as follows:
1. FEE: EDUC 204, 316, 409, 410, 420
2. Content Information: Student Teaching; Want to add the content page to the FEEs used in observations
C.1 EDUC 216: SEED Questions; EDUC 416: Lesson Plan; EDUC 316: Assessment Analysis; EDUC 410: TCWS- Assessment Piece; SPED 443
C.2 EDUC 316: Assessment Analysis; EDUC 416: Informal Assessments (Pre-Mid-Post); EDUC 336; SPED 452
C.3 EDUC 316: Peer Observation, Mentor Teacher Observation, MSU Observation; EDUC 410: Peer Observation, Mentor Teacher Observation, MSU Observation; EDUC 409: Peer Observation, Mentor Teacher Observation, MSU Observation; EDUC 420: Mentor Teacher
Observation and MSU Observation
D. EDUC 204: Community Map; SPED 424; EDUC 204: In Class Group Activity: Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act; EDUC 202: Test Questions
EDUC 203
EDUC 204: FEE
EDUC 409: Teacher Candidate Work Sample
EDUC 410: Teacher Candidate Work Sample
EDUC 419: Learning Centers
SPED 424
G. SPED 443; EDUC 316: Lesson Plan (2); EDUC 409: Lesson Plan; EDUC 410: Lesson Plan (2); EDUC 420: Lesson Plan; EDUC 204: Lesson Plan
EDUC 410: Teacher Candidate Work Sample- Prove an alignment to standards
Student Teaching
EDUC 336
SPED 424
SPED 452

Action/Outcome of meeting #2: Scope and Sequence was created for the PBC Secondary 6-12 program that aligned all major assessments throughout program for implementation, collection, and data analysis.
Professors complete chart for each course taught that is within PBC initial certification program. Course charts uploaded in Moodle, in BCoE.
Professors enter GPA data digitally on the template provided in Google Drive. Demonstration follows on how to find the means of the data and discuss trends and information that can be obtained from the data.

2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: The departmental benchmark of meeting twice an academic year to discuss curriculum changes/implementations, assessment data, and progress monitoring of action plans was accomplished.

The PBC program faculty met January 9th, 2018 to outline major assessments throughout the program. The program assessments were outlined on a chart in order to visualize the scope and sequence of our assessments. Additionally, the faculty met February 28, 2018 to
discuss assessment data and to obtain curriculum redesign information.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 will be to implement curriculum changes to the PBC Secondary program.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Curriculum redesign for the PBC Secondary Programs adopted for the 2019-20 academic year.

2018-2019:
Secondary education and content faculty met multiple times throughout the 18-19 AY to solidify the course sequences and curriculum for the PBC Secondary programs. EPAC meetings and other secondary meetings included both undergraduate and PBC coursework
redesign. All PBC Secondary programs will be moving completely online in the upcoming year.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

The benchmark was met as there were multiple opportunities for professional development and program/coursework improvement discussions. EPP faculty attended virtual DEP meetings throughout the fall 2020 and spring 2021 semesters to discuss ongoing matters
including those related to curricula and assessment. Additionally, virtual professional development opportunities provided insight to improving instructional practices in coursework. Due to the circumstances of the hurricanes and COVID, some meetings covered field
observations and student teaching opportunities for candidates. For the 2021-2022 academic year, PBC Elementary faculty will continue to attend professional development opportunities and at least two meetings per year to discuss curriculum, assessment data, and the
status of action plans.

9 Assessment and Benchmark Praxis Content Exam
Assessment: Praxis Content Exam.


documents/14314.pdf
documents/14275.pdf
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Louisiana Teacher General Competency B:

The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.
INTASC standards included: 4

9.1 Benchmark: A minimum of 80% of graduates will pass the Praxis content exam on the first attempt.
9.2 Benchmark: Candidates will scores a minimum of 70% correct in each sub-category on the Praxis Content exam specific to their subject area.

Program Outcomes Links

LTGCB

The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.

External Outcomes Links

9.1 Data
PBC Secondary Education - Praxis Content Exam:
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
All PBC Secondary Content 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 3 2 1 3 1 4
Combined 0
pPass st | 15006 | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 75%
attempt
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
All PBC Secondary Content 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 3 0 0
Combined 0
0% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Agriculture 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1
Mean 158
Range 158
#5701 overall o
0% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/intern 100%
#5701 breakdown: Number
Agriculture Mean
Systems Range
_ Mean 15
Animal Systems
Range 15
. Mean 4
Food Science
Range
Environmental & Mean 12
Natural Resources Range 12
Mean 11
Plant Systems
Range 11
Power & Mean 13
Technical Systems Range 13
. Mean 10
Leadership
Range 10
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Agriculture 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range

% Pass 1st
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#5701 overall

attempt

% Pass prior
to ST/intern

#5701 breakdown: Number
Agriculture Mean
Systems Range
. Mean
Animal Systems
Range
) Mean
Food Science
Range
Environmental & Mean
Natural Resources Range
Mean
Plant Systems
Range
Power & Mean
Technical Systems Range
. Mean
Leadership
Range
Biolo Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
24 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1 2 1 0 0 0
Mean 163 154 153
Range 163 154 153
#5235 overall o
% correct o 0 o
(120) 100% 100% 100%
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5235 breakdown: Number
Nature of Science: Mean
Scientific Inquiry, Range

Methodology,
Techniques, and History

% correct

(17)
Mean
Molecular and Range
Cellular Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Genetics and Range
Evolution % correct
(24)
Mean
Diversity of Life Range

and Organismal

Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Ecology: Organisms Range

and Environments

% correct

(19)
Mean
Science, Technology,
and Social Range
Perspectives % correct

(12)
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Biolo Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
9y 2018 2019 2019 2020 2020 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range
#5235 overall % correct
(120)
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5235 breakdown: Number
Nature of Science: Mean
Scientific Inquiry, Range
Methodology, o
. . 6 correct
Techniques, and History 17)
Mean
Molecular and Range
Cellular Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Genetics and Range
Evolution % correct
(24)
Mean
Diversity of Life Range
and Organismal 9
Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Ecology: Organisms Range
and Environments % correct
(19)
Mean
Science, Technology,
and Social Range
Perspectives % correct
(12)
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Business 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1 1 1
Mean 154 620 176
Range 154 620 176
#5101 overall o
% Pass st 1 96006 | 100% 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/intern 100%
#5101 breakdown: Number
Accounting & Mean
Finance Range
Communication & Mean 14
Career Development Range 14
. Mean
Economics
Range
. Mean
Entrepreneurship
Range
Information Mean 13
Technology Range 13
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Law & International Mean 8
Business Range 8
Marketing & Mean 6
Management Range 6
Professional Mean 8
Business Education Range 8
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Business 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range
#5101 overall % Pass 1st
attempt
% Pass prior
to ST/intern
#5101 breakdown: Number
Accounting & Mean
Finance Range
Communication & Mean
Career Development Range
. Mean
Economics
Range
) Mean
Entrepreneurship
Range
Information Mean
Technology Range
Law & International Mean
Business Range
Marketing & Mean
Management Range
Professional Mean
Business Education Range
Enalish Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
9 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
#5041/5039 overall Number 1
Number
Mean
#5041 overall Range
% Pass 1st
attempt
Number
#5041 breakdown: Range
Mean
Literature & Mean
Understanding
Text Range
Language & Mean
LinguiStiCS Range
Composition & Mean
RhetOI’iC Range
Number 1 2
Mean 169 180
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#5039 overall Range 169 178-182

% Pass 1st
attempt

Number 1 1

Mean 169 178
#5039 breakdown: Range 169 178

100% 50%

% correct
(122)

Mean 30 33
Range 30 33

% correct
(41)

Mean 23 23

Language Use Range 23 23
and Vocabulary

100% 74%

Reading

80%

% correct
(28)

Mean 26 24

Writing, Speaking, Range 26 24
Listening

82%

% correct
(41)

Mean 10

Constructed Range 10
Response

59%

% correct

0
(12) 83%

Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2018 2019 2019 2020 2020 2021

#5041/5039 overall Number 0 2 0 0
Number 2

Mean 174
#5041 overall Range 174

English

% Pass 1st

0,
attempt 100%

Number
#5041 breakdown: Range
Mean

Literature & Mean

Understanding
Text Range

Language & Mean
Linguistics Range

Composition & Mean
RhetoriC Range

Number

Mean
#5039 overall Range

% Pass 1st
attempt

Number 1

Mean 174
#5039 breakdown: Range 174

% correct
(122)

Mean 35
Range 35

75%

Reading

% correct
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(41) 85%
Mean 22
Language Use Range 22
and Vocabulary % correct
79%
(28)
Mean 27
Writing, Speaking, Range 27
Listening Y
% correct 0
(41) 68%
Mean
Constructed Range
Response Y
% correct 0
(12) 67%
French Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
Number 1
Mean 179
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
#5174 breakdown: Number
Mean
Interpretive Mode: Range
Listening % correct
(30)
Mean
Interpretive Mode: Range
Reading % correct
(30)
Mean
Cultural Range
Knowledge % correct
(15)
Mean
Interpersonal and Range
Presentational 9
Writing % correct
(3)
Mean
Presentational
Range
and Interpersonal
Speaking % correct
(3)
Math* Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2018 2019 2019 2020 2020 2021
Number 0 1 0 0
Mean 174
#5062/5161 overall Range 174
% correct 100%
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
#5161 breakdown: Number 1
Number and Quantity, Mean 30
Algebra, Functions, Range 30
and Calculus % correct 88%
Geometry, Probability Mean 13
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and Statistics, Range 13
and Discrete
Mathematics % correct 81%

*No data for Fall 2015-Spring 2018.

. . Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Social Studies 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1 2 1
Mean 164 157 187
#5086 overall Range 164 153-161 | 187
0
% Pass Ist |4 a9, 100% | 100%
attempt
#5086 breakdown: Number 1 1
United States Mean 13 14
History Range 13 14
. Mean 9 15
World History
Range 9 15
Government/ Mean 14 12
Civics Range 14 12
. Mean 9
Economics
Range 9
G h Mean 11 8
eogra
graphy Range 11 8
Behavioral Mean 6
Sciences Range 6
Number 1
0083 overall Mean 153
Range 153
. . Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Social Studies 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
#5086 overall Range
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5086 breakdown: Number
United States Mean
History Range
) Mean
World History
Range
Government/ Mean
Civics Range
. Mean
Economics
Range
Mean
Geography
Range
Behavioral Mean
Sciences Range
Number
0083 overall Mean
Range

9.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement
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2015-2016:

As stated in the first column all candidates must pass the content exam in order to be accepted into the secondary PBC program.

The PBC Biology data table shows that a total of three candidates took the exam in fall 2015 and spring 2016 and all three passed the exam on the first attempt.

There was one PBC Business candidate who took the exam in 2015 (#5101) and they passed it on the first attempt. Likewise, the candidate who took exam #100 in 2016 passed it on the first attempt as well. The testing number changed due to Louisiana Department of
Education mandates.

For PBC Social Studies, one candidate passed the exam on the first attempt in fall 2015. No attempts recorded in 2016.

Low numbers in testers for all PBC content areas do not allow for a deeper analysis of data such as mean and range.

ETS only reports subscores for two years.

2016-2017:

This chart shows that all PBC Secondary 6-12 programs from Fall 2015 through to Spring 2017 indicated a 100% pass rate on the first attempt of the Praxis content.

Data reported on this assessment reflect performance of candidates in this program demonstrated knowledge of the content associated with 6-12 programs.

All professors in the content colleges continue to be encouraged to send a representative to take the Praxis exam in order to stay abreast of, and effectively address, components of exam.

2017-2018:
Analysis of Data: Overall, the passing rate in the secondary content areas fell below benchmark at 75% pass rate on the first Praxis attempt. Business and French had a 100% first time pass rate; however, the English PBC students fell below benchmark at 50% passing rate
on first Praxis attempt. The English PBC teacher candidate pass rate on the Praxis first attempt brought the overall pass rate of PCB content areas below benchmark to 75%.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to set one meeting with content area faculty across campus in order to share Praxis data and facilitate discussion of learning outcomes within coursework as related to the Praxis content area exams.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: It is recommended that the department hold one meeting with content area faculty that specifically address Praxis reporting and areas of improvement in order to identify if course contents adequately
address Praxis material. It is also recommended that the department review the areas of weakness within the Praxis content exam during curriculum redesign meetings as well as during syllabi objective revisions.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark for proficiency was met. 100% of students in the PBC program passed the Praxis on their first attempt.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal will remain as having 80% of graduates passing the Praxis content exam on the first attempt.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® The Burton College of Education will offer Praxis workshops and have study guide materials available for candidates preparing to sit for the exam in content areas.
® All content areas will be asked to create a Praxis content workshop to be offered at least once each semester.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The goal will remain as having 80% of completers passing the Praxis content exam on the first attempt. The EPP will provide a written list of Praxis resources for all candidates
during their first advising session. Additionally, faculty in the content colleges have been offered the opportunity to be reimbursed to take the Praxis content exam and also receive compensation to create and administer content workshops for candidates. COVID 19 and
hurricanes Delta and Laura interrupted these plans, but there will be a push to get these workshops in place during the 2021-2022 academic year.

9.2 Data
PBC Secondary Education - Praxis Content Exam:
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
All PBC Secondary Content 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 3 2 1 3 1 4
Combined 0
pPassIst | 15006 | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 75%
attempt
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
All PBC Secondary Content 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 3 0 0
Combined 0
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Agriculture 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1
Mean 158
Range 158
#5701 overall o
0% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/intern 100%
#5701 breakdown: Number
Mean

Agriculture
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Systems Range 7
) Mean 15
Animal Systems
Range 15
i Mean
Food Science
Range
Environmental & Mean 12
Natural Resources Range 12
Mean 11
Plant Systems
Range 11
Power & Mean 13
Technical Systems Range 13
. Mean 10
Leadership
Range 10
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Agriculture 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range
#5701 overall % Pass 1st
attempt
% Pass prior
to ST/intern
#5701 breakdown: Number
Agriculture Mean
Systems Range
_ Mean
Animal Systems
Range
i Mean
Food Science
Range
Environmental & Mean
Natural Resources Range
Mean
Plant Systems
Range
Power & Mean
Technical Systems Range
. Mean
Leadership
Range
Biolo Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
oy 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1 2 1 0 0 0
Mean 163 154 153
Range 163 154 153
#5235 overall o
% correct o o o
(120) 100% 100% 100%
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5235 breakdown: Number
Nature of Science: Mean
Scientific Inquiry, Range

Methodology,
Techniques, and History

% correct
(17)

Mean
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Molecular and Range
Cellular Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Genetics and Range
Evolution % correct
(24)
Mean
Diversity of Life Range
and Organismal 9
Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Ecology: Organisms Range
and Environments % correct
(19)
Mean
Science, Technology,
and Social Range
Perspectives % correct
(12)
Biolo Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
9y 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range
#5235 overall % correct
(120)
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5235 breakdown: Number
Nature of Science: Mean
Scientific Inquiry, Range
T hMethodoIodgﬁ_ ¢ % correct
echniques, and History 17)
Mean
Molecular and Range
Cellular Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Genetics and Range
Evolution % correct
(24)
Mean
Diversity of Life Range
and Organismal 9
Biology % correct
(24)
Mean
Ecology: Organisms Range
and Environments % correct
(19)
Mean
Science, Technology,
and Social Range
Perspectives % correct
(12)
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Business 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
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Number 1 1 1
Mean 154 620 176
Range 154 620 176
#5101 overall o
% Pass Ist 196006 | 100% 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/intern 100%
#5101 breakdown: Number
Accounting & Mean
Finance Range
Communication & Mean 14
Career Development Range 14
. Mean
Economics
Range
. Mean
Entrepreneurship
Range
Information Mean 13
Technology Range 13
Law & International Mean 8
Business Range 8
Marketing & Mean 6
Management Range 6
Professional Mean 8
Business Education Range 8
. Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Business 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Range
#5101 overall % Pass 1st
attempt
% Pass prior
to ST/intern
#5101 breakdown: Number
Accounting & Mean
Finance Range
Communication & Mean
Career Development Range
. Mean
Economics
Range
. Mean
Entrepreneurship
Range
Information Mean
Technology Range
Law & International Mean
Business Range
Marketing & Mean
Management Range
Professionall Mean
Business Education Range
Enalish Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
9 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
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#5041/5039 overall Number 1
Number
Mean
#5041 overall Range
% Pass 1st
attempt
Number
#5041 breakdown: Range
Mean
Literature & Mean
Understanding
Text Range
Language & Mean
LinguistiCS Range
Composition & Mean
RhetoriC Range
Number 1 2
Mean 169 180
#5039 overall Range 169 178-182
% Pass 1st 100% 50%
attempt
Number 1 1
Mean 169 178
#5039 breakdown: Range 169 178
% correct o o
(122) 100% 74%
Mean 30 33
Reading Range 30 33
% correct )
(41) 80%
Mean 23 23
Language Use Range 23 23
and Vocabulary o
% correct 820
(28)
Mean 26 24
Writing, Speaking, Range 26 24
Listening % correct
0
(41) 59%
Mean 10
Constructed Range 10
Response % correct
0,
(12) 83%
Enalish Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
9 2018 2019 2019 2020 2020 2021
#5041/5039 overall Number 0 2 0 0
Number
Mean
#5041 OVera” Range
% Pass 1st
attempt
Number
#5041 breakdown: Range
Mean
Literature & Mean
Understanding
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Text Range
Language & Mean
Linguistics Range
Composition & Mean
Rhetoric Range
Number 2
Mean 174
#5039 overall Range 174
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
Number 1
Mean 174
#5039 breakdown: Range 174
% correct o
(122) 85%
Mean 35
Reading Range 35
% correct o
(41) 85%
Mean 22
Language Use Range 22
and Vocabulary % correct .y
(28) 9%
Mean 27
Writing, Speaking, Range 27
Listening Y
% correct 0
(41) 68%
Mean
Constructed Range
Response %
% correct 0
(12) 67%
French Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
Number 1
Mean 179
#5174 OVera” Range 179
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt 0
#5174 breakdown: Number
Mean
Interpretive Mode: Range

Listening % correct
(30)
Mean
Interpretive Mode: Range
Reading % correct
(30)
Mean
Cultural Range
Knowledge % correct
(15)
Mean
Interpersonal and Range
Presentational J
ertmg % correct

®)

Page 22 of 46



Xitracs Program Report

Mean
Presentational
Range
and Interpersonal
Speaking % correct
(3)
Math* Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2018 2019 2019 2020 2020 2021
Number 0 1 0 0
Mean 174
#5062/5161 overall Range 174
% correct 100%
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
#5161 breakdown: Number 1
Number and Quantity, Mean 30
Algebra, Functions, Range 30
and Calculus % correct 88%
Geometry, Probability Mean 13
and Statistics,
and Discrete Range 13
Mathematics % correct 81%
*No data for Fall 2015-Spring 2018.
. . Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Social Studies 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017 | 2017 | 2018
Number 1 2 1
Mean 164 157 187
#5086 overall Range 164 153-161 | 187
0,
% Pass Ist |09, 100% | 100%
attempt
#5086 breakdown: Number 1 1
United States Mean 13 14
History Range 13 14
) Mean 15
World History
Range 15
Government/ Mean 14 12
Civics Range 14 12
. Mean 9
Economics
Range 9
G h Mean 11 8
eogral
graphy Range 11 8
Behavioral Mean 6
Sciences Range 6
Number 1
0083 overall Mean 153
Range 153
. . Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
Social Studies 2018 | 2019 | 2019 | 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
#5086 OVera” Range
% Pass 1st
attempt
#5086 breakdown: Number
United States Mean
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History Range
. Mean
World History
Range
Government/ Mean
CiViCS Range
. Mean
Economics
Range
Mean
Geography
Range
Behavioral Mean
Sciences Range
Number
0083 overall Mean
Range

9.2.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2017-2018:
Analysis of Data: Benchmark was met in all sub-categories on the Praxis content areas, with the exception of the English Praxis sub-category: Writing, Speaking, and Listening.
All Praxis content area sub-category scoring met or exceeded the departmental benchmark of 70% or higher, with the exception of the English Praxis sub-category: Writing, Speaking, and Listening (59%).

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to collect and analyze sub-category area data for all teacher candidates that report their Praxis scores.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: It is recommended that sub-category scores are collected from all students that report/submit their Praxis scores with their 599 Packet for the next academic year.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark for proficiency was met in all areas except for the English Praxis sub-categories of Writing, Speaking, Listening (67%) and Constructed Response (68%).

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal is to have all candidates score at the 70% proficiency in all sub-categories.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
The lower sub-category areas in English will be flagged in order to address these lower performing areas in the Praxis workshops.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

There were no completers in the PBC Secondary Education programs during the 2020-2021 academic year, therefore, there is no new data to report. Based on previous data and recommendations for improvement, the EPP will provide a written list of Praxis resources for all
candidates during their first advising session. Additionally, faculty in the content colleges have been offered the opportunity to be reimbursed to take the Praxis content exam and also receive compensation to create and administer content workshops for candidates. COVID
19 and hurricanes Delta and Laura interrupted these plans, but there will be a push to get these workshops in place during the 2021-2022 academic year.

10 Assessment and Benchmark Field Experience Evaluation by Subject Area

Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation by Subject Area.
Louisiana Teacher General Competency B:

The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.
INTASC standards included: 4, 5

10.1 Benchmark: Candidates will score a 3.00 or higher on each component of the FEE rubric for Domains 1-4 in each of the secondary content areas.

10.2 Benchmark: Candidates will score a 3.00 or higher on each element assessed in Domain 5 of the FEE rubric for each content area.

Program Outcomes Links

LTGC B
The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.

External Outcomes Links

10.1 Data
2017-2018:
Data table is attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.
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2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers for the PBC Secondary Education program during the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore, no new data to report.

Artifacts
PBC_Secondary_FEE by Content Area_17-18 [PDF 550 KB SEP 23, 2018]

PBC_Secondary_FEE by Content Area_18-19 [PDF 715 KB OCT 15, 2019]

10.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:
Nearly all components meet the benchmark. Track for several more years to determine if the benchmark is appropriate.

2016-2017:

Benchmark was met on all elements of the Content FEE rubric. The benchmark was set at 3.00 to indicate student level of proficiency on a rigorous rubric. All content colleges will continue to work with the Education Department to closely align their content FEE with specific
standards for accreditation and student success purposes. Additionally, a co-teaching model is nhow being incorporated in an attempt to improve the teaching skills and knowledge of candidates, especially within the planning aspect of teaching. The latest rubric is now also
more rigorous.

2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: Benchmark was met in the majority of component listed on the FEE assessment. However, the following components fell below benchmark during fall 2017: all components under domain 1 and 3, Components 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2.1, 2.2.2, and 2.2.3. In spring
2018, the following components fell below benchmark: 2.1.1, 2.2.2, 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.2.2, 3.3.4.

During the fall 2017 semester, all components that did not meet benchmark specifically fell below benchmark with candidates in the Social Studies PBC program. During the spring 2018 semester, teacher candidates in the French, English, and Business PBC/Practitioner
programs fell below benchmark in FEE components 2.1.1, 2.2.2, 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.2.2, 3.3.4.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share data findings with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner students on weak domains
2and 3.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Identified FEE Domains 2 and 3 weaknesses discussed with PBC and Practitioner program faculty during curriculum redesign meetings during 2018-2019 academic year. Implementation and
teaching of the revised FEE domains throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework in the curriculum redesign.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark was met. The PBC Secondary candidates met or exceeded the benchmark of 3.00 in all areas of the FEE.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal for 2019-2020 is to implement the FEE, which will be assessed by the professor, in all methods courses within the PBC program.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of the Plan for Improvement:
®* The FEE will be implemented in all methods courses and evaluated by the professors (using Swivl if needed) in order to offer students consistent and meaningful feedback for growth and to identify areas for improvement within their teaching at earlier points within the
program.
® Methods instructors will meet once per year to view a sample video, evaluate the teaching video using the FEE, and discuss high quality academic feedback that would be provided.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year in the PBC Secondary Education programs. Therefore, there was no new data to report. The POP Cycle will be implemented for the two observations in each of the internship/residency semesters. Data driven
professional development sessions for the candidates will be delivered each week. Additionally, the EPP faculty will ensure all elements are aligned to INTASC and CAEP standards during the summer 2021 semester.

10.2 Data
2017-2018:
Data table is attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.
Artifacts

PBC_Secondary_FEE by Content Area_17-18 [PDF 550 KB SEP 23, 2018]

PBC_Secondary_FEE by Content Area_18-19 [PDF 715 KB OCT 15, 2019]

10.2.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2016-2017:
For all PBC secondary certification areas (Business, Biology, and Social Studies), the overall average for each element met the standard of 3.00.
In order to ensure university supervisors are evaluating candidates with the same level of rigor, the Field Experience office implemented inter-rater reliability workshops as well as professional development for the university supervisors in May 2016.


documents/14316.pdf
documents/14279.pdf
documents/14284.pdf
documents/14319.pdf
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2017-2018:
Analysis of Data: Proficiency was met in all components within Domain 5 with the exception of 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4 for spring 2018.
All candidates met or exceeded all components under domain 5 with the exception of the teacher candidate within the PBC program. The Business PBC student did not meet benchmark in the following domain 5 components: 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share data findings/analysis with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner students on weak
domains of 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 which are content area specific.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Identified FEE Domains 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 weaknesses discussed with PBC and Practitioner program faculty during curriculum redesign meetings during 2018-2019 academic year. Implementation and
teaching of the revised FEE domains throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework in the curriculum redesign.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark was met. The PBC candidates met or exceeded the benchmark on each element in Domain 5 of the FEE.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The Secondary faculty will share the domain 5 scores with the EPAC committee to address any needs that are noted.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® PBC Secondary faculty will meet to review and revise (if necessary) the elements of Domain 5 to ensure that elements are aligned to current content standards.
* EPAC members will assist in identifying additional coursework, resources, or tutoring sessions that would assist candidates in improving content knowledge.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers in the PBC Secondary Education programs during the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The domain 5 elements will be aligned to current program standards for each content area during the summer 2021 semester to
be implemented in fall 2021. Norming and inter-rater reliability will be established for domain 5 elements.

11 Assessment and Benchmark Lesson Planning

Assessment:

Louisiana Teacher General Competency F:

The teacher candidate differentiates instruction, behavior management techniques, and the learning environment in response to individual student differences in cognitive, socio-emotional, language, and physical development.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency G:

The teacher candidate develops and applies instructional supports and plans for an Individual Education Plan (IEP) or Individualized Accommodation Plan (IAP) to allow a student with exceptionalities developmentally appropriate access to age- or grade-level instruction,
individually and in collaboration with colleagues.

INTASC standards included: 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8.

Benchmark: A minimum of 80% of candidates will score at the Proficiency level (3.00) or higher in each category assessed on the lesson plan.

Program Outcomes Links

LTGCF
The teacher candidate differentiates instruction, behavior management techniques, and the learning environment in response to individual student differences in cognitive, socio-emotional, language, and physical development.

LTGC G
The teacher candidate develops and applies instructional supports and plans for an Individualized Education Plan (IEP) or Individualized Accommodation Plan (IAP) to allow a student with exceptionalities developmentally appropriate access to age- or grade-level instruction,
individually and in collaboration with colleagues.

External Outcomes Links

11.1 Data
2017-2018:
Data tables are attached.

2018-2019:
Data tables are attached.

2019-2020:
2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.
Artifacts
PBC_Secondary_Lesson Plan_17-18 [PDF 108 KB SEP 23, 2018]
PBC_Secondary_Lesson Plan_17-18.2 [PDF 105 KB SEP 23, 2018]
PBC_Secondary_Lesson Plan_18-19.1 [PDF 131 KB OCT 15, 2019]
PBC_Secondary_Lesson Plan_18-19.2 [PDF 155 KB OCT 15, 2019]

PBC_Secondary_Lesson Plan_Previous Data [PDF 631 KB SEP 23, 2018]

11.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement


documents/14287.pdf
documents/14288.pdf
documents/14293.pdf
documents/14294.pdf
documents/14289.pdf
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2015-2016:

For PBC Business and Social Studies the sample number is low and the data set is relative to a single student. Therefore, this analysis uses the largest sample, which is PBC Biology, spring 2016 with three candidates. This is not the most accurate analysis but given the low
numbers we believe this can provide insight about how to make some improvements.

For PBC Biology the mean data for Spring 2016 indicates candidates are lowest in the areas of “Essential Question” (2) ,“Student Outcomes” (1.33), “Content Standards” (2.67), “Technology” (2), “Educational Materials” (2.33), “Hook” (2), “Model, Guided...” (2.67), and
“Formative/Summative Assessment” (2.67). The above indicators are areas that require improvement and will be addressed in secondary methods courses and the candidates’ student teaching. Strengthening lesson planning earlier is important and there is a one hour
course that focuses on lesson planning fundamentals. This course is not part of the degree plan for the PBC candidates: however, elements of this course should be examined and woven into other courses with PBC candidates, for examples, 402-405 and 412. Also, the
lesson planning expectations should be revisited with university supervisors and partner school faculty to ensure inter-rater reliability.

2016-2017:

Candidate scores consistently did not reach the benchmark of 2.50 for the lesson planning elements - Essential questions, Procedures, Lesson Hook, Pre-Planned Questions, Closure, Relevance and Rationale, Explorations/Extensions, and Differentiation. It is recommended
these vital areas be emphasized more in the Assessment class and in the Methods courses that candidates take, and candidates should have exposure earlier in the Program to specific elements of the Lesson Plan and more often.

Faculty will utilize new lesson plan template with specific content criteria to facilitate lesson planning instruction. Instructors will plan and implement additional strategies to improve scores on all elements with these post-baccalaureate candidates.

2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: Benchmark was met in every component of the Lesson Plan rubric with the exception of Technology; Exploration, Extension, Supplemental; and Accommodations/Differentiation for our English Practitioner teacher candidate and Student Outcomes and
Closure for our Business PCB teacher candidate.

The only components on the Lesson Plan rubric that fell below benchmark within our English Practitioner program was Technology (N=1, M=2); Exploration, Extension, Supplemental (N=1, M=2); and Accommodations/Differentiation (N=1, M=1). In our Business PBC
program, the following components fell below benchmark: Student Outcomes (N=1, M=2) and Closure (N=1, M=2).

Plan for Continuous Improvement: Adopt the new Lesson Plan rubric in PBC and Practitioner programs during the next academic year.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Develop and implement a systematic process to track student performance data from the new Lesson Plan rubric in order to more accurately identify areas of weakness on the Lesson Plan
assessment.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark was met. The PBC candidates averaged a 3.00 or higher on all components of the lesson plan.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal for 2019-2020 will be to implement and utilize the revised Lesson Plan in order to better identify student weakness.

Recommendation for Successful Implementation of the Plan for Improvement:
Faculty will meet to complete inter-rater reliability on the new lesson plan. The new lesson plan will also have two rubric rows to identify if students struggle with relevance and/or rationale, which will help highlight the area(s) candidates struggle with.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:

There were no completers during the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. EDUC 318 was added as a requirement to the PBC Secondary Education programs to provide candidates with a foundation to implement lesson planning throughout their
methods coursework. Faculty will continue to evaluate lesson plan data within their courses at the end of each semester. Each summer semester, faculty make recommendations for edits to the Lesson Plan Template and Rubric based on the analysis of data collected. The
plan is revised and an updated version is put in to place for the following fall semester.

12 Assessment and Benchmark Field Experience Evaluation

Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation Domains 1-4 and Domain 5.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency A:

The teacher candidate demonstrates, at an effective level, the Louisiana Components of Effective Teaching as defined in Bulletin 130 and the Compass Teacher Rubric.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency C2:

The teacher candidate gathers, synthesizes, and analyzes a variety of data from a variety of sources to adapt instructional practices and other professional behaviors to better meet students’ needs.
INTASC standards included: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9.

12.1 Benchmark: Candidates will score a 3.00 or higher on each component in the FEE rubric for Domains 1-4 of the FEE rubric.
12.2 Benchmark: Candidates will score 3.00 or higher on each INTASC standard assessed in the FEE rubric.

12.3 Benchmark: Candidates will score a 3.00 or higher on each element assessed in Domain 5 of the FEE rubric.

Program Outcomes Links

LTGC A
The teacher candidate demonstrates, at an effective level, the Louisiana Components of Effective Teaching as defined in Bulletin 130 and the Compass Teacher Rubric.

LTGC C2
The teacher candidate gathers, synthesizes, and analyzes a variety of data from a variety of sources to adapt instructional practices and other professional behaviors to better meet studentsd€™ needs.

External Outcomes Links

12.1 Data
2017-2018:
Data tables are attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.
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2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.

Artifacts
PBC_Secondary FEE Domains 1-4_17-18 [PDF 95 KB SEP 23, 2018]
PBC_Secondary_FEE Domains 1-4_18-19 [PDF 94 KB OCT 15, 2019]

PBC_Secondary_FEE_Previous Data [PDF 582 KB SEP 23, 2018]

12.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:
Continue to monitor for three years to determine if the benchmark is appropriate. Nearly all areas and components meet the benchmark.

2016-2017:

It is apparent that the candidates had a strong grasp of the content knowledge and demonstrated this during the clinical experience. All FEE Data is pulled from candidates’ final semesters in our program. The mean score of the FEE content knowledge assessment shows
evidence that this was a strong point regarding candidate preparation and background in the subject matter content.

Overall these Post-Baccalaureate candidates were successful in planning a cohesive lesson plan, planning for behavior management, providing for quality of questions, and planning for assessment. Faculty will continue to spend time mentoring these students with this
instrument and understanding of the process as a whole.

2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: Benchmark was met in the majority of component listed on the FEE assessment. However, the following components fell below benchmark during fall 2017: all components under domain 1 and 3, Components 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2.1, 2.2.2, and 2.2.3. In spring
2018, the following components fell below benchmark: 2.1.1, 2.2.2, 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.2.2, 3.3.4.

The following components fell below benchmark during fall 2017: all components under domain 1 and 3 (N= 1, 0% Proficiency), Components 2.1.1 (N=1, M= 2.5), 2.1.2 (N=1, M=2.5), 2.2.1 (N=1, M,=1.75), 2.2.2 (N= 1, M=2.13), and 2.2.3 (N=1, M=2).

In spring 2018, the following components fell below benchmark: 2.1.1 (N=4,M= 3.54), 2.2.2 (N=4, M=3.35), 3.1.1 (N=4, M=2.97), 3.1.2 (N=4, M=3.03), 3.1.3 (N=4, M=3.03), 3.2.2 (N=4, M=3.47), and 3.3.4 (N=4, M=3.04).

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share FEE Domains 1-4 data findings/analysis with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner
students on weak domains.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Identified FEE Domains 1-4 weaknesses discussed with PBC and Practitioner program faculty during curriculum redesign meetings during 2018-2019. Implementation and teaching of the revised FEE
domains throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework in the curriculum redesign.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark was met. The mean score met or exceeded the departmental benchmark on all components of the FEE rubric.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The goal in 2019-2020 will be to incorporate the proficiency percentage as part of the benchmark.

Recommendation for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
Incorporate the proficiency percentage into the benchmark as well as the mean score. This will allow for a more holistic view of student success in each component of the FEE rubric.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year in the PBC Secondary Education programs. Therefore, there was no new data to report. The POP Cycle will be implemented for the two observations in each of the internship/residency semesters. Data driven
professional development sessions for the candidates will be delivered each week. Additionally, the EPP faculty will ensure all elements are aligned to INTASC and CAEP standards during the summer 2021 semester.

12.2 Data
2017-2018:
Data tables are attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.

2019-2020:
2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.
Artifacts
PBC_Secondary_FEE Domains 1-4_17-18 [PDF 95 KB SEP 23, 2018]
PBC_Secondary_FEE Domains 1-4_18-19 [PDF 94 KB OCT 15, 2019]

PBC_Secondary_FEE INTASC_Previous Data [PDF 57 KB SEP 23, 2018]

12.2.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement
2015-2016:


documents/14297.pdf
documents/14298.pdf
documents/14327.pdf
documents/14305.pdf
documents/14306.pdf
documents/14302.pdf
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All four PBC Biology candidates scored above the 3.00 benchmark on all Domain 1: Planning and Preparation elements. The lowest scored area is in the area of “value, sequence, and alignment.” This area also has the lowest score as indicated in the range metric. This
cohort of candidates was likely not beneficiaries of improvements made to the lesson planning process as changes were made when they were near the end of their program.

There were two PBC Business candidates. The fall 2015 candidate received highest marks as she scored 4.00 on each indicator. The spring 2016 candidate did better than the 3.00 benchmark and reported a 3.50 on each indicator. Both candidates reached proficient with all
elements.

The PBC Social Studies candidate scored above the required 3.00 threshold. This candidate’s lowest score was a 3.50 in areas “value, sequence and alignment” and “balance.”

2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: Proficiency was met in the majority of component listed on the FEE assessment. However, the following components fell below benchmark during fall 2017: all components under domain 1 and 3, Components 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2.1, 2.2.2, and 2.2.3. In spring
2018, the following components fell below benchmark: 2.1.1, 2.2.2, 3.1.1, 3.1.2, 3.1.3, 3.2.2, 3.3.4.

The following components fell below benchmark during fall 2017: all components under domain 1 and 3 (N= 1, 0% Proficiency), Components 2.1.1 (N=1, M= 2.5), 2.1.2 (N=1, M=2.5), 2.2.1 (N=1, M,=1.75), 2.2.2 (N= 1, M=2.13), and 2.2.3 (N=1, M=2).

In spring 2018, the following components fell below benchmark: 2.1.1 (N=4,M= 3.54), 2.2.2 (N=4, M=3.35), 3.1.1 (N=4, M=2.97), 3.1.2 (N=4, M=3.03), 3.1.3 (N=4, M=3.03), 3.2.2 (N=4, M=3.47), and 3.3.4 (N=4, M=3.04).

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share data findings/analysis with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner students on weak
domains 1-3.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Identified FEE Domains 1-3 weaknesses discussed with PBC and Practitioner program faculty during curriculum redesign meetings during 2018-2019 academic year. Implementation and teaching of
the revised FEE domains throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework in the curriculum redesign.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The benchmark was met. All InTASC components on the FEE had a mean score of 3.00 or above.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The EPP will host professional development opportunities for University Supervisors, University Professors, Administrators and Mentor Teachers to participate in inter-rater reliability and norming sessions.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
Host at least one opportunity per year for those scoring the FEE to participate in inter-rater reliability and norming sessions.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The POP Cycle will be implemented for the two observations in each of the internship/teacher residency semesters. Data driven professional development sessions for the
candidates will be delivered each week. Additionally, the EPP faculty will review the alignment of the elements to the INTASC standards during summer 2021.

12.3 Data

2017-2018:
Data tables are attached.

2018-2019:
Data table is attached.

2019-2020:
2020-2021:
There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.
Artifacts
PBC_Secondary_FEE Domain 5_18-19 [PDF 83 KB OCT 15, 2019]

PBC_Secondary_FEE Domain 5_Previous Data [PDF 291 KB SEP 23, 2018]

PBC_Secondary_FEE_Domain 5_17-18 [PDF 76 KB SEP 23, 2018]

12.3.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2017-2018:
Analysis of Data: Benchmark was met in all components within Domain 5 with the exception of 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4 for spring 2018.
Benchmark was not met in spring 2018 in the following domain 5 components: 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4. All components listed had a 75% of teacher candidates scoring proficiency.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share data findings with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner students on weak domains
of 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Identified FEE Domain 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 weaknesses discussed with PBC and Practitioner program faculty during curriculum redesign meetings during 2018-2019 academic year. Implementation and
teaching of the revised FEE domains throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework in the curriculum redesign.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
The candidate's (n=1) mean scores on Domain 5 of the FEE rubric ranged from 3.63-4.00 on elements 5.1 through 5.1 to 5.8.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
Mentors, University Supervisors, and Administrators scoring with the FEE instrument will be encouraged to look for opportunities to score candidates on Domain 5 of the FEE rubric.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® Secondary Education faculty will meet to review and revise (if necessary) the elements of Domain 5 to ensure that the elements are aligned to current content standards.


documents/14313.pdf
documents/14312.pdf
documents/14333.pdf
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® Domain 5 of the rubric will be attached to the FEE when given to supervisors for scoring.

2019-2020:

2020-2021:
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There were no completers in the PBC Secondary Education programs during the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The domain 5 elements will be aligned to current content standards for each subject area during the summer of 2021 to be

implemented in fall 2021. Norming and inter-rater reliability will be established for domain 5 elements.

13 Assessment and Benchmark Teacher Candidate Work Sample

Assessment: Teacher Candidate Work Sample.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency H:

The teacher candidate applies knowledge of various types of assessments and their purposes, strengths, and limitations to select, adapt, and modify assessments to accommodate the abilities and needs of students with exceptionalities.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency C1:

The teacher candidate observes and reflects on students’ responses to instruction or identify areas of need and make adjustments to practice.

INTASC standards included: 6

Benchmark: Candidates will score a 3.00 or above on each of the elements of the Teacher Candidate Work Sample rubric.

Program Outcomes Links
LTGC C1

The teacher candidate observes and reflects on students&€™ responses to instruction to identify areas of need and make adjustments to practice.

LTGCH

The teacher candidate applies knowledge of various types of assessments and their purposes, strengths, and limitations to select, adapt, and modify assessments to accommodate the abilities and needs of students with exceptionalities.

External Outcomes Links

13.1 Data
PBC Secondary Education All Content Areas - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:
L Fall . Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2015 Spring 2016 2016 Spring 2017 2017 Spring 2018
Number 9 6 0 8 0 3
Mean 2.9 2.38 3.75 4.00
Choice of Assessment Range 1.00-4.00 1.00-4.00 3.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or 78% 33% 100% 100%
Higher
Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 2.23 2.13 3.75 3.33
Pre-assessment Range 2.00-3.00 1.00-3.00 3.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or 2206 33% 100% 67%
Higher
Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 2.67 25 35 3.00
Post-assessment Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-3.00 2.00-4.00 1.00-4.00
% Proficient or 78% 50% 88% 67%
Higher
Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 2.3 2.25 3.63 3.67
Alignment of Lesson Evidence Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-3.00 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or 33% 33% 100% 100%
Higher
Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 2.77 3.25 3.75 3.33
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range 2.00-3.00 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or 67% 100% 100% 67%
Higher
Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 2.43 3.00 3.75 3.33
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-4.00 3.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or 67% 100% 100% 67%

Higher
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Number 9 6 8 3
Mean 1.2 1.38 3.63 3.67
Response to Interventions Range 1.00-2.00 1.00-4.00 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
5 —
% Proficient or 0% 17% 100% 100%
Higher
- Fall . Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2018 Spring 2019 2019 Spring 2020 2020 Spring 2021
Number 0 3 0 0
Mean 3.33
Choice of Assessment Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Pre-assessment Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or 100%
Higher ?
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Post-assessment Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or 100%
Higher
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Alignment of Lesson Evidence Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
Number 3
Mean 3.33
Response to Interventions Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
PBC Secondary Education Agriculture - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:
. Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2015 Spring 2016 2016 Spring 2017
Number 1 1
) Mean 2.00 4.00
Choice of Assessment
Range 2.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 2.00 4.00
Pre-assessment
Range 2.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
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Number 1 1
Post-assessment Mean 2.00 4.00
Range 2.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
) . Mean 2.00 4.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence
Range 2.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation Mean 4.00 4.00
of Factors Range 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Mean 200 200
Range 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Response to Interventions Mean 100 200
Range 1.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Criteria 2';‘1'13 Spring 2019 2'281”9 Spring 2020 Z'E)aZ”O Spring 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Choice of Assessment Range
% Proficient or
Higher
Number
Mean
Pre-assessment Range
% Proficient or
Higher
Number
Mean
Post-assessment Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Range

% Proficient or

Higher
Number
Mean
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number
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Mean

Response to Interventions

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

PBC Secondary Education Biology - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:

Criteria 2'?1"5 Spring 2016 2'?1':3 Spring 2017
Number 1
) Mean 4.00
Choice of Assessment
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Pre-assessment
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Post-assessment
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
) . Mean 4.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation Mean 4.00
of Factors Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
) Mean 4.00
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
) Mean 4.00
Response to Interventions
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
o Fall . Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2018 Spring 2019 2019 Spring 2020 2020 Spring 2021
Number 0 0 0 0
Mean
Choice of Assessment Range
% Proficient or
Higher
Number
Mean
Pre-assessment Range
% Proficient or
Higher
Number
Mean
Post-assessment Range

% Proficient or
Higher
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Number

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Response to Interventions

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

PBC Secondary Education Business - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:

Fall

Fall

Criteria 2015 Spring 2016 2016 Spring 2017

Number 2 4 1

) Mean 3.00 3.50 4.00
Choice of Assessment

Range 2.00-4.00 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50% 75% 100%

Number 2 4 1
Mean 2.50 3.50 4.00

Pre-assessment

Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50% 75% 100%

Number 2 4 1
Mean 3.00 3.50 4.00

Post-assessment

Range 3.00 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 75% 100%

Number 2 4 1
) . Mean 2.50 3.50 3.00

Alignment of Lesson Evidence
Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-4.00 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 50% 75%

Number 2 4 1
Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation Mean 3.00 3.50 4.00
of Factors Range 3.00 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 75% 100%

Number 2 4 1
) Mean 2.50 3.50 4.00

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Range 2.00-3.00 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 75% 100%

Number 2 4 1
) Mean 1.00 3.50 3.00

Response to Interventions

Range 1.00 2.00-4.00 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 75% 100%

Fall |

Fall |

Fall
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Criteria

2018

Spring 2019

2019

Spring 2020

2020

Spring 2021

Choice of Assessment

Number

0

0

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Pre-assessment

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Post-assessment

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Response to Interventions

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

PBC Secondary Education Chemistry - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:

Criteria

Fall
2015

Spring 2016

Fall
2016

Spring 2017

Choice of Assessment

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Pre-assessment

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Post-assessment

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00
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% Proficient or Higher

100%

Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation
of Factors

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Response to Interventions

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Criteria

Fall
2018

Spring 2019

Fall
2019

Spring 2020

Fall
2020

Spring 2021

Number

0

0

Mean

Choice of Assessment

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Pre-assessment

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Post-assessment

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Number

Mean

Response to Interventions

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

PBC Secondary Education English - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:

Criteria

Fall
2015

Spring
2016

Fall Spring Fall

2016

2017 2017

Spring 2018

PBC Pract.
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Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.5 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
Choice of Assessment Range 1.00-3.00 | 2.00-400 | 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00
- —
% Proficient or 50% 50% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Higher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.00 2.5 4.00 4.00 4.00 2.00
Pre-assessment Range 2.00 2.00-3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 2.00
- —
% Proficient or 0% 50% 100% 100% 100% 0%
Higher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.50 4.00 1.00
Post-assessment Range 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00 4.00 1.00
- —
% Prljl’.f'c'e”t or 0% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%
igher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.50 4.00 3.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence Range 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00 4.00 3.00
- —
% Proficient or 0% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Higher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.50 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 2.00
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range 2.00-3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 2.00
> —
% Proficient or 50% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%
Higher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.50 4.00 2.00
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Range 2.00 3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00 4.00 2.00
- —
% Proficient or 0% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0%
Higher
Number 2 2 3 2 1 1
Mean 1.00 2.50 4.00 4.00 4.00 3.00
Response to Interventions Range 1.00 1.00-4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 3.00
- —
% Proficient or 0% 50% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Higher
L Fall . Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2018 Spring 2019 2019 Spring 2020 2020 Spring 2021
Number 0 2 0 0
Mean 3.00
Choice of Assessment Range 3.00
% Proficient or 100%
Higher 0
Number 2
Mean 3.00
Post-assessment Range 3.00
% Proficient or 100%
Higher
Number 2
Mean 3.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence Range 3.00
% Proficient or o
Higher 100%
Number 2
Mean 3.00

Student Level of Mastery &
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Evaluation of Factors Range 3.00
5 —
% Proﬂuent or 100%
Higher
Number 2
Mean 3.00
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Range 3.00
p —
% Profnuent or 100%
Higher
Number 2
Mean 3.00
Response to Interventions Range 3.00
5 —
% Pro_fnment or 100%
Higher
PBC Secondary Education Math - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:
. Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2015 Spring 2016 2016 Spring 2017
Number 0 2 1 2
i Mean 2.50 4.00 4.00
Choice of Assessment
Range 1.00-4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
Mean 2.00 4.00 3.50
Pre-assessment
Range 1.00-3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
Mean 2.00 4.00 3.50
Post-assessment
Range 2.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
) . Mean 2.00 4.00 3.50
Alignment of Lesson Evidence
Range 2.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation Mean 3.00 4.00 3.50
of Factors Range 3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
) Mean 3.00 4.00 3.50
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps
Range 3.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Number 2 1 2
) Mean 1.00 4.00 3.50
Response to Interventions
Range 1.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100% 100%
_ Fall . Fall . Fall .
Criteria 2018 Spring 2019 2019 Spring 2020 2020 Spring 2021
Number 0 1 0 0
Mean 4.00
Choice of Assessment Range 4.00
5 —
% Pro_f|C|ent or 100%
Higher
Number 1
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Mean 4.00
Pre-assessment
Range 4.00
p —
% Profnuent or 100%
Higher
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Post-assessment Range 4.00
5 —
% Pro_fnment or 100%
Higher
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence Range 4.00
p —
% Pro_ﬁment or 100%
Higher
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range 4.00
5 —
% Pro_f|C|ent or 100%
Higher
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps Range 4.00
5 —
) Pro_f|C|ent or 100%
Higher
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Response to Interventions Range 4.00
p —
% Pro]‘luent or 100%
Higher
PBC Secondary Education Social Studies - Teacher Candidate Work Sample Data:
Criteria 2?1”5 Spring 2016 Zi)allg Spring 2017
Number 5 1 2 2
) Mean 3.2 2.00 3.00 3.00
Choice of Assessment
Range 3.00-4.00 2.00 2.00-4.00 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0% 50% 100%
Number 5 1 2 2
Mean 2.2 2.00 3.00 3.50
Pre-assessment
Range 2.00-3.00 2.00 2.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 20% 0% 50% 100%
Number 5 1 2 2
Mean 3.00 3.00 2.50 3.00
Post-assessment
Range 3.00 3.00 1.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 50% 50%
Number 5 1 2 2
) ) Mean 2.4 2.00 2.50 4.00
Alignment of Lesson Evidence
Range 2.00-3.00 2.00 1.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 40% 0% 50% 100%
Number 5 1 2 2
Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation Mean 2.8 3.00 3.00 3.50
of Factors Range 2.00-3.00 3.00 2.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 80% 100% 50% 100%
Number 5 1 2 2
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Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Mean

2.8

2.00

3.00

4.00

Range

2.00-3.00

3.00

2.00-4.00

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

80%

100%

50%

100%

Response to Interventions

Number

5

2

2

Mean

1.6

1.00

3.00

3.50

Range

1.00-2.00

1.00

2.00-4.00

3.00-4.00

% Proficient or Higher

0%

0%

50%

100%

Criteria

Fall
2018

Spring 2019

Fall
2019

Spring 2020

Fall
2020

Spring 2021

Choice of Assessment

Number

0

0

0

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Pre-assessment

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Post-assessment

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Alignment of Lesson Evidence

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or

Higher
Number
Mean
Student Level of Mastery &
Evaluation of Factors Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

Response to Interventions

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or
Higher

13.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:

After three years of data is obtained for a concentration determine an appropriate benchmark.

2016-2017:
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It is apparent that these candidates developed a much stronger grasp of of the TCWS elements by fall 2016 and spring 2017 than the previous two semesters reported. Previous actions and decisions regarding candidate preparation and background in the subject matter
content were obviously successfully employed. Instructors will continue to instruct post-baccalaureate candidates on the importance of TCWS assessment elements, as well as adhere to the EPP implementation of clearer expectations in courses leading up to student

teaching. Previous changes will stay in place to see if continued student success is indicated in the data.
Two-thirds of Post-Baccalaureate candidates were successful in planning a cohesive lesson plan, planning for behavior management, providing for quality of questions, and planning for assessment. Faculty will continue to spend time mentoring these students with this
instrument and understanding of the process as a whole.
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2017-2018:

Analysis of Data: Half of the components on the TCWS met departmental benchmarks. Components that fell below benchmark include: Pre-assessment, Post-assessment, Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation of Factors, and Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps.

All of the following components had 67% of teacher candidates score proficient (N=3): Pre-assessment, Post-assessment, Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation of Factors, and Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps. The student who did not receive a proficiency rating in
these components was in the English PBC program.

Plan for Continuous Improvement: The goal for 2018-2019 is to share data findings/analysis with the faculty of the PBC and Practitioner programs during curriculum redesign so that they can reinforce expectations and provide examples to PBC/Practitioner students on weak
TCWS components, Pre-assessment, Post-assessment, Student Level of Mastery & Evaluation of Factors, and Data to Determine Patterns & Gaps.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: Discuss TCWS data analysis with PBC and Practitioner program faculty in order to ensure TCWS implementation and teachings throughout the scope and sequence of Education coursework is
consistently incorporated into the curriculum redesign and adoption.

2018-2019:
Analysis of Data:
All students met or exceeded the benchmark of 3.00 on each element of the Teacher Candidate Work Sample.

Plan for Continuous Improvement:
The Teacher Candidate Work Sample will be replaced with the Teaching Cycle which provides specific expectations and increased rigor with scaffolded support to improve candidate abilities to evaluate student learning and plan for instructions.

Recommendations for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
The Teaching Cycle will be scaffolded throughout the program and the Senior Residency Portfolio will include the Teaching Cycle. During the Senior Residency Portfolio course, candidates will be assigned a mentor professor to assist them, answer questions, and guide

them through the full process.
2019-2020:

2020-2021:

There were no completers for this program in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The Teacher Candidate Work Sample has been revised and is now the Teaching Cycle Assessment. Tis assessment was piloted in the 2018-2019 academic
year and was fully implemented into all programs and methods courses in the 2019-2020 academic year. This tool is used to provide useful data for diagnosing the strengths and areas for improvement in the practices of our candidates. The rainbow chart will be reviewed
and revised summer 2021 so that the Teaching Cycle components are strategically and sequentially addressed throughout the program.

14 Assessment and Benchmark PRAXIS PLT

Assessment: Praxis Principles of Learning and Teaching.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency B:

The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.

Louisiana Teacher General Competency E:

The teacher candidate applies knowledge of state and federal laws related to students’ rights and teacher responsibilities for appropriate education for students with and without exceptionalities, parents, teachers, and other professionals in making instructional decisions and
communicating with colleagues and families (e.g., laws and policies governing student privacy, special education, and limited English proficient education, including but not limited to Bulletin 1508, Bulletin 1706, and Bulletin 1903).

INTASC standards included: 10

Benchmark: 80% or more of the candidates will pass the Praxis PLT on the first attempt.

Program Outcomes Links

LTGCB
The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.

LTGCB
The teacher candidate demonstrates mastery of the content knowledge and skills and content pedagogy needed to teach the current academic standards as defined in BESE policy.

LTGCE
The teacher candidate applies knowledge of state and federal laws related to studentsa€™ rights and teacher responsibilities for appropriate education for students with and without exceptionalities, parents, teachers, and other professionals in making instructional decisions
and communicating with colleagues and families (e.g., laws and policies governing student privacy, special education, and limited English proficient education, including but not limited to Bulletin 1508, Bulletin 1530, Bulletin 1706, and Bulletin 1903).

LTGCE
The teacher candidate applies knowledge of state and federal laws related to students&€™ rights and teacher responsibilities for appropriate education for students with and without exceptionalities, parents, teachers, and other professionals in making instructional decisions
and communicating with colleagues and families (e.g., laws and policies governing student privacy, special education, and limited English proficient education, including but not limited to Bulletin 1508, Bulletin 1530, Bulletin 1706, and Bulletin 1903).

External Outcomes Links

14.1 Data
Fall Spring Fall Spring
All Secondary Programs 2015 2016 2016 2017
Number 3 3 2 3
Mean 168 178.25 183.5 171

Range 160-174 | 184-172 | 182-185 | 165-175
Overall Score

Information % Pass 1st
attempt

67% 67% 100% 100%

% Pass prior
to ST/Intern

Subcomponent Number 1 2 2 2
Mean 17 19 17 16.5

100% 100% 100% 100%
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Students as Learners Range 17 19 15-19 16-17
) Mean 9 15 18 15
Instructional Process
Range 9 13-18 18 15
Mean 9 13 11 10.5
Assessment
Range 9 12-14 11 10-11
Professional Development Mean 7 105 105 9.5
Leadership and Community Range 7 10-11 10-11 9-10
Analysis of Instructional Mean 8 115 12 9.5
Scenarios Range 8 11-12 | 11-13 9-10
. Fall Spring Fall Spring
Agriculture 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 0 0 0 1
Mean 172
Range 172
Overall o
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/Intern 100%
Breakdown: Number 0 0 0 1
Mean 16
Students as Learners
Range 16
) Mean 15
Instructional Process
Range 15
Mean 10
Assessment
Range 10
Professional Development Mean 10
Leadership and Community Range 10
Analysis of Instructional Mean
Scenarios Range
. Fall Spring Fall Spring
Biology 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 1 2 1 0
Mean 174 184.5 185
Range 174 184-185 185
Overall o
o Pass1st 1 10096 | 1000 | 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o o o
to ST/Intern 100% 100% 100%
Breakdown: Number 0 2 1 0
Mean 19 19
Students as Learners
Range 19 19
. Mean 15 18
Instructional Process
Range 13-18 13
Mean 13 11
Assessment
Range 12-14 11
Professional Development Mean 105 11
Leadership and Community Range 10-11 11
Analysis of Instructional Mean 115 11
Scenarios Range 11-12 11
. Fall Spring Fall Spring
Business 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 1 1 0 0
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Assessment

Mean 160 172
Range 160 172
Overall o
0% Pass 1st 0% 0%
attempt
% Pass prior o o
to ST/Intern 100% 100%
Breakdown: Number 1 0 0 0
Mean 17
Students as Learners
Range 17
. Mean 9
Instructional Process
Range 9
Mean 9
Assessment
Range 9
Professional Development Mean 7
Leadership and Community Range 7
Analysis of Instructional Mean 8
Scenarios Range 8
. Fall Spring Fall Spring
Chemistry 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 1 1 0 0
Mean 160 172
Range 160 172
Overall o
% Pass 1st 0% 0%
attempt
% Pass prior o o
to ST/Intern 100% 100%
Breakdown: Number 1 0 0 0
Mean 17
Students as Learners
Range 17
) Mean 9
Instructional Process
Range 9
Mean 9
Assessment
Range 9
Professional Development Mean 7
Leadership and Community Range 7
Analysis of Instructional Mean 8
Scenarios Range 8
. Fall Spring Fall Spring
English 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 0 0 1 0
Mean 182
Range 182
Overall o
% Pass 1st 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o
to ST/Intern 100%
Breakdown: Number 0 0 1 0
Mean 15
Students as Learners
Range 15
) Mean 18
Instructional Process
Range 18
Mean 11
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The data table for PBC Secondary Assessment: Principles of Learning and Teaching #5624 for Grades 7-12 and 5841 for World Language Pedagogy (Combined Data for PBC Secondary Education Content Areas) is attached.

Range 11
Professional Development Mean 10
Leadership and Community Range 10
Analysis of Instructional Mean 13
Scenarios Range 13
. ) Fall Spring Fall Spring
Social Studies 2015 | 2016 | 2016 | 2017
Number 1 0 0 2
Mean 169 170
Range 169 165-175
Overall 0
% Pass 1st 100% 100%
attempt
% Pass prior o o
to ST/Intern 100% 100%
Breakdown: Number 1
Mean 17
Students as Learners
Range 17
i Mean 15
Instructional Process
Range 15
Mean 11
Assessment
Range 11
Professional Development Mean 9
Leadership and Community Range 9
Analysis of Instructional Mean 10
Scenarios Range 10
2017-2018:
2018-2019:
Data table is attached.
2019-2020:
2020-2021:

There were no PBC Secondary Education completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report.

Artifacts

PBC_Secondary_Praxis_PLT_17-18 [PDF 80 KB SEP 23, 2018]

PBC_Secondary_Praxis_PLT_18-19 [PDF 34 KB OCT 15, 2019]

14.1.1 Analysis of Data and Plan for Continuous Improvement

2015-2016:

As stated in the first column all candidates must pass the content exam in order to be accepted into the secondary PBC program.

The PBC Biology data table shows that a total of three candidates took the exam in fall 2015 and spring 2016 and all three passed the exam on the first attempt.
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There was one PBC Business candidate who took the exam in 2015 (#5101) and they passed it on the first attempt. Likewise, the candidate who took exam #100 in 2016 passed it on the first attempt as well. The testing number changed due to Louisiana Department of

Education mandates.

For PBC Social Studies, one candidate passed the exam on the first attempt in fall 2015. No attempts recorded in 2016.

Low numbers in testers for all PBC content areas do not allow for a deeper analysis of data such as mean and range.

2016-2017:

PBC Secondary 6-12 candidates scored within the range of 160-175 on the PLT. Passing score is 157. Instructors will continue to stress the importance of not taking the PLT exam until after the completion of EDUC 203 - Theories and Principles of Learning and Teaching: A

practical application of research based on learning theory. This course provides an overview of teaching in today’s society and strategies of effective teaching, and has an educational psychology focus.

2017-2018:
Analysis of Data:

There was one completer who took and passed the Praxis PLT on the first attempt.


documents/14336.pdf
documents/14339.pdf
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Plan for Continuous Improvement: Candidates will pass the PLT with 80% proficiency on their first attempt.

Recommendations to Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement: It is also recommended that the department review the Praxis score data to identify areas of weakness within the PLT exam; data analysis will be discussed during curriculum redesign meetings and
curriculum or course revisions adopted as necessary.

2018-2019:

Analysis of Data:
100% of the candidates (n=3) passed the Praxis PLT on the first attempt. Only two of the five sub-categories were passed with 80% proficiency or above: Instructional Process (82.5%) and Assessment (80.95%).

Plan of Continuous Improvement:
The EPP will focus on coursework related to the Praxis PLT within the PBC Secondary program to ensure that it supports the sub-categories within the exam.

Recommendation for Successful Implementation of Plan for Improvement:
® Advise students to use Mometrix as a study guide prior to taking the PLT and/or develop a PLT workshop for any students struggling to pass the PLT.
® Review PLT exam scores to ensure that redesigned programs incorporate the necessary topics needed for candidates to pass the Praxis PLT exam.

2019-2020:
2020-2021:

There were no completers in the 2020-2021 academic year and therefore no new data to report. The EPP will continue to focus on coursework that covers the topics and information relative to the principles of learning and teaching. Currently, candidates are advised to
complete the Praxis PLT after completing EDUC 203. Advisors will continue to encourage candidates to take this exam in a timely manner. EPP faculty will also compile a list of Praxis resources that will be given to candidates at their first advising session.
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End of report
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PBC_Secondary

FEE by Content Area

Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) for each content area in the PBC Secondary program.

Data pulled for each major concentration area from Student Teaching FEE. This is the same data reported in 11.1, but disaggregated by Content

area.

Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017 Spring 2018
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=4
0,
InTAS Progra %Pr Pr/c:f
Element (o3 m Mea Ran Mea Rang | Mea | Rang | Mea Ran Mea Ran of. or | Mea Ran or )
Standa | Standa n ge n e n e n ge n ge High n ge hi
igh
rd rd er
er
Domain 1:
Planning 2.38- 3 3.00- | 100
and 250 | 63 | 0% | 362 400 |
Preparation
Component 2.38- 0% 3.00- 100
1.1 250 | 563 362 | 400 | %
0% 3.25- | 100
111 4n 263 | 263 353 1 400 | %
0% 3.13- | 100
1.1.2 or 250 | 2.50 360 | 400 | %
0% 3.13- | 100
1.1.3 29 238 | 238 363 | 388 | 9
0% 3.50- | 100
114 1o 250 | 2.50 372 400 | %
Domain 2:
The 1.75- | .o, 2.88- | o0
Classroom S 3.00 29% 02 4.00 92%
Environment
- 0, -
g‘;mpme"t 2.75 23'50% 50% | 382 i‘%% 94%
) 50% 2.88- | ...
211 3] 250 | 250 354 | 500 | 75%
50% 3.75- | 100
212 3d 250 | 2.50 38 | 400 | %
100 3.75- | 100
213 3d 300 | 300 | % |3°| 400 | %
100 3.88- | 100
214 3d 300 | 300 | % | 3% 400 | %
- 0, -
g‘z’"‘”"e"t 1.96 12712 0% | 351 i‘%% 92%
0% 3.25- | 100
221 3¢ 213 | 2.13 347 | 32|
0, -
222 af 175 | 175 | 9% | 335 23'%% 75%
0% 3.25- | 100
223 3f 200 | 2.00 a7z | 32|
Domain 3: 1.63- 3 2.25- 3
Instruction 226 | g5 | 0% | 334 4o | 84%
Component 1.63- 0% 2.25- o
3.1 1791 500 gy |
0, -
311 8f 200 | 200 | 9% | 207 ggg 75%
0, -
312 4c 163 | 163 | 9% | 303 23'55% 75%
0, -
3.1.3 5¢ 175 | 175 | %% | 303 2357% 50%
- 0, -
g‘z’m'”“e"t 2.67 22'%% 0% | 3.50 i‘%% 94%
0% 3.00- | 100
321 7a 250 | 2.50 332 | 390 |
0, -
322 3j 288 | 288 | 9% | 347 285 | 75%
0% 3.13- | 100
323 4f 275 | 2.75 347 | P T
0% 3.50- | 100
324 3d 238 | 238 372 | 350 | X
Component 1.88- 0% 2.88- 3
59 225 | %% 342 | 2% | g%
0, -
3.3.1 6d moe | e 10% | 322 | 300 | 100






0% 3.25- | 100
332 6a 213 | 2.3 3721 400 | %
0% 3.38- | 100
333 6d 275 | 275 3721 400 | %
0% 2.88- o
3.34 8b 188 | 188 3.04 35 50%
Domain 4:

. 3.25- | 100 3.75- | 100
::rr::fesswnal 3.50 3.88 % 3.97 4.00 %
Component 3.25- 100 3.75- 100
4.1 350 | 388 | % |39 | 400 | %

100 3.88- | 100
41 90 325 | 3% | % |397] 400 | %
100 100
412 9l 338 3.38 % 4.00 4.00 %
100 3.75- | 100
413 90 388 | 28 | % |394] 400 | %
Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domain 5 for ALL PBC SEC combined
Data obtained from the FEE in student teaching semester- Domain 5 Components
Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017
Element INTASC | N| Mean Range N | Mean Range | N | Mean Range N Mean Range N Mean Range
5.1 9 1 3.00 3.00
5.2 1
5.3 4 1 3.33 3.33
5.4 4
5.5 4 1 3.00 3.00
5.6 4
5.7 4 1 3.00 3.00
5.8 4
5.9 5 1 3.00 3.00
5.10 2
5.1 8
5.12 3
5.13 3
5.14 6
5.15 9
5.16 9
English PBC English P
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016
N=1
Mean 3.88
Domain 1 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
Component
1.1 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
1.1.1 4n Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
1.1.2 or Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
1.1.3 29 Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
s " Mean 3.75






% Proficient or Higher

100%

Mean 3.89
Domain 2 Range 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Component
2.1 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.1 3] Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.2 3d Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.3 3d Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.4 3d Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.75
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 3.63-4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.2.1 3c Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.2.2 3f Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.2.3 3f Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.67
Domain 3 Range 3.13-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.42
om;o1nent Range 3.13-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.1.1 8f Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.1.2 4c Range 3.38
%Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.75
3.1.3 5e Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 3.88
32 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.75
3.2.1 7a Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
3.2.2 3] Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
3.2.3 4f Range 3.88
%Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
3.2.4 3d Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 3.66
33 Range 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.3.1 6d Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
3.3.2 6a Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%






Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.3.4 8b Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher
C Mean
omzo1nent Range 4.00
’ % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.1 90 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.2 9l Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
5.1 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
52 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
53 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
54 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
55 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
5.6 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
57 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
58 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
N
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher






Business PBC Fre
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Spring Fall Spring Fall !
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 Fall 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016
N=0 N=0 N=0 N=0 N=1

Mean 3.35
Component
1.1 Range 3.13-3.63

% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.25

1.1.1 4n Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.38

1.1.2 6r Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.13

1.1.3 29 Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.63

1.1.4 1b Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%

c ; Mean 3.82
omponen
L Range 3.63-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.1.1 3j Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.2 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.3 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.4 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C ; Mean 3.21
°"‘§°2"°" Range 2.88-3.50
’ % Proficient or Higher 67%
Mean 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 2.88
2.2.2 3f Range 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 3.25
2.2.3 3f Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 242
;’ s Range 2.252.50
) % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.25
3.1.1 8f Range 2.25
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
3.1.2 4c Range 2.50
%Proficient or Higher 0%
3.1.3 5e Mean 2.50






Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 3.38
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 3.13-3.63
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.2.1 7a Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
3.2.2 3] Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.2.3 4f Range 3.25
YProficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.50
3.2.4 3d Range 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.19
°"‘§°3"e"t Range 3.00-3.38
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.00
3.3.1 6d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.3.2 6a Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.3.3 6d Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.3.4 8b Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
Domain 4 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C ; Mean 3.88
omzo1nen Range 3.75-4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
4.1.1 90 Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4.00
4.1.2 9l Mean 4.00
Range 100%
% Proficient or Higher 3.75
4.1.3 90 Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Domain 5 Mean 3.05
Range 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 57%
Number 1
5.1 Mean 3.83
’ Range 3.83
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.17
52 Range 2.17
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
53 Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2.33
54 Range 233
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 3.17
55 Range 3.17
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.6 Mean






% Proficient or Higher

5.7

Number

Mean

3.83

Range

3.83

% Proficient or Higher

100%

5.8

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

5.9

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher






Social Studies PBC
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
N= N= N= N= N= N=0

Mean 2.50
Component
1.1 Range 2.38-2.63

% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.63

1.1.1 4n Range 2.63
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.50

1.1.2 6r Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 238

1.1.3 29 Range 238
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.50

1.1.4 1b Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.75
Component
2.1 Range 2.50-3.00
% Proficient or Higher 50%
Mean 2.50
2.11 3 Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
2.1.2 3d Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 3.00
2.1.3 3d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.00
2.1.4 3d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 1.96
2.2 Range 1.75-2.13
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.13
2.2.1 3c Range 213
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.75
2.2.2 3f Range 1.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.00
2.2.3 3f Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 1.79
°'“§°1"e"t Range 163-2.00
’ % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.00
3.1.1 8f Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.63
3.1.2 4c Range 1.63
%Proficient or Higher 0%






Number

Range 1.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 2.67
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 238288
) % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
3.2.1 7a Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.88
3.2.2 3] Range 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.75
3.2.3 4f Range 2.75
YoProficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.38
3.2.4 3d Range 2.38
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 2.25
omg osnent Range 1.88-2.75
’ % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.25
3.3.1 6d Range 2.25
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.13
3.3.2 6a Range 2.13
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.75
3.3.3 6d Range 2.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.88
3.3.4 8b Range 1.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 3.50
omzo1nent Range 3.25-3.88
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
4.1.1 90 Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
4.1.2 9l Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
4.1.3 90 Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

3.33

Range

3.33

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean






% Proficient or Higher

5.7

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

5.8

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

5.9

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher







Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) for each content area in the PBC Secondary program.

Data pulled for each major concentration area from Student Teaching FEE. This is the same data reported in 11.1, but disaggregated by Content area.

English PBC
Spring Spring
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall 2018 2018 Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 PBC Practitioner 2018 2019
N=1 N=1 N=0 N=2
Mean 3.88 3.88 3.75
Domain 1 Range 3.75-4.00 3.63-4.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
c Mean 3.88 3.88 3.75
omponent
1p 1 Range 3.75-400 | 363-3.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.64
1.1.1 4n Range 4.00 3.88 3.63-3.65
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00 3.77
1.1.2 or Range 3.88 4.00 3,63-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.63 3.64
1.1.3 29 Range 3.88 3.63 3.63-3.65
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.75 4.00 3.95
1.1.4 b Range 3.75 4.00 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.89 3.75 3.56
Domain 2 Range 3.63-4.00 3.25-4.00 3.13-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
c ' Mean 4.00 3.85 3.59
omgo1nen Range 4.00 3.63-4.00 3.38-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.36 3.39
2.1.1 3 Range 4.00 3.36 3.38-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 375 3.64
2.1.2 3d Range 4.00 3.75 3.40-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 AL 382
2.1.3 3d Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.52
2.1.4 3d Range 4.00 4.00 3.40-3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
C i Mean 3.75 3.63 3.53
°’"g°2"e" Range 3.63-400 | 3.25-4.00 3.13-3.90
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%






Mean 3.63 3.25 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.63 3.25 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 3.63 3.27

2.2.2 3f Range 3.63 3.63 3.13-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.83

2.2.3 3f Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.67 3.45 3.45

Domain 3 Range 3.13-4.00 2.88-3.88 2.50-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 91% 95%
Mean 3.42 3.33 3.28

c°’"§°1"e"t Range 3.13375 | 325350 2.50-3.90
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 83%
Mean 3.13 3.50 3.50

3.1.1 8f Range 3.13 3.50 3.25-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.25 3.20

3.1.2 4c Range 3.38 3.25 2.50-3.90
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100% 50%
Mean 3.75 3.25 3.15

3.1.3 5e Range 3.75 3.25 3.00-3.30
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
C Mean 3.88 3.57 3.56

°’"§°2"e"t Range 3.75400 | 3383.75 3.38-3.88
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.75 3.38 3.39

3.2.1 7a Range 3.75 3.38 3.38-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.50 3.72

3.2.2 3 Range 3.88 3.50 3.55-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.63 3.65

3.2.3 4f Range 3.88 3.63 3.55-3.75
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.75 3.50
3.2.4 3d Range 4.00 3.75 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.66 3.41 3.46

c°’"§°3"e"t Range 3.25-400 | 288-3.88 3.00-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.00 3.20

3.3.1 6d Range 3.38 3.00 3.00-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.75
3.3.2 6a Range 4.00 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.75
3.3.3 6d Range 4.00 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 2.88 3.15

3.3.4 8b Range 3.25 2.88 3.05-3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0% 100%-
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.90

Domain 4 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%






Component Mean 4.00 4.00 3.90
41 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.83
4.1.1 90 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.88
4.1.2 9l Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.94 3.91
Domain 5 Range 4.00 3.75-4.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.1 Mean 4.00 3.88 3.88
’ Range 4.00 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.2 Mean 4.00 4.00 4,00
' Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
2 Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.4 Mean 4.00 4.00 4,00
' Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
Mean 4.00 3.88 4.00
2 Range 4.00 3.88 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.6 Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.7 Mean 4.00 4.00 3.75
’ Range 4.00 4.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.8 Mean 4.00 4.00 3.75
Range 4.00 4.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
N
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher






Business PBC French
RUBRIC Program Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019
N=0 N=1 N=0 N=0 N=0 N=1 N=0 N=0
Mean 335 .2
Domain 1 Range 3.13-3.63 3.13-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
¢ ; Mean 3.35 3.38
omponen
1p‘1 Range 3.13-3.63 3.13-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 3.00
1.1.1 4n Range 3.25 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 338 313
1.1.2 or Range 3.38 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.13 S
1.1.3 29 Range 3.13 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 3.50
1.1.4 1b Range 3.63 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.56 3.54
Domain 2 Range 2.25-3.88 2.88-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 86% 86%
c ¢ Mean 3.82 3.60
v Range 3.63-3.88 2.83-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.63 2.88
2.1.1 3 Range 3.63 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.88 3.88
2.1.2 3d Range 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 S
2.1.3 3d Range 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.88
2.1.4 3d Range 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
C : Mean 3.21 3.46
°’"g°2"e" Range 2.38-3.50 3.253.63
) % Proficient or Higher 67% 100%
Mean 3.50 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.00 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 2.88 3.25
2.2.2 3f Range 2.88 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%






Mean 3.25 3.63
2.2.3 3f Range 3.25 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.05 3.18
Domain 3 Range 2.25-3.63 2.63-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 73% 73%
C Mean 2.42 2.88
°’"§°1"e"t Range 2.252.50 2.633.00
) % Proficient or Higher 0% 67%
Mean 2.25 3.00
3.1.1 8f Range 2.25 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.00
3.1.2 4c Range 2.50 3.00
YoProficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 2.63
3.1.3 5e Range 2.50 2.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 0%
C Mean 3.38 3.16
°’"§°2"e"t Range 3.13-3.63 2.88-3.63
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.13 3.00
3.2.1 7a Range 3.13 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 2.88
3.2.2 3] Range 3.63 2.38
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.25 3.13
3.2.3 4f Range 3.25 3.13
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.50 3.63
3.2.4 3d Range 3.50 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
C Mean 3.19 3.44
°m§°3"e"t Range 3.003.38 2.88-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.00 3.50
3.3.1 6d Range 3.00 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 3.75
3.3.2 6a Range 3.25 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.63
3.3.3 6d Range 3.38 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.13 2.88
3.3.4 8b Range 3.13 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.88 4.00
Domain 4 Range 3.75-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00
c°’"2°1"e"t Range 3.75-4.00 4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00
4.1.1 90 Range 3.88 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%






Number 4.00 4.00
4.1.2 9l Mean 4.00 4.00
Range 100% 100%
% Proficient or Higher 3.75 4.00
4.1.3 9 Range 3.75 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Domain 5 Mean 3.05 3.54
Range 2.00-4.00 3.25-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 57% 100%
Number 1 1
5.9 Mean 3.83 3.75
’ Range 3.83 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 217 3.25
52 Range 2.17 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
5.3 Mean 2.00 3.63
Range 2.00 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
5.4 Mean 233 3.63
' Range 233 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
5.5 Mean 3.17 3.63
’ Range 3.17 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1
Mean 3.25
>-6 Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1 1
5.7 Mean 3.83 3.63
Range 3.83 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1
Mean 3.58
58 Range 3.58
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 4,00
510 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.11 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number
5.12 Mean

Range






% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher






Social Studies PBC Math PBC
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
RUBRIC Program
ELEMENT InTASC Stangdard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=0 N=0 N=1
Mean 2.50 3.98
Domain 1 Range 2.38-2.63 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.98
c°m1"“’1"e"t Range 2.38-2.63 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.63 4.00
1.1.1 4n Range 2.63 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
1.1.2 or Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.38 3.90
1.1.3 29 Range 2.38 3.90
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
1.1.4 b Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.4 3.68
Domain 2 Range 1.75-3.00 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 29% 100%
Mean 2.75 3.73
c°’"§“’1"e"t Range 2.50-3.00 3.40-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50%. 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
L 3] Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.75
2.1.2 3d Range 2.50 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 3.00 3.75
2.1.3 3d Range 3.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.00 3.40
2.1.4 3d Range 3.00 3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
o Mean 1.96 3.63
2.2 Range 1.75-2.13 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 213 3.25
2.2.1 3¢ Range 213 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 1.75 3.65
2:2.2 3 Range 1.75 3.65






% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.00 4.00

2.2.3 3f Range 2.00 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.26 3.75
Domain 3 Range 1.63-2.88 3.00-4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 1.79 3.65
°’"§°1"e"t Range 1.63-2.00 3.50-3.80

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.00 3.65

3.1.1 8f Range 2.00 3.65

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.63 3.80

3.1.2 4c Range 1.63 3.80

%Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.75 3.50

3.1.3 5e Range 1.75 3.50

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 2.67 3.81
°m§°2"e"t Range 2.38-2.88 3.65-4.00

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.50 4.00

3.2.1 7a Range 2.50 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.88 3.80

3.2.2 3] Range 2.38 3.80

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.75 3.80

3.2.3 4f Range 2.75 3.80

YoProficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.38 3.65

3.2.4 3d Range 2.38 3.65

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 2.25 3.75
°’"§°3"e"t Range 1.88-2.75 3.004.00

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.25 3.00

3.3.1 6d Range 2.25 3.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.13 4.00

3.3.2 6a Range 2.13 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.75 4.00

3.3.3 6d Range 2.75 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.88 4.00

3.3.4 8b Range 1.88 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 3.50 4.00

Domain 4 Range 3.25-3.88 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 3.50 4.00

c°’"2°1"e"t Range 3.253.88 4.00

) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 3.25 4.00

1.1 % Range 3.25 4,00






% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 4.00
4.1.2 9l Range 3.38 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 3.38 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.07
veniilla Range 3.00-3.33
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
5.1 Mean 3.00
’ Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.2 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.33
>3 Range 3.33
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.4 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>3 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.6 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>7 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.8 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>9 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher







PBC_Secondary

FEE by Content Area

Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) for each content area in the PBC Secondary program.

Data pulled for each major concentration area from Student Teaching FEE. This is the same data reported in 11.1, but disaggregated by Content

area.

Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017 Spring 2018
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=4
0,
InTAS Progra %Pr Pr/c:f
Element (o3 m Mea Ran Mea Rang | Mea | Rang | Mea Ran Mea Ran of. or | Mea Ran or )
Standa | Standa n ge n e n e n ge n ge High n ge hi
igh
rd rd er
er
Domain 1:
Planning 2.38- 3 3.00- | 100
and 250 | 63 | 0% | 362 400 |
Preparation
Component 2.38- 0% 3.00- 100
1.1 250 | 563 362 | 400 | %
0% 3.25- | 100
111 4n 263 | 263 353 1 400 | %
0% 3.13- | 100
1.1.2 or 250 | 2.50 360 | 400 | %
0% 3.13- | 100
1.1.3 29 238 | 238 363 | 388 | 9
0% 3.50- | 100
114 1o 250 | 2.50 372 400 | %
Domain 2:
The 1.75- | .o, 2.88- | o0
Classroom S 3.00 29% 02 4.00 92%
Environment
- 0, -
g‘;mpme"t 2.75 23'50% 50% | 382 i‘%% 94%
) 50% 2.88- | ...
211 3] 250 | 250 354 | 500 | 75%
50% 3.75- | 100
212 3d 250 | 2.50 38 | 400 | %
100 3.75- | 100
213 3d 300 | 300 | % |3°| 400 | %
100 3.88- | 100
214 3d 300 | 300 | % | 3% 400 | %
- 0, -
g‘z’"‘”"e"t 1.96 12712 0% | 351 i‘%% 92%
0% 3.25- | 100
221 3¢ 213 | 2.13 347 | 32|
0, -
222 af 175 | 175 | 9% | 335 23'%% 75%
0% 3.25- | 100
223 3f 200 | 2.00 a7z | 32|
Domain 3: 1.63- 3 2.25- 3
Instruction 226 | g5 | 0% | 334 4o | 84%
Component 1.63- 0% 2.25- o
3.1 1791 500 gy |
0, -
311 8f 200 | 200 | 9% | 207 ggg 75%
0, -
312 4c 163 | 163 | 9% | 303 23'55% 75%
0, -
3.1.3 5¢ 175 | 175 | %% | 303 2357% 50%
- 0, -
g‘z’m'”“e"t 2.67 22'%% 0% | 3.50 i‘%% 94%
0% 3.00- | 100
321 7a 250 | 2.50 332 | 390 |
0, -
322 3j 288 | 288 | 9% | 347 285 | 75%
0% 3.13- | 100
323 4f 275 | 2.75 347 | P T
0% 3.50- | 100
324 3d 238 | 238 372 | 350 | X
Component 1.88- 0% 2.88- 3
59 225 | %% 342 | 2% | g%
0, -
3.3.1 6d moe | e 10% | 322 | 300 | 100






0% 3.25- | 100
332 6a 213 | 2.3 3721 400 | %
0% 3.38- | 100
333 6d 275 | 275 3721 400 | %
0% 2.88- o
3.34 8b 188 | 188 3.04 35 50%
Domain 4:

. 3.25- | 100 3.75- | 100
::rr::fesswnal 3.50 3.88 % 3.97 4.00 %
Component 3.25- 100 3.75- 100
4.1 350 | 388 | % |39 | 400 | %

100 3.88- | 100
41 90 325 | 3% | % |397] 400 | %
100 100
412 9l 338 3.38 % 4.00 4.00 %
100 3.75- | 100
413 90 388 | 28 | % |394] 400 | %
Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domain 5 for ALL PBC SEC combined
Data obtained from the FEE in student teaching semester- Domain 5 Components
Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017
Element INTASC | N| Mean Range N | Mean Range | N | Mean Range N Mean Range N Mean Range
5.1 9 1 3.00 3.00
5.2 1
5.3 4 1 3.33 3.33
5.4 4
5.5 4 1 3.00 3.00
5.6 4
5.7 4 1 3.00 3.00
5.8 4
5.9 5 1 3.00 3.00
5.10 2
5.1 8
5.12 3
5.13 3
5.14 6
5.15 9
5.16 9
English PBC English P
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016
N=1
Mean 3.88
Domain 1 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
Component
1.1 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
1.1.1 4n Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
1.1.2 or Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
1.1.3 29 Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
s " Mean 3.75






% Proficient or Higher

100%

Mean 3.89
Domain 2 Range 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Component
2.1 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.1 3] Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.2 3d Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.3 3d Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.1.4 3d Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.75
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 3.63-4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.2.1 3c Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.2.2 3f Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
2.2.3 3f Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.67
Domain 3 Range 3.13-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.42
om;o1nent Range 3.13-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.1.1 8f Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.1.2 4c Range 3.38
%Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.75
3.1.3 5e Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 3.88
32 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.75
3.2.1 7a Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
3.2.2 3] Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
3.2.3 4f Range 3.88
%Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
3.2.4 3d Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 3.66
33 Range 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.3.1 6d Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
3.3.2 6a Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%






Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.3.4 8b Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher
C Mean
omzo1nent Range 4.00
’ % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.1 90 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.2 9l Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
5.1 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
52 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
53 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
54 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
55 Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
5.6 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
57 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N 1
Mean 4.00
58 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
N
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
N
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher






Business PBC Fre
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Spring Fall Spring Fall !
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 Fall 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016
N=0 N=0 N=0 N=0 N=1

Mean 3.35
Component
1.1 Range 3.13-3.63

% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.25

1.1.1 4n Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.38

1.1.2 6r Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.13

1.1.3 29 Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 3.63

1.1.4 1b Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%

c ; Mean 3.82
omponen
L Range 3.63-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
2.1.1 3j Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.2 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.3 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
2.1.4 3d Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C ; Mean 3.21
°"‘§°2"°" Range 2.88-3.50
’ % Proficient or Higher 67%
Mean 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 2.88
2.2.2 3f Range 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 3.25
2.2.3 3f Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 242
;’ s Range 2.252.50
) % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.25
3.1.1 8f Range 2.25
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
3.1.2 4c Range 2.50
%Proficient or Higher 0%
3.1.3 5e Mean 2.50






Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 3.38
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 3.13-3.63
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.2.1 7a Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.63
3.2.2 3] Range 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.2.3 4f Range 3.25
YProficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.50
3.2.4 3d Range 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C Mean 3.19
°"‘§°3"e"t Range 3.00-3.38
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.00
3.3.1 6d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
3.3.2 6a Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
3.3.3 6d Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.13
3.3.4 8b Range 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
Domain 4 Range 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
C ; Mean 3.88
omzo1nen Range 3.75-4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.88
4.1.1 90 Range 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4.00
4.1.2 9l Mean 4.00
Range 100%
% Proficient or Higher 3.75
4.1.3 90 Range 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Domain 5 Mean 3.05
Range 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 57%
Number 1
5.1 Mean 3.83
’ Range 3.83
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.17
52 Range 2.17
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
53 Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2.33
54 Range 233
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 3.17
55 Range 3.17
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.6 Mean






% Proficient or Higher

5.7

Number

Mean

3.83

Range

3.83

% Proficient or Higher

100%

5.8

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

5.9

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

4.00

Range

4.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher






Social Studies PBC
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
N= N= N= N= N= N=0

Mean 2.50
Component
1.1 Range 2.38-2.63

% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.63

1.1.1 4n Range 2.63
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.50

1.1.2 6r Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 238

1.1.3 29 Range 238
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.50

1.1.4 1b Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 2.75
Component
2.1 Range 2.50-3.00
% Proficient or Higher 50%
Mean 2.50
2.11 3 Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
2.1.2 3d Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 3.00
2.1.3 3d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.00
2.1.4 3d Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Component Hean 1.96
2.2 Range 1.75-2.13
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.13
2.2.1 3c Range 213
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.75
2.2.2 3f Range 1.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.00
2.2.3 3f Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 1.79
°'“§°1"e"t Range 163-2.00
’ % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.00
3.1.1 8f Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.63
3.1.2 4c Range 1.63
%Proficient or Higher 0%






Number

Range 1.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 2.67
°"‘§°2"e"t Range 238288
) % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.50
3.2.1 7a Range 2.50
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.88
3.2.2 3] Range 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.75
3.2.3 4f Range 2.75
YoProficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.38
3.2.4 3d Range 2.38
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 2.25
omg osnent Range 1.88-2.75
’ % Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.25
3.3.1 6d Range 2.25
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.13
3.3.2 6a Range 2.13
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 2.75
3.3.3 6d Range 2.75
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Mean 1.88
3.3.4 8b Range 1.88
% Proficient or Higher 0%
C Mean 3.50
omzo1nent Range 3.25-3.88
) % Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.25
4.1.1 90 Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
4.1.2 9l Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 3.38
4.1.3 90 Range 3.38
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

3.33

Range

3.33

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean






% Proficient or Higher

5.7

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

5.8

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

5.9

Number

Mean

3.00

Range

3.00

% Proficient or Higher

100%

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher







Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) for each content area in the PBC Secondary program.

Data pulled for each major concentration area from Student Teaching FEE. This is the same data reported in 11.1, but disaggregated by Content area.

English PBC
Spring Spring
RUBRIC Program Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall 2018 2018 Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 PBC Practitioner 2018 2019
N=1 N=1 N=0 N=2
Mean 3.88 3.88 3.75
Domain 1 Range 3.75-4.00 3.63-4.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
c Mean 3.88 3.88 3.75
omponent
1p 1 Range 3.75-400 | 363-3.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.64
1.1.1 4n Range 4.00 3.88 3.63-3.65
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00 3.77
1.1.2 or Range 3.88 4.00 3,63-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.63 3.64
1.1.3 29 Range 3.88 3.63 3.63-3.65
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.75 4.00 3.95
1.1.4 b Range 3.75 4.00 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.89 3.75 3.56
Domain 2 Range 3.63-4.00 3.25-4.00 3.13-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
c ' Mean 4.00 3.85 3.59
omgo1nen Range 4.00 3.63-4.00 3.38-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.36 3.39
2.1.1 3 Range 4.00 3.36 3.38-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 375 3.64
2.1.2 3d Range 4.00 3.75 3.40-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 AL 382
2.1.3 3d Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.52
2.1.4 3d Range 4.00 4.00 3.40-3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
C i Mean 3.75 3.63 3.53
°’"g°2"e" Range 3.63-400 | 3.25-4.00 3.13-3.90
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%






Mean 3.63 3.25 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.63 3.25 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 3.63 3.27

2.2.2 3f Range 3.63 3.63 3.13-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.83

2.2.3 3f Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.67 3.45 3.45

Domain 3 Range 3.13-4.00 2.88-3.88 2.50-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 91% 95%
Mean 3.42 3.33 3.28

c°’"§°1"e"t Range 3.13375 | 325350 2.50-3.90
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 83%
Mean 3.13 3.50 3.50

3.1.1 8f Range 3.13 3.50 3.25-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.25 3.20

3.1.2 4c Range 3.38 3.25 2.50-3.90
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100% 50%
Mean 3.75 3.25 3.15

3.1.3 5e Range 3.75 3.25 3.00-3.30
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
C Mean 3.88 3.57 3.56

°’"§°2"e"t Range 3.75400 | 3383.75 3.38-3.88
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.75 3.38 3.39

3.2.1 7a Range 3.75 3.38 3.38-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.50 3.72

3.2.2 3 Range 3.88 3.50 3.55-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.63 3.65

3.2.3 4f Range 3.88 3.63 3.55-3.75
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.75 3.50
3.2.4 3d Range 4.00 3.75 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.66 3.41 3.46

c°’"§°3"e"t Range 3.25-400 | 288-3.88 3.00-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.00 3.20

3.3.1 6d Range 3.38 3.00 3.00-3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.75
3.3.2 6a Range 4.00 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.88 3.75
3.3.3 6d Range 4.00 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 2.88 3.15

3.3.4 8b Range 3.25 2.88 3.05-3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0% 100%-
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.90

Domain 4 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%






Component Mean 4.00 4.00 3.90
41 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.83
4.1.1 90 Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-3.90
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 3.88
4.1.2 9l Range 4.00 4.00 3.75-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.94 3.91
Domain 5 Range 4.00 3.75-4.00 3.63-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.1 Mean 4.00 3.88 3.88
’ Range 4.00 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.2 Mean 4.00 4.00 4,00
' Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
2 Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.4 Mean 4.00 4.00 4,00
' Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
Mean 4.00 3.88 4.00
2 Range 4.00 3.88 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.6 Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.7 Mean 4.00 4.00 3.75
’ Range 4.00 4.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N 1 1 1
5.8 Mean 4.00 4.00 3.75
Range 4.00 4.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
N
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
N
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher






Business PBC French
RUBRIC Program Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
ELEMENT InTASC Standard 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019
N=0 N=1 N=0 N=0 N=0 N=1 N=0 N=0
Mean 335 .2
Domain 1 Range 3.13-3.63 3.13-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
¢ ; Mean 3.35 3.38
omponen
1p‘1 Range 3.13-3.63 3.13-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 3.00
1.1.1 4n Range 3.25 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 338 313
1.1.2 or Range 3.38 3.13
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.13 S
1.1.3 29 Range 3.13 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 3.50
1.1.4 1b Range 3.63 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.56 3.54
Domain 2 Range 2.25-3.88 2.88-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 86% 86%
c ¢ Mean 3.82 3.60
v Range 3.63-3.88 2.83-3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.63 2.88
2.1.1 3 Range 3.63 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.88 3.88
2.1.2 3d Range 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 S
2.1.3 3d Range 3.88 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 3.88
2.1.4 3d Range 3.88 3.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
C : Mean 3.21 3.46
°’"g°2"e" Range 2.38-3.50 3.253.63
) % Proficient or Higher 67% 100%
Mean 3.50 3.50
2.2.1 3c Range 3.00 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 2.88 3.25
2.2.2 3f Range 2.88 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%






Mean 3.25 3.63
2.2.3 3f Range 3.25 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.05 3.18
Domain 3 Range 2.25-3.63 2.63-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 73% 73%
C Mean 2.42 2.88
°’"§°1"e"t Range 2.252.50 2.633.00
) % Proficient or Higher 0% 67%
Mean 2.25 3.00
3.1.1 8f Range 2.25 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.00
3.1.2 4c Range 2.50 3.00
YoProficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 2.63
3.1.3 5e Range 2.50 2.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 0%
C Mean 3.38 3.16
°’"§°2"e"t Range 3.13-3.63 2.88-3.63
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.13 3.00
3.2.1 7a Range 3.13 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.63 2.88
3.2.2 3] Range 3.63 2.38
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.25 3.13
3.2.3 4f Range 3.25 3.13
YoProficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.50 3.63
3.2.4 3d Range 3.50 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
C Mean 3.19 3.44
°m§°3"e"t Range 3.003.38 2.88-3.75
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 75%
Mean 3.00 3.50
3.3.1 6d Range 3.00 3.50
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.25 3.75
3.3.2 6a Range 3.25 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 3.63
3.3.3 6d Range 3.38 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.13 2.88
3.3.4 8b Range 3.13 2.88
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%
Mean 3.88 4.00
Domain 4 Range 3.75-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00
c°’"2°1"e"t Range 3.75-4.00 4.00
) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.88 4.00
4.1.1 90 Range 3.88 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%






Number 4.00 4.00
4.1.2 9l Mean 4.00 4.00
Range 100% 100%
% Proficient or Higher 3.75 4.00
4.1.3 9 Range 3.75 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Domain 5 Mean 3.05 3.54
Range 2.00-4.00 3.25-3.75
% Proficient or Higher 57% 100%
Number 1 1
5.9 Mean 3.83 3.75
’ Range 3.83 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 217 3.25
52 Range 2.17 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
5.3 Mean 2.00 3.63
Range 2.00 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
5.4 Mean 233 3.63
' Range 233 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
5.5 Mean 3.17 3.63
’ Range 3.17 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1
Mean 3.25
>-6 Range 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1 1
5.7 Mean 3.83 3.63
Range 3.83 3.63
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1
Mean 3.58
58 Range 3.58
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.9 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 4,00
510 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.11 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number
5.12 Mean

Range






% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher






Social Studies PBC Math PBC
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
RUBRIC Program
ELEMENT InTASC Stangdard 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=0 N=0 N=1
Mean 2.50 3.98
Domain 1 Range 2.38-2.63 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.98
c°m1"“’1"e"t Range 2.38-2.63 3.90-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.63 4.00
1.1.1 4n Range 2.63 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
1.1.2 or Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.38 3.90
1.1.3 29 Range 2.38 3.90
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
1.1.4 b Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.4 3.68
Domain 2 Range 1.75-3.00 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 29% 100%
Mean 2.75 3.73
c°’"§“’1"e"t Range 2.50-3.00 3.40-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 50%. 100%
Mean 2.50 4.00
L 3] Range 2.50 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 2.50 3.75
2.1.2 3d Range 2.50 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 3.00 3.75
2.1.3 3d Range 3.00 3.75
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.00 3.40
2.1.4 3d Range 3.00 3.40
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
o Mean 1.96 3.63
2.2 Range 1.75-2.13 3.25-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 213 3.25
2.2.1 3¢ Range 213 3.25
% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%
Mean 1.75 3.65
2:2.2 3 Range 1.75 3.65






% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.00 4.00

2.2.3 3f Range 2.00 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.26 3.75
Domain 3 Range 1.63-2.88 3.00-4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 1.79 3.65
°’"§°1"e"t Range 1.63-2.00 3.50-3.80

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.00 3.65

3.1.1 8f Range 2.00 3.65

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.63 3.80

3.1.2 4c Range 1.63 3.80

%Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.75 3.50

3.1.3 5e Range 1.75 3.50

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 2.67 3.81
°m§°2"e"t Range 2.38-2.88 3.65-4.00

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.50 4.00

3.2.1 7a Range 2.50 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.88 3.80

3.2.2 3] Range 2.38 3.80

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.75 3.80

3.2.3 4f Range 2.75 3.80

YoProficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.38 3.65

3.2.4 3d Range 2.38 3.65

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

C Mean 2.25 3.75
°’"§°3"e"t Range 1.88-2.75 3.004.00

) % Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.25 3.00

3.3.1 6d Range 2.25 3.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.13 4.00

3.3.2 6a Range 2.13 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 2.75 4.00

3.3.3 6d Range 2.75 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 1.88 4.00

3.3.4 8b Range 1.88 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 0% 100%

Mean 3.50 4.00

Domain 4 Range 3.25-3.88 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 3.50 4.00

c°’"2°1"e"t Range 3.253.88 4.00

) % Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 3.25 4.00

1.1 % Range 3.25 4,00






% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 4.00
4.1.2 9l Range 3.38 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.38 4.00
4.1.3 90 Range 3.38 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Mean 3.07
veniilla Range 3.00-3.33
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
5.1 Mean 3.00
’ Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.2 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.33
>3 Range 3.33
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.4 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>3 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.6 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>7 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.8 Mean
Range
% Proficient or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3.00
>9 Range 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number
5.10 Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher







ENGLISH PBC

ENGLISH Practitioner

Fall 2015 Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Sp
2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2(
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC
N=0 N= N=0 N
Mean
Essential Questions Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean
Content Standards Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00 4
Student Outcomes 4n Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 P
Technology 51 Range 4.00 2
% Proficient or Higher 100% (
Mean
Educational Materials Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00 3
Procedures 3k Range 4.00 3
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 3
Lesson Hook 8 Range 4.00 3
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 3
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 4.00 3
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, and 7 'gflean 488 4
Independent Practice _hange - )
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean
Closure Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00 4
Formative/Summative Assessment 6j Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 3
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 4.00 3
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1
Mean 4.00 2
Exploration, Extension, Supplemental e Range 4.00 2
% Proficient or Higher 100% (
Mean 4.00 1
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7 Range 4.00 1
% Proficient or Higher 100% (






French Practitioner

Business PBC

Fall 2015 Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Sp
2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2(
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC
N=0 N=1 N=0 N
Mean 4
Content Standards Range 4
% Proficient or Higher 1(
Mean 4.00 2
Student Outcomes 4 Range 4.00 2
% Proficient or Higher 100% (
Mean 4.00 4
Technology 5 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4
Educational Materials Range 4
% Proficient or Higher 1(
Mean 4.00 4
Procedures 3 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 4
Lesson Hook 8 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 3
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 4.00 3
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, and 7 'gflean 488 ;
Independent Practice _hange -
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 2
Closure Range 2
% Proficient or Higher (
Mean 4.00 4
Formative/Summative Assessment 6 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 4
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 4
Exploration, Extension, Supplemental 1 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(
Mean 4.00 4
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7 Range 4.00 4
% Proficient or Higher 100% 1(







PBC_Secondary
Assessment: Lesson Planning

Lesson Plan data is collected throughout the program:

The data in the table for Fall 2017-Spring 2018 completers is from EDUC 312, EDUC 333, and EDUC 412

If candidates took the course prior to Fall 2016 then the data is not available on Google Drive. Moving forward, candidate data should be reported from the
above courses and therefore should be available for completers.

Combined MAT SEC Lesson Plan Data
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC
Number 1
Content Standards Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
Student Outcomes 4 oz Sl
Range 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75%
Number 4
M 2.
Technology can 50
> Range 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75%
Number 1
Educational Materials Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
Procedures 3 Mean 3.75
Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
Lesson Hook 8 oz o
Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
. Mean 3.50
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, 7 Mean 3.83
and Independent Practice Range 3.83-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
Closure
Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 4
Formative/Summative Assessment 6 Mean 4.00
Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
X Mean 3.75
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4
Exploration, Extension, Q Mean 3.50
Supplemental Range 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75%
Number 4
. . - Mean 3.25
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7 Range 100-4.00






Assessment: Lesson Planning

Lesson Plan data is collected throughout the program:

The data in the table for Fall 2017-Spring 2018 completers is from EDUC 312, EDUC 333, and EDUC 412

If candidates took the course prior to Fall 2016 then the data is not available on Google Drive. Moving forward, candidate data should be reported from
the above courses and therefore should be available for completers.

Combined MAT SEC Lesson Plan Data
Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring
2016 2017 2017 2018 2018 2019
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC
Number 1 0
Content Standards Mean 400
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4 3
Student Outcomes 4 Mean 3.50 =00
Range 2.00-4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75% 100%
Number 4 3
Technology Mean 2.50 3.00
5 Range 2.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75% 67%
Number 1
Educational Materials Mean 4.00
Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Number 4 3
Procedures 3 Mean 3.75 3.67
Range 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 4 3
Lesson Hook 8 Mean e 8]
Range 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 4 3
. Mean 3.50 3.67
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 3.00-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 4 3
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, 7 Mean 3.83 3.67
and Independent Practice Range 3.83-4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
Closure
Range 2.00
% Proficient or Higher 0%
Number 4 3
Formative/Summative Assessment 6 Mean 4.00 3.67
Range 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%
Number 4 3
i Mean 3.75 3.00
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 3.00-4.00 1.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 67%
Number 4 3
Exploration, Extension, - Mean 3.50 3.33
Supplemental Range 2.00-4.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75% 67%
Number 4 3
. . - Mean 3.25 3.00
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7 Range 100-4.00 T00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 75% 67%







ENGLISH PBC

Fall S Spring Spring Fall S
pring 2018 a pring
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC 201 2017 Fall 2017 2018 Practit 2018 2019
6 PBC .
ioner
N=0 N=1 N=1 N=0 N=2
Mean
Essential Questions Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean
Content Standards Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00 4.00 4.00
Student Outcomes 4n Range 4.00 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 2.00 2.50
Technology 51 Range 4.00 2.00 2.00-3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0% 50%
Mean
Educational Materials Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00 3.00 3.50
Procedures 3k Range 4.00 3.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4,00 3.00 3.50
Lesson Hook 8 Range 4.00 3.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.00 3.50
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8j Range 4.00 3.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, and 7k RMean :gg :88 3030'5500
Independent Practice ”ange - : : il
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean
Closure Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4,00 4.00 3.50
Formative/Summative Assessment 6] Range 4.00 4.00 3.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 100%
Mean 4.00 3.00 2.50
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 4.00 3.00 1.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100% 50%
Mean 4.00 2.00 3.00
Exploration, Extension, Supplemental fe Range 4.00 2.00 2.00-4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0% 50%
Mean 4.00 1.00 2.50
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7] Range 4.00 1.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%






French Practitioner

Business PBC

Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring Fall Spring

RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018 2015 2016 2016 2017 2017 2018

N=0 N=1 N=0 N=

Mean 4.00

Content Standards Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 4.00 2.00

Student Outcomes 4 Range 4.00 2.00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 0%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Technology 5 Range 4.00 4,00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4,00

Educational Materials Range 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 100%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Procedures 3 Range 4.00 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Lesson Hook 8 Range 4.00 4.00

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4.00 3.00

Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 4.00 3.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, and 7 RMean igg 3;:

Independent Practice ange : .

% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 2.00

Closure Range 2.00

% Proficient or Higher 0%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Formative/Summative Assessment 6 Range 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4.00 4,00

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental 1 Range 4.00 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%

Mean 4.00 4.00

Accommodations/ Differentiation 7 Range 4.00 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100% 100%






Math PBC

Fall 2018 Spring 2019
RUBRIC ELEMENT INTASC
N=0 N=1
Mean
Essential Questions Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00
Content Standards Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean
Student Outcomes 4n Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00
Technology 51 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean
Educational Materials Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00
Procedures 3k Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Lesson Hook 8 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Pre-Planned SEED Questions 8 Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Modeled, Guided, Collaborative, and Independent 7k RMean 188
Practice ange :
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean
Closure Range
% Proficient or Higher
Mean 4.00
Formative/Summative Assessment 6j Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Relevance and Rationale 2 Range 4,00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Exploration, Extension, Supplemental 1e Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%
Mean 4.00
Accommodations/ Differentiation 7j Range 4.00
% Proficient or Higher 100%







ALL SECONDARY

PROGRAMS Fall 2015 (Spring 2016| Fall 2016 | Spring 2017
InTASC
RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD Standard | Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 1.33 2.17 2 1.33
Range 1-2 1-3 2 1-2
Y%
Proficient
Essential Questions or Higher 0% 50% 0% 0%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.67 2.83 2.5 3.33
Range 2-3 2-3 2-3 3-4
Y%
Proficient
Content Standards or Higher 67% 75% 50% 100%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.33 1.5 2.5 2.67
Range 1-3 1-2 2-3 2-4
Y%
Proficient
Student Outcomes 4n or Higher 67% 0% 50% 33%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 3 2.67 2 4.00
Range 2-4 1-4 2 4
Y%
Proficient
Technology 51 or Higher 67% 50% 0% 100%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.67 2.5 2.5 4.00
Range 2-3 2-3 2-3 4
Y%
Proficient
Educational Materials or Higher 67% 50% 50% 100%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.33 2.67 2 3.67
Range 3-4 2-3 2 3-4
Y%
Proficient
Procedures 3k or Higher 100% 75% 0% 100%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.67 1.83 2 2.67
Lesson "Hook" 8j Range 2-4 1-3 2 2-3






%

Proficient
or Higher 33% 25% 0% 67%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2 2.17 2 2.67
Range 1-3 1-4 2 2-4
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 33% 50% 0% 33%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2 2.67 2 3.33
Range 2 2-3 2 2-4
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 0% 75% 0% 67%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.67 2.67 1 3.33
Range 2-3 2-3 1 2-4
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 67% 75% 0% 67%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 2.67 2.67 1.5 3.00
Range 2-3 2-3 1-2 1-4
Y%
Formative/Summative Proficient
Assessment 6j or Higher 67% 75% 0% 67%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 3 3.5 1.5 2.67
Range 2-4 3-4 1-2 1-4
Y%
Proficient
Relevance & Rationale 2j or Higher 67% 100% 0% 67%
Number 3 4 1 3
Mean 2 3.33 1 2.33
Range 2 3-4 1 1-4
Y%
Exploration, Extension, Proficient
Supplemental le or Higher 0% 100% 0% 33%
Number 3 4 2 3
Mean 1.67 1.66 1.5 2.33
Differentiation 7i Range 1-2 1-2 1-2 1-4






%

Proficient
or Higher 0% 0% 0% 33%
ENGLISH Fall 2015 [Spring 2016| Fall 2016 | Spring 2017
InTASC
RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD Standard | Number 0 0 1 0
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Essential Questions or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Content Standards or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Student Outcomes 4n or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Technology 51 or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Educational Materials or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Procedures 3k or Higher 0%
Lesson "Hook" 8i Number 1






Mean

Range

Y%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Pre-Planned (Seed)
Questions

8i

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Modeled, Guided, Collab,
& Ind. Practice

7k

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Closure

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Formative/Summative
Assessment

6j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Relevance & Rationale

2j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Exploration, Extension,
Supplemental

le

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Differentiation

7j

Number






Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
or Higher 0%
SOCIAL STUDIES Fall 2015 [Spring 2016| Fall 2016 | Spring 2017
InTASC
RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD Standard | Number 1 0 0 2
Mean 2 1.00
Range 2 1
Y%
Proficient
Essential Questions or Higher 0% 0%
Number 1 2
Mean 3 3.50
Range 3 3-4
Y%
Proficient
Content Standards or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 2
Mean 1 3.00
Range 1 2-4
Y%
Proficient
Student Outcomes 4n or Higher 0% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 3 4.00
Range 3 4
Y%
Proficient
Technology 51 or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 4.00
Range 2 4
Y%
Proficient
Educational Materials or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 2
Mean 3 3.50
Range 3 3-4
Pracednres 3k % 100% 100%






or Higher

Number 1 2
Mean 2 2.50
Range 2 2-3
Y%
Proficient
Lesson "Hook" 8j or Higher )5 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 3 3.00
Range 3 2-4
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 100% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 3.00
Range 2 2-4
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 0% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 3.00
Range 2 2-4
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 0% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 2.50
Range 2 1-4
Y%
Formative/Summative Proficient
Assessment 6j or Higher 0% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 2.00
Range 2 1-3
Y%
Proficient
Relevance & Rationale 2j or Higher 0% 50%
Number 1 2
Mean 2 1.50
Range 2 1-2
Exploration, Extension, =
Supplemental le %o 0% 0%

™ e e






or Higher

Number 1 2
Mean 2 2.50
Range 2 1-4
Y%
Proficient
Differentiation 7j or Higher 0% 50%
AGRICULTURE Fall 2015 [Spring 2016| Fall 2016 | Spring 2016
InTASC
RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD Standard | Number 0 0 0 1
Mean 2.00
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Essential Questions or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 3.00
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Content Standards or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Student Outcomes 4n or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Proficient
Technology 51 or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Proficient
Educational Materials or Higher 100%
Number 1
Procedures 3k Mean 4.00






Range 4
Y%
Proficient
or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 3.00
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Lesson "Hook" 8j or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2.00
Range 2
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Formative/Summative Proficient
Assessment 6j or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 4.00
Range 4
Y%
Proficient
Relevance & Rationale 2j or Higher 100%
Number 1
Exploration, Extension,
Supplemental le Mean 4.00






Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

Differentiation

7j

Number

Mean

2.00

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

BUSINESS

Fall 2015

Spring 2016

Fall 2016

Spring 2017

RUBRIC ELEMENT

STANDARD

InTASC
Standard

Number

Essential Questions

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

100%

Content Standards

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

100%

Student Outcomes

4n

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

0%

Technology

51

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

100%

Educational Materials

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

100%






Number

Mean 3 3
Range 3 3
Y%
Proficient
Procedures 3k or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 2 2
Range 2 2
Y%
Proficient
Lesson "Hook" 8j or Higher 0% 0%
Number 1 1
Mean 1 1
Range 1 1
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 0% 0%
Number 1 1
Mean 2 3
Range 2 3
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 0% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 3 2
Range 3 2
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 100% 0%
Number 1 1
Mean 3 3
Range 3 3
Y%
Formative/Summative Proficient
Assessment 6j or Higher 100% 100%
Number 1 1
Mean 4 4
Range 4 4
Y%
Proficient
Relevance & Rationale 2j or Higher 100% 100%






Exploration, Extension,
Supplemental

le

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

100%

Differentiation

7j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

0%

CHEMISTRY

Fall 2015

Spring 2016

Fall 2016

Spring 2017

RUBRIC ELEMENT

STANDARD

InTASC
Standard

Number

Essential Questions

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Content Standards

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Student Outcomes

4n

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Technology

51

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Educational Materials

Number

Mean

Range






%
Proficient
or Higher

Procedures

3k

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Lesson "Hook"

8

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Pre-Planned (Seed)
Questions

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Modeled, Guided, Collab,
& Ind. Practice

7k

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Closure

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Formative/Summative
Assessment

6j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Relevance & Rationale

2j

Number

Mean

Range






%
Proficient
or Higher

Exploration, Extension,
Supplemental

le

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

Differentiation

7j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

BIOLOGY

Fall 2015

Spring 2016

Falll 2016

Spring 2017

RUBRIC ELEMENT

STANDARD

InTASC
Standard

Number

Essential Questions

Mean

2.5

Range

2-3

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

50%

0%

Content Standards

Number

Mean

2.5

Range

2-3

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

50%

0%

Student Outcomes

4n

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

0%

Technology

51

Number

Mean

Range

1-3

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

50%

0%

Educational Materials

Number






Mean 3 2.5 3
Range 3 2-3 3
Y%
Proficient
or Higher 100% 50% 100%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 4 3 2
Range 4 3 2
Y%
Proficient
Procedures 3k or Higher 100% 100% 0%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 4 2.5 2
Range 4 2-3 2
Y%
Proficient
Lesson "Hook" 8j or Higher 100% 50% 0%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 2 3.5 2
Range 2 3-4 2
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 0% 100% 0%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 2 3 2
Range 2 3 2
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 0% 100% 0%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 3 3 1
Range 3 3 1
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 100% 100% 0%
Number 1 2 1
Mean 3 3 1
Range 3 3 1
Y%
Formative/Summative Proficient
Assessment 6j or Higher 100% 100% 0%
Relevance & Rationale 2j Number 1 2 1






Mean

35

Range

Y%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

0%

Exploration, Extension,
Supplemental

le

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

100%

0%

Differentiation

7j

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

0%

0%

GENERAL SCIENCE

Fall 2015

Spring 2016

Fall 2016

Spring 2017

RUBRIC ELEMENT

STANDARD

InTASC
Standard

Number

Essential Questions

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Content Standards

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

100%

Student Outcomes

4n

Number

Mean

Range

%
Proficient
or Higher

0%

Technalaov

51

Number

Mean

Range

%

0%






or Higher

Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Educational Materials or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Procedures 3k or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 1
Range 1
Y%
Proficient
Lesson "Hook" 8j or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Pre-Planned (Seed) Proficient
Questions 81 or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Modeled, Guided, Collab, Proficient
& Ind. Practice 7k or Higher 0%
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Closure or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Formative/Summative 5
Assessment 6j %o 0%

™ e e






or Higher
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Proficient
Relevance & Rationale 2j or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 3
Range 3
Y%
Exploration, Extension, Proficient
Supplemental le or Higher 100%
Number 1
Mean 2
Range 2
Y%
Proficient
Differentiation 7] or Higher 0%

Updated on September 28, 2017:
Knowledge
Learner Development:

InTASC Standard 1- The candidate determines how learners grow and develop, recognizing that patterns of learning and development vary
individually within and across the cognitive, linguistic, social, emotional, and physical areas

Learning Differences:

InTASC Standard 2- The candidate identifies individual differences and diverse cultures and communities to ensure inclusive learning environments
that enable each learner to meet high standards

Content Knowledge:

InTASC Standard 4- The candidate applies the central concepts, tools of inquiry, and structures of the discipline(s) he or she teaches

Application of Content:

InTASC Standard 5- The candidate decides how to connect concepts and use differing perspectives to engage learners in critical thinking, creativity,
and collaborative problem solving related to authentic local and global issues

Planning for Instruction:

InTASC Standard 7- The candidate draws upon knowledge of content areas, curriculum, cross-disciplinary skills, and pedagogy, as well as
knowledge of learners and the community context to plan instruction that supports every student in meeting rigorous learning goals

Skills

Tnetrmictional Strateoieq:





InTASC Standard 8- The candidate implements a variety of instructional strategies to encourage learners to develop deep understanding of content
areas and their connections, and to build skills to apply knowledge in meaningful ways.

CAEP Standard 1

ALL SECONDARY PROGRAMS

InTASC
Standard

RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD
Essential Questions

Content Standards

Student Outcomes 4n
Technology 51
Educational Materials

Procedures 3k
Lesson "Hook" 8j

Number

Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Fall 2015

13

2.84

2-3

92%

100%

2.8

2-4

69%

100%

2.44

2-3

46%

Spring 2016

100%

2.8

2-3

86%

32

34

100%

2.8

2-3

86%

100%

2.5

2-3

57%

Fall 2016

Spring 2017

3.25

2-4

88%

3.75

2-4

88%

3.75

2-4

88%

2.63

2-4

38%





Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions

8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

ENGLISH

RUBRIC ELEMENT

Essential Questions

STANDARD

6j

2j

le

7j

InTASC
Standard

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean

2.39

2-3

31%

0%

Fall 2015

2.2

2-3

29%

2.8

2-3

86%

2.1

2-3

14%

32

34

100%

2.2

2-3

14%

0%

Spring 2016

2.5

0%

Fall 2016

1.67

2.38

2-4

25%

0%

Spring 2017





Content Standards

Student Outcomes

Technology

Educational Materials

Procedures

Lesson "Hook"

Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions

4n

51

3k

8

8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean

100%

100%

2.5

2-3

50%

2.5

2-3

50%

233

2-3

33%

233

2-3

33%

35

3-4

100%

2-4

50%

0%

2.5

2-3

50%

100%

2.5





Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

MATH
RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD

Essential Questions

Content Standards

6j

2j

7j

InTASC
Standard

Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

Fall 2015

24

2-3

40%

100%

100%

2.5

2-3

50%

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

Spring 2016

100%

0%

0%

Fall 2016

100%

2-3

50%

34

34

100%

100%

Spring 2017

100%





Student Outcomes 4n

Technology 51

Educational Materials

Procedures 3k
Lesson "Hook" 8j
Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions 8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

2-3

60%

100%

24

2-3

40%

100%

24

2-3

40%

2.2

2-3

20%

1005

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

0%

0%

2.5

2-3

50%

0%





Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

SOCIAL STUDIES

RUBRIC ELEMENT

Essential Questions

Content Standards

Student Outcomes

Technology

STANDARD

6j

2j

7j

InTASC
Standard

4n

51

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean

0%

Fall 2015

24

2-3

40%

100%

2.6

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

Spring 2016

0%

Fall 2016

2-4

50%

2.5

2-3

50%

2-4

50%

Spring 2017

0%

35

34

100%

2-4

50%





Educational Materials

Procedures 3k
Lesson "Hook" 8j
Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions 8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure
Formative/Summative Assessment 6j
Relevance & Rationale 2j

Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean

2-3

60%

100%

100%

24

2-3

40%

2.2

2-3

20%

100%

0%

0%

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

2.5

100%

2.5

104

50%

100%

2-4

50%





Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

AGRICULTURE

RUBRIC ELEMENT

Essential Questions

Content Standards

Student Outcomes

Technology

Educational Materials

Procedures

STANDARD

le

7j

InTASC
Standard

4n

51

3k

Range 3

% Proficient

0,

or Higher 100%
Number 5
Mean 2
Range 2
% Proficient |
or Higher 0%
Number 5
Mean 2
Range 2
% Proficient |
or Higher 0%

Fall 2015
Number 0
Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Ranoe

100%

0%

Spring 2016

2-3

50%

0%

Fall 2016

2.5

2-3

50%

0%

Spring 2017





Lesson "Hook"

Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions

8

8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

BUSINESS

RUBRIC ELEMENT STANDARD

6j

2j

le

7j

InTASC
Standard

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Fall 2015

Number 1

100%

0%

Spring 2016  Fall 2016

Spring 2017





Essential Questions

Content Standards

Student Outcomes

Technology

Educational Materials

Procedures

Lesson "Hook"

Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions

4n

51

3k

8

8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

0%

1

0%

0%





Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

CHEMISTRY

RUBRIC ELEMENT

Essential Questions

Content Standards

STANDARD

6j

2j

7j

InTASC
Standard

Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number
Mean
Range

% Proficient
or Higher

Number

Mean

Range

0%

Fall 2015

% Proficient or Higher

Number
Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

0%

Spring 2016

0%

Fall 2016

100%

0%

Spring 2017





Student Outcomes 4n

Technology 51

Educational Materials

Procedures 3k
Lesson "Hook" 8j
Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions 8i

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment 6j

Relevance & Rationale 2j

Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Number

0%





Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

BIOLOGY

RUBRIC ELEMENT

Essential Questions

Content Standards

Student Outcomes

Technology

Educational Materials

Procedures

STANDARD

le

7j

InTASC
Standard

4n

51

3k

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

Fall 2015
Number 0
Mean
Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

0%

Fall 2016

Spring 2017





Lesson "Hook"

Pre-Planned (Seed) Questions

Modeled, Guided, Collab, & Ind. Practice 7k

Closure

Formative/Summative Assessment

Relevance & Rationale

Exploration, Extension, Supplemental

Differentiation

8

8i

6j

2j

le

7j

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher
Number

Mean

Range

% Proficient or Higher

100%

100%






PBC_Secondary
Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domains 1-4 for PBC candidates in ALL content areas.

Data collected from final column of the FEE rubric (the mean of the 8 observations) from the student teaching semester OR two internship semesters.

Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017 Spring 2018
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=4
InTASC Program %Prof. % Pro
Element Standard | Standard Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range or Mean Range or
Higher highe
Domain 1:
Planning and 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100%
Preparation
Component 1.1 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100%
1.1.1 4n 2.63 2.63 0% 3.53 3.25-4.00 100%
1.1.2 6r 2.50 2.50 0% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100%
1.1.3 29 2.38 2.38 0% 3.63 3.13-3.88 100%
1.1.4 1b 2.50 2.50 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100%
Domain 2: The
Classroom 2.4 1.75-3.00 29% 3.69 2.88-4.00 92%
Environment
Component 2.1 2.75 2.50-3.00 50% 3.82 2.88-4.00 94%
2.1.1 3j 2.50 2.50 50% 3.54 2.88-4.00 75%
2.1.2 3d 2.50 2.50 50% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%
213 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.91 3.75-4.00 100%
2.1.4 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.94 3.88-4.00 100%
Component 2.2 1.96 1.75-2.13 0% 3.51 2.88-4.00 92%
2.2.1 3c 2.13 2.13 0% 347 3.25-3.63 100%
2.2.2 3f 1.75 1.75 0% 3.35 2.88-3.63 75%
223 3f 2.00 2.00 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100%
Domain 3: 226 | 163288 | 0% | 334 |2254.00 | 84%
Instruction
Component 3.1 1.79 1.63-2.00 0% 3.01 2.25-3.75 67%
3.1.1 8f 2.00 2.00 0% 2.97 2.25-3.50 75%
3.1.2 4c 1.63 1.63 0% 3.03 2.50-3.50 75%
3.1.3 5e 1.75 1.75 0% 3.03 2.50-3.75 50%
Component 3.2 2.67 2.38-2.88 0% 3.50 2.88-4.00 94%
3.2.1 7a 2.50 2.50 0% 3.32 3.00-3.75 100%
3.2.2 3j 2.88 2.88 0% 347 2.88-3.88 75%
3.2.3 4f 2.75 2.75 0% 347 3.13-3.88 100%
3.24 3d 2.38 2.38 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100%
Component 3.3 2.25 1.88-2.75 0% 3.42 2.88-4.00 88%
3.3.1 6d 2.25 2.25 0% 3.22 3.00-3.50 100%
3.3.2 6a 2.13 2.13 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100%
3.33 6d 2.75 2.75 0% 3.72 3.38-4.00 100%
3.34 8b 1.88 1.88 0% 3.04 2.88-3.25 50%
Domain 4: 350 | 3.25-3.88 | 100% | 3.97 | 3.75-4.00 | 100%
Professionalism
Component 4.1 3.50 3.25-3.88 100% 3.97 3.75-4.00 100%
411 90 3.25 3.25 100% 3.97 3.88-4.00 100%
4.1.2 9l 3.38 3.38 100% 4.00 4.00 100%
413 90 3.88 3.88 100% 3.94 3.75-4.00 100%







Fall 2017 Spring 2018 Fall 2018 Spring 2019
N=1 N=4 N=0 N=3
% % o % Prof.
Element InTASC Program Mean Range Prof. Mean Range Prof. Mean Range /O:'Of- Mean Range or
Standard | Standard or or . higher
higher higher Higher
[¢] g

Domain 1:

Planning and 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100% 3.82 3.63-4.00 100%

Preparation

Component 1.1 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100% 3.82 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.1 4n 2.63 2.63 0% 3.53 3.25-4.00 100% 3.76 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.2 6r 2.50 2.50 0% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100% 3.84 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.3 29 2.38 2.38 0% 3.63 3.13-3.88 100% 3.73 3.63-3.90 100%
114 1b 2.50 2.50 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100% 3.97 3.90-4.00 100%

Domain 2: The

Classroom 2.41 1.75-3.00 29% 3.69 2.88-4.00 92% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100%

Environment

Component 2.1 2.75 2.50-3.00 50% 3.82 2.88-4.00 94% 3.64 3.38-4.00 100%
2.11 3j 2.50 2.50 50% 3.54 2.88-4.00 75% 3.59 3.38-4.00 100%
2.1.2 3d 2.50 2.50 50% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100% 3.68 3.40-3.88 100%
2.1.3 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.91 3.75-4.00 100% 3.79 3.75-3.88 100%
214 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.94 3.88-4.00 100% 3.48 3.40-3.63 100%

Component 2.2 1.96 1.75-2.13 0% 3.51 2.88-4.00 92% 3.56 3.13-4.00 100%
2.21 3c 2.13 2.13 0% 3.47 3.25-3.63 100% 3.42 3.25-3.50 100%
222 3f 1.75 1.75 0% 3.35 2.88-3.63 75% 3.39 3.13-3.65 100%
2.2.3 3f 2.00 2.00 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%

ﬂ:::::.in 2.26 1.63-2.88 | 0% | 3.34 | 2.25-4.00 | 84% 355 | 2.50-4.00 | 97%

Component 3.1 1.79 1.63-2.00 0% 3.01 2.25-3.75 67% 3.41 2.50-3.90 89%
3.1.1 8f 2.00 2.00 0% 2.97 2.25-3.50 75% 3.55 3.25-3.75 100%
3.1.2 4c 1.63 1.63 0% 3.03 2.50-3.50 75% 3.40 2.50-3.90 67%
3.1.3 5e 1.75 1.75 0% 3.03 2.50-3.75 50% 3.27 3.00-3.50 100%

Component 3.2 2.67 2.38-2.88 0% 3.50 2.88-4.00 94% 3.65 3.38-4.00 100%
3.21 7a 2.50 2.50 0% 3.32 3.00-3.75 100% 3.59 3.38-4.00 100%
3.2.2 3j 2.88 2.88 0% 3.47 2.88-3.88 75% 3.74 3.55-3.88 100%
3.2.3 4f 2.75 2.75 0% 3.47 3.13-3.88 100% 3.70 3.55-3.80 100%
3.2.4 3d 2.38 2.38 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100% 3.55 3.50-3.65 100%

Component 3.3 2.25 1.88-2.75 0% 3.42 2.88-4.00 88% 3.56 3.00-4.00 100%
3.31 6d 2.25 2.25 0% 3.22 3.00-3.50 100% 3.13 3.00-3.40 100%
3.3.2 6a 2.13 2.13 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100% 3.83 3.75-4.00 100%
3.3.3 6d 2.75 2.75 0% 3.72 3.38-4.00 100% 3.83 3.75-4.00 100%
3.3.4 8b 1.88 1.88 0% 3.04 2.88-3.25 50% 3.43 3.05-4.00 100%

gfo';‘:;:iih aliem 3.50 3.25-3.88 | 100% | 3.97 | 3.75-4.00 | 100% 392 | 3.75-4.00 | 100%

Component 4.1 3.50 3.25-3.88 100% 3.97 3.75-4.00 100% 3.92 3.75-4.00 100%
4.1.1 90 3.25 3.25 100% 3.97 3.88-4.00 100% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%
412 9l 3.38 3.38 100% 4.00 4.00 100% 3.92 3.75-4.00 100%
4.1.3 90 3.88 3.88 100% 3.94 3.75-4.00 100% 4.00 4.00 100%







PBC_Secondary

Field Experience Evaluation Previous Data

Benchmark: Mean scores of 3 in all areas

ALL

SECONDAR
Y

PROGRAMS| InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17

Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range
1.1.1 4n 3 3.79 | 3.54 4 3.35 |3.08-3.93 2 3.15 |12.8-3.5 3 3.29 |3.15-3.38
1.1.2 6r 3 3.92 | 3.75-4 4 3.33 | 2.92-4 2 2.65 | 2-33 3 3.21 12.9-3.38
1.1.3 2g 3 3.83 | 3.54 4 3.36 |3.09-3.93 2 3.25 | 335 3 347 | 3.4-35
1.14 1b 3 3.84 | 3.63-4 4 3.15 |2.7-3.85 2 3.25 | 335 3 3.27 12.90-3.65
2.1.1 3j 3 3.34 | 3-3.63 4 3.03 |2.58-3.68 2 3 |2.5-35 3 3.08 |2.65-3.7
2.1.2 3d 3 3.54 |3.25-3.88 4 3.27 |2.98-3.93 2 33 (2.8-3.8 3 2.83 | 2.5-3.5
2.1.3 3d 3 3.67 | 3.38-4 4 342 | 2.85-4 2 3.15 |12.8-3.5 3 33 | 3-3.65
2.1.4 3d 3 3.55 |3.38-3.88 4 3.06 |2.78-3.88 2 3.5 3.5 3 3.12 | 3-3.30
2.2.1 3c 3 3.45 |2.88-3.63 4 3.51 |3.21-3.93 2 3.05 |2.3-3.8 3 3.11 |2.40-3.63
2.2.2 3f 3 3.25 12.5-3.75 4 3.21 | 3-3.93 2 34 | 3-3.8 3 2.95 12.65-3.45
2.2.3 3f 3 3.67 3-4 4 3.24 |2.75-3.93 2 3.05 |2.3-3.8 3 3.33 12.90-3.6
3.1.1 8f 3 3.17 12.63-3.5 4 297 | 2.7-3.6 2 3 3 3 2.88 |2.5-3.35
3.1.2 4c 3 3.13 |2.13-3.75 4 2.62 | 2-3.83 2 3.15 | 333 3 2.6 [2.05-3.5
3.1.3 Se 3 3.04 |2.25-3.63 4 2.78 |2.5-3.63 2 29 | 283 3 2.58 | 1.75-3.5
3.2.1 7a 3 342 | 3-3.75 4 3.10 |2.38-3.88 2 3 3 3 3.02 |2.65-3.40
3.2.2 3j 3 3.38 [3-13-3.63 4 2.97 [2.41-3.88 2 3.05 12.8-3.3 3 3.26 |3.13-3.50
3.2.3 4f 3 3.59 |3.38-3.63 4 3.26 |2.78-3.85 2 3.5 3-4 3 3.28 |2.88-3.65
3.24 3d 3 3.71 |3.38-3.88 4 3.32 |2.88-3.93 2 3.25 | 335 3 337 | 3-3.7
3.3.1 6d 3 3.46 |2.75-3.88 4 3.07 |2.86-3.68 2 3.15 | 333 3 3.15 | 3-33
3.3.2 6a 3 3.59 | 2.88-4 4 3.26 |2.83-3.93 2 3.25 | 335 3 3.22 12.75-3.5
3.33 6d 3 3.71 | 3.24-4 4 3.24 |2.38-3.93 2 34 [3.3-35 3 3.1 |2.75-3.65
334 8b 3 3.34 |2.5-3.88 4 3.06 | 2.44-4 2 3.5 3-4 3 3.02 |2.40-3.65
4.1.1 90 3 3.88 | 3.63-4 4 3.72 | 3.25-4 2 39 | 3.8-4 3 3.47 13.25-3.75
4.1.2 91 3 3.88 | 3.63-4 4 3.65 | 254 2 39 | 3.8-4 3 3.64 |3.63-3.65
4.1.3 90 3 3.92 | 3.75-4 4 3.54 | 2.81-4 2 39 | 3.8-4 3 3.63 |3.5-3.75

ENGLISH |[InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17

Component |Standard|[Number] Mean| Range [Number| Mean| Range [Number| Mean [ Range [INumber| Mean| Range






1.1.1 4n 1 3.5 3.5
1.1.2 6r 1 33 33
1.1.3 2g 1 3.5 3.5
1.14 1b 1 3.5 3.5
2.1.1 3j 1 3.5 3.5
2.1.2 3d 1 3.8 3.8
2.1.3 3d 1 3.5 3.5
2.1.4 3d 1 3.5 3.5
2.2.1 3c 1 3.8 3.8
2.2.2 3f 1 3.8 3.8
2.2.3 3f 1 3.8 3.8
3.1.1 8f 1 3 3
3.1.2 4c 1 33 33
3.1.3 Se 1 3 3
3.2.1 7a 1 3 3
3.2.2 3j 1 33 33
3.23 4f 1 4 4
3.24 3d 1 3.5 3.5
3.3.1 6d 1 3 3
3.3.2 6a 1 3.5 3.5
3.33 6d 1 33 33
334 8b 1 3 3
4.1.1 90 1 3.8 3.8
4.1.2 91 1 3.8 3.8
4.1.3 90 1 3.8 3.8
SOCIAL
STUDIES |InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17
Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range
1.1.1 4n 1 3.5 3.5 2 3.27 |3.15-3.38
1.1.2 6r 1 3.75 3.75 2 3.14 |2.90-3.38
1.1.3 2g 1 3.5 3.5 2 345 | 3.4-35
1.14 1b 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.08 [2.90-3.25
2.1.1 3j 1 3 3 2 2.77 12.65-2.88
2.1.2 3d 1 3.25 3.25 2 2.5 2.5
2.1.3 3d 1 3.38 3.38 2 3.13 | 3-3.25






2.1.4 3d 1 3.38 3.38 2 3.03 | 3-3.05
2.2.1 3c 1 2.88 2.88 2 3.01 |2.40-3.63
2.2.2 3f 1 2.5 2.5 2 2.7 [2.65-2.75
2.2.3 3f 1 3 3 2 3.2 |2.90-3.5
3.1.1 8f 1 2.63 2.63 2 2.65 |2.50-2.80
3.1.2 4c 1 2.13 2.13 2 2.15 |2.05-2.25
3.1.3 Se 1 2.25 2.25 2 2.13 |1.75-2.50
3.2.1 7a 1 3 3 2 2.83 | 2.65-3
3.2.2 3j 1 3.13 3.13 2 3.14 3.13-3.15
3.2.3 4f 1 3.38 3.38 2 3.09 |2.88-3.30
3.24 3d 1 3.38 3.38 2 32 | 3-3.40
3.3.1 6d 1 2.75 2.75 2 3.08 | 3-3.15
3.3.2 6a 1 2.88 2.88 2 3.08 |2.75-3.4
3.33 6d 1 3.25 3.25 2 2.83 2.75-2.90
334 8b 1 2.5 2.5 2 2.7 | 2.40-3
4.1.1 90 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.33 12.25-34
4.1.2 91 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.64 |3.63-3.65
4.1.3 90 1 3.75 3.75 2 3.58 |3.5-3.65
AGRICULTU|
RE InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17
Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |[Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range
1.1.1 4n 1 3.35 3.35
1.1.2 6r 1 3.35 3.35
1.1.3 2g 1 3.5 3.5
1.14 1b 1 3.65 3.65
2.1.1 3j 1 3.7 3.7
2.1.2 3d 1 3.5 3.5
2.1.3 3d 1 3.65 3.65
2.1.4 3d 1 33 33
2.2.1 3c 1 33 33
2.2.2 3f 1 3.45 3.45
2.2.3 3f 1 3.6 3.6
3.1.1 8f 1 3.35 3.35
3.1.2 4c 1 3.5 3.5
3.1.3 Se 1 3.5 3.5






3.2.1 7a 1 34 34

3.2.2 3j 1 3.5 3.5

3.2.3 4f 1 3.65 3.65

3.24 3d 1 3.7 3.7

3.3.1 6d 1 33 33

3.3.2 6a 1 3.5 3.5

3.33 6d 1 3.65 3.65

334 8b 1 3.65 3.65

4.1.1 90 1 3.75 3.75

4.1.2 91 1 3.65 3.65

4.1.3 90 1 3.75 3.75
BUSINESS | InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17
Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range

1.1.1 4n 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.5 3.5

1.1.2 6r 1 4 4 1 4 4

1.1.3 2g 1 4 4 1 3.5 3.5

1.14 1b 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.5 3.5

2.1.1 3j 1 3.38 3.38 1 3.25 3.25

2.1.2 3d 1 3.5 3.5 1 3.25 3.25

2.1.3 3d 1 3.63 3.63 1 3.75 3.75

2.1.4 3d 1 3.38 3.38 1 3 3

2.2.1 3c 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.75 3.75

2.2.2 3f 1 3.5 3.5 1 3.25 3.25

2.2.3 3f 1 4 4 1 3.5 3.5

3.1.1 8f 1 3.38 3.38 1 2.75 2.75

3.1.2 4c 1 3.5 3.5 1 2 2

3.1.3 Se 1 3.63 3.63 1 2.5 2.5

3.2.1 7a 1 3.5 3.5 1 3.25 3.25

3.2.2 3j 1 3.38 3.38 1 3.25 3.25

3.2.3 4f 1 3.75 3.75 1 3.5 3.5

3.24 3d 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.5 3.5

3.3.1 6d 1 3.75 3.75 1 3 3

3.3.2 6a 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.5 3.5

3.33 6d 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.75 3.75






334 8b 1 3.88 3.88 1 3.25 3.25

4.1.1 90 1 4 4 1 4 4

4.1.2 91 1 4 4 1 4 4

4.1.3 90 1 4 4 1 4 4
CHEMISTR

Y InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17

Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range

1.1.1 4n

1.1.2 6r

1.1.3 2¢g

1.14 1b

2.1.1 3j

2.1.2 3d

2.1.3 3d

2.14 3d

2.2.1 3c

2.2.2 3f

2.2.3 3f

3.1.1 8f

3.1.2 4c

3.1.3 Se

3.2.1 7a

3.2.2 3j

3.2.3 4f

3.24 3d

3.3.1 6d

3.3.2 6a

3.33 6d

334 8b

4.1.1 90

4.1.2 91

4.1.3 90
BIOLOGY |InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17






Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range
1.1.1 4n 1 4 2 3.5 [3.08-3.93 1 2.8 2.8
1.1.2 6r 1 4 4 2 3.08 |2.5-3.73 1 2 2
1.1.3 2g 1 4 4 2 3.5 [3.08-3.93 1 3 3
1.14 1b 1 4 4 2 3.24 2.63-3.85 1 3 3
2.1.1 3j 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.17 |2.58-3.68 1 2.5 2.5
2.1.2 3d 1 3.88 3.88 2 3.57 13.28-3.93 1 2.8 2.8
2.1.3 3d 1 4 4 2 3.65 | 3.03-4 1 2.8 2.8
2.1.4 3d 1 3.88 3.88 2 3.3 [2.78-3.88 1 3.5 3.5
2.2.1 3c 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.56 |3.25-3.93 1 2.3 23
2.2.2 3f 1 3.75 3.75 2 3.39 | 3-3.93 1 3 3
2.2.3 3f 1 4 4 2 3.27 |2.75-3.93 1 2.3 23
3.1.1 8f 1 3.5 3.5 2 3351 2.7-3.6 1 3 3
3.1.2 4c 1 3.75 3.75 2 3.22 |2.58-3.83 1 3 3
3.1.3 Se 1 3.25 3.25 2 3.17 |2.63-3.63 1 2.8 2.8
3.2.1 7a 1 3.75 3.75 2 3.33 |2.38-3.88 1 3 3
3.2.2 3j 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.25 |2.63-3.88 1 2.8 2.8
3.2.3 4f 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.49 |3.13-3.85 1 3 3
3.24 3d 1 3.88 3.88 2 3.43 |2.88-3.93 1 3 3
3.3.1 6d 1 3.88 3.88 2 3.35 |2.88-3.68 1 33 33
3.3.2 6a 1 4 4 2 3.33 |2.83-3.93 1 3 3
3.33 6d 1 4 4 2 3.02 |2.38-3.93 1 3.5 3.5
334 8b 1 3.63 3.63 2 3.5 3-4 1 4 4
4.1.1 90 1 4 4 2 3.67 | 3.25-4 1 4 4
4.1.2 91 1 4 4 2 333 | 254 1 4 4
4.1.3 90 1 4 4 2 3.36 |2.81-3.86 1 4 4

GENERAL

SCIENCE |[InTASC FALL 15 Spring 16 FALL16 SPRING 17

Component |Standard|Number| Mean| Range |[Number|Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range
1.1.1 4n 1 3.04 3.04
1.1.2 6r 1 2.92 2.92
1.1.3 2g 1 3.09 3.09
1.14 1b 1 2.7 2.7
2.1.1 3j 1 2.68 2.68
2.1.2 3d 1 2.98 2.98






2.1.3 3d 1 2.85 2.85
2.14 3d 1 2.89 2.89
2.2.1 3¢ 1 3.21 3.21
2.2.2 3f 1 3 3

223 3f 1 2.96 2.96
3.1.1 8f 1 2.82 2.82
3.1.2 4c 1 2.65 2.65
3.1.3 Se 1 2.67 2.67
3.2.1 7a 1 2.73 2.73
3.2.2 3j 1 2.41 2.41
3.2.3 4f 1 2.78 2.78
3.24 3d 1 3.03 3.03
3.3.1 6d 1 2.86 2.86
3.3.2 6a 1 2.94 2.94
3.3.3 6d 1 2.94 2.94
3.3.4 8b 1 2.44 2.44
4.1.1 90 1 35 35
4.1.2 91 1 3.63 3.63
4.1.3 90 1 3.25 3.25

Updated on September 28, 2017:
Knowledge
Learning Differences:

InTASC Standard 2- The candidate identifies individual difference s and diverse cultures and communities to ensure inclusive learning environments
that enable each learner to meet high standards.

Content Knowledge:

InTASC Standard 4- The candidate applies the central concepts, tools of inquiry, and structures of the discipline(s) he or she teaches.

Skills
Learner Development:

InTASC Standard 1- The candidate designs and implements developmentally appropriate and challenging learning experienced.

Learning Environments:

InTASC Standard 3- The candidate works with others to create environments that support individual and collaborative learning, and that encourage
positive social interaction, active engagement in learning, and that encourage positive social interaction, active engagement in learning, and self-
motivation.

Content Knowledge:






InTASC Standard 4- The candidate creates learning experiences that make aspects of the discipline accessible and meaningful for learners to assure
mastery of the content.

Application of Content:

InTASC Standard 5- The candidate engages learners in critical thinking, creativity, and collaborative problem solving related to authentic local and
global issues by connecting concepts and using differing perspectives.

Assessment:

InTASC Standard 6- The candidate uses multiple methods of assessment to engage learners in their own growth, to monitor learner progress, and to
guide the teacher’s and learners’ decision making.

Planning for Instruction:

InTASC Standard 7- The candidate plans instruction that supports every student in meeting rigorous learning goals by drawing upon knowledge of
content areas, curriculum, cross-disciplinary skills, and pedagogy, as well as knowledge of learners and the community context.

Instructional Strategies:

InTASC 8- The candidate implements a variety of instructional strategies to encourage learners to develop deep understanding of content areas and
their connections, and to build skills to apply knowledge in meaningful ways.

Dispositions

Professional Learning and Ethical Practice:

InTASC 9- The candidate engages in ongoing professional learning and uses evidence to continually evaluate his/her practice, particularly the effects
of his/her choices and actions on others (learners, families, other professionals, and the community), and adapts practice to meet the needs of each
learner

Candidates will score at benchmark (score of 2) or higher on their FEE evaluation at the end of their internship or student teaching semester.

CAEP Standard 1

ALL

SECONDARY InTASC FALL 15 ?g"“g FALL16 ?;) RING
PROGRAMS
Component Standard Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range
3.08- 3.15-
1.1.1 4n 3 3.79  3.5-4 4 3.35 393 2 3.15  2.8-35 3 3.29 338
1.1.2 6r 3 392 3754 4 333 2924 2 2.65 2-33 3 321 2.9-3.38
3.09-
1.1.3 2g 3 3.83  3.54 4 3.36 393 2 325  3-35 3 347 3.4-35
2.90-
1.14 1b 3 3.84  3.634 4 3.15 27385 2 325  3-35 3 3.27 365
. 2.58-
2.1.1 3j 3 334 3-3.63 4 3.03 368 2 3 2.5-3.5 3 3.08 2.65-3.7
3.25- 2.98-
2.1.2 3d 3 3.54 388 4 3.27 393 2 33 2.8-3.8 3 2.83  2.5-35
2.1.3 3d 3 3.67 3.38-4 4 342 2.85-4 2 3.15  2.8-35 3 33 3-3.65

2.14 3d 3 355 31g. 4 3.06 5 9g. 2 35 35 3 312 3-3.30





2.2.1

2.2.2

2.2.3

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.3.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.34

ENGLISH

Component

3¢

3f

3f

8f

4c

Se

Ta

3j

4f

3d

6d

6a

6d

8b

90

91

90

InTASC

3 3.45
3 3.25
3 3.67
3 3.17
3 3.13
3 3.04
3 3.42
3 3.38
3 3.59
3 3.71
3 3.46
3 3.59
3 3.71
3 3.34
3 3.88
3 3.88
3 3.92
FALL 15

3.88

2.88-
3.63

2.5-3.75

3-4

2.63-3.5

2.13-
3.75

2.25-
3.63

3-3.75

3-13-
3.63

3.38-
3.63

3.38-
3.88

2.75-
3.88

2.88-4

3.24-4

2.5-3.88

3.63-4

3.63-4

3.75-4

Standard Number Mean Range

4n
6r
2g
1b
3j

3d

4 3.51
4 3.21
4 3.24
4 297
4 2.62
4 2.78
4 3.10
4 297
4 3.26
4 3.32
4 3.07
4 3.26
4 3.24
4 3.06
4 3.72
4 3.65
4 3.54
Spring

16

Number Mean

3.88

3.21-
3.93

3-3.93

2.75-
3.93

2.7-3.6

2-3.83

2.5-3.63

2.38-
3.88

2.41-
3.88

2.78-
3.85

2.88-
3.93

2.86-
3.68

2.83-
3.93

2.38-
3.93

2.44-4

3.25-4

2.5-4

2.81-4

Range

[\

[\

FALL16

Number

1

1

3.05

34

3.05

3.05

35

3.25

3.25

34

35

39

39

39

Mean

35

33

35

35

35

3.8

2.3-3.8

3-3.8

2.3-3.8

2.8-3.3

3-4

3-3.5

3-33

3-3.5

3.3-35

3-4

Range
3.5
33
3.5
3.5
3.5

3.8

3 3.11
3 2.95
3 333
3 2.88
3 2.6
3 2.58
3 3.02
3 3.26
3 3.28
3 3.37
3 3.15
3 3.22
3 3.1
3 3.02
3 3.47
3 3.64
3 3.63
SPRING

17

Number Mean

2.40-
3.63

2.65-
3.45

2.90-3.6

2.5-3.35

2.05-3.5

1.75-3.5

2.65-
3.40

3.13-
3.50

2.88-
3.65

3-3.7

3-33

2.75-3.5

2.75-
3.65

2.40-
3.65

3.25-
3.75

3.63-
3.65

3.5-3.75

Range





2.2.1
2.2.2
223
3.1.1

3.1.2

3.2.1
3.2.2
3.2.3
3.24
3.3.1
3.3.2
3.3.3

3.34

SOCIAL
STUDIES

Component

1.1.1

2.2.1

2.2.2

3d
3d
3c
3f
3f
8f
4c
Se
Ta
3j

4f
3d
6d
6a
6d
8b
90
91

90

InTASC

Standard

4n

6r

2g

1b

3j

3d

3d

3d

3¢

3f

FALL 15

Number Mean

1 35

1 3.75

1 3.63

1 3.25

1 3.38

1 3.38

1 2.88

Spring
16

Range Number Mean Range

35

3.75

35

3.63

3.25
3.38
3.38

2.88

2.5

1 3.8

1 3.8

1 3.8

1 33

1 33

1 35

1 35

1 33

1 3.8

FALL16

Number Mean Range

35

35

3.8

3.8

3.8

33

33

35

35

33

3.8

3.8

3.8

SPRING
17

Number Mean

2 3.27
2 3.14
2 3.45
2 3.08
2 2.77
2 2.5

2 3.13
2 3.03
2 3.01
2 2.7

Range

3.15-
3.38

2.90-
3.38

3.4-35

2.90-
3.25

2.65-
2.88

2.5
3-3.25
3-3.05

2.40-
3.63

2.65-
2.75





2.2.3 3f
3.1.1 8f
3.1.2 4c
3.1.3 Se
3.2.1 7a
3.2.2 3j
3.2.3 4f
3.24 3d
3.3.1 6d
3.3.2 6a
333 6d
3.34 8b
4.1.1 9%
4.1.2 91
4.1.3 90
AGRICULTURE InTASC
Component

1.1.1 4n
1.1.2 6r
1.1.3 2g
1.14 1b
2.1.1 3j
2.1.2 3d
2.1.3 3d
2.1.4 3d
2.2.1 3¢
2.2.2 3f
2.2.3 3f
3.1.1 8f
3.1.2 4c
3.1.3 Se

Standard Number Mean

FALL 15

2.63

2.13

2.25

3.38

3.38

2.75

2.88

3.25

2.5

3.63

3.63

3.75

2.63

2.13

2.25

3.38

3.38
2.75

2.88

3.25

2.5

3.63

3.63

3.75

Spring

16 FALL16

Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range

SPRING
17

Number

1

1

32

2.65

2.15

2.13

2.83

3.14

3.09

32

3.08

3.08

2.83

2.7

333

3.64

3.58

Mean

3.35

3.35

35

3.65

3.7

35

3.65

33

33

3.45

3.6

3.35

35

35

2.90-3.5

2.50-
2.80

2.05-
2.25

1.75-
2.50

2.65-3

3.13-
3.15

2.88-
3.30

3-3.40
3-3.15
2.75-3.4

2.75-
2.90

2.40-3
2.25-3.4

3.63-
3.65

3.5-3.65

Range
3.35
3.35
3.5
3.65
3.7
3.5
3.65
33
33
3.45
3.6
3.35
3.5

35





3.2.1
3.2.2
3.2.3
3.24
3.3.1
3.3.2
3.3.3

3.34

BUSINESS

Component

2.2.1
2.2.2

2.2.3

3.2.1
3.2.2
3.2.3
3.24
3.3.1
3.3.2

3.3.3

Ta
3j

4f
3d
6d
6a
6d
8b
90
91

90

InTASC

Standard
4n
6r
2g
1b
3j
3d
3d
3d
3c
3f
3f
8f
4c
Se
Ta
3j
4f
3d
6d
6a

6d

FALL 15

Number Mean

1

1

3.88

3.88

3.38

35

3.63

3.38

3.88

35

3.38

35

3.63

35

3.38

3.75

3.88

3.75

3.88

3.88

Range

3.88

3.88
3.38
35

3.63
3.38
3.88

35

3.38
35

3.63
35

3.38
3.75
3.88
3.75
3.88

3.88

Spring
16

FALL16

Number Mean Range Number Mean Range

1

1

35

4

35

35

3.25

3.25

3.75

3.75

3.25

35

2.75

2.5

3.25

3.25

35

35

35

3.75

35

4

35

35

3.25

3.25

3.75

3.75

3.25

35

2.75

2.5

3.25

3.25

35

35

35

3.75

1 3.65

1 3.7

1 33

1 35

1 3.65

1 3.65

1 3.75

1 3.65

1 3.75

SPRING
17

Number Mean

34
35
3.65
3.7
33
35
3.65
3.65
3.75
3.65

3.75

Range





3.34 8b 1 3.88 3.88 1 325 325

4.1.1 9% 1 4 4 1 4 4
4.1.2 91 1 4 4 1 4 4
4.1.3 9% 1 4 4 1 4 4

2

CHEMISTRY InTASC FALL 15 ?gri“g FALL16 ?;’RING
Component Standard Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range
1.1.1 4n

1.1.2 6r

1.1.3 2g

1.14 1b

2.1.1 3j

2.1.2 3d

2.1.3 3d

2.14 3d

2.2.1 3¢

2.2.2 3f

223 3f

3.1.1 8f

3.1.2 4¢

3.1.3 Se

3.2.1 Ta

3.2.2 3j

3.2.3 4f

3.2.4 3d

3.3.1 6d

3.3.2 6a

333 6d

334 8b

4.1.1 %

4.1.2 91

4.1.3 %

BIOLOGY InTASC  FALL 15 Spring FALL16 SPRING

16 17





Component Standard Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range

3.08-
1.1.1 4n ! 4 2 350 3o | 28 28
112 6r ! 4 4 2 308 25373 1 2 2
3.08-
113 29 ! 4 4 2 35 e | 3 3
2.63-
1.1.4 1b ! 4 4 2 304 20 | 3 3
. 2.58-
2.1.1 3j | 363 3.63 2 37 38 | 25 25
212 3d | 388 3.88 2 357 X% 28 28
3.93
213 3d | 4 4 2 365 3.03-4 1 28 28
2.1.4 3d | 388  3.88 2 33 278 35 35
3.88
22.1 3¢ | 363 3.63 2 356 P 23 23
3.93
222 3f | 375 3.5 2 339 3393 3 3
2.75-
223 af ! 4 4 2 321 307 | 23 23
311 8f | 35 35 2 335 2736 | 3 3
2.58-
312 4c | 375 3.5 2 32 53 | 3 3
2.63-
313 Se | 325 325 2 s 3 | 28 28
2.38-
321 7a | 375 3.5 2 333 330 | 3 3
322 3 | 363 3.63 2 325 20 28 28
3.88
323 n | 363 3.63 2 349 13 3 3
2. . . 49 T4
2.88-
324 3d | 388 3.88 2 343 3% | 3 3
33.1 6d | 388 3.88 2 335 288 33 33
3.68
2.83-
332 6a | 4 4 2 XN | 3 3
2.38-
333 6d | 4 4 2 X | 35 35
334 8b | 363 3.63 2 35 34 | 4 4
411 9% ! 4 4 2 367 3254 1 4 4
412 9] ! 4 4 2 333 254 1 4 4
413 9 1 4 4 2 336 281 4 4

3.86





GENERAL InTASC FALL 15 Spring FALLI16 SPRING

SCIENCE 16 17
Component Standard Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Range
1.1.1 4n 1 3.04  3.04
1.1.2 6r 1 292 292
1.1.3 2g 1 3.09  3.09
1.1.4 1b 1 2.7 2.7
2.1.1 3j 1 2.68  2.68
2.1.2 3d 1 298 298
2.1.3 3d 1 285 285
2.14 3d 1 289 2.89
2.2.1 3c 1 321 321
222 3f 1 3 3
223 3f 1 296 296
3.1.1 8f 1 282 2.82
3.1.2 4c 1 2,65 2.65
3.1.3 Se 1 2,67  2.67
3.2.1 Ta 1 273 273
3.2.2 3j 1 241 241
3.2.3 4f 1 278 278
3.2.4 3d 1 3.03  3.03
3.3.1 6d 1 286  2.86
3.3.2 6a 1 294 294
3.3.3 6d 1 294 294
3.3.4 8b 1 244 244
4.1.1 % 1 3.5 3.5
4.1.2 91 1 3.63  3.63

4.1.3 90 1 325 325






PBC_Secondary
Assessment: Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domains 1-4 for PBC candidates in ALL content areas.

Data collected from final column of the FEE rubric (the mean of the 8 observations) from the student teaching semester OR two internship semesters.

Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017 Spring 2018
N= N= N= N= N=1 N=4
InTASC Program %Prof. % Pro
Element Standard | Standard Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range or Mean Range or
Higher highe
Domain 1:
Planning and 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100%
Preparation
Component 1.1 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100%
1.1.1 4n 2.63 2.63 0% 3.53 3.25-4.00 100%
1.1.2 6r 2.50 2.50 0% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100%
1.1.3 29 2.38 2.38 0% 3.63 3.13-3.88 100%
1.1.4 1b 2.50 2.50 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100%
Domain 2: The
Classroom 2.4 1.75-3.00 29% 3.69 2.88-4.00 92%
Environment
Component 2.1 2.75 2.50-3.00 50% 3.82 2.88-4.00 94%
2.1.1 3j 2.50 2.50 50% 3.54 2.88-4.00 75%
2.1.2 3d 2.50 2.50 50% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%
213 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.91 3.75-4.00 100%
2.1.4 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.94 3.88-4.00 100%
Component 2.2 1.96 1.75-2.13 0% 3.51 2.88-4.00 92%
2.2.1 3c 2.13 2.13 0% 347 3.25-3.63 100%
2.2.2 3f 1.75 1.75 0% 3.35 2.88-3.63 75%
223 3f 2.00 2.00 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100%
Domain 3: 226 | 163288 | 0% | 334 |2254.00 | 84%
Instruction
Component 3.1 1.79 1.63-2.00 0% 3.01 2.25-3.75 67%
3.1.1 8f 2.00 2.00 0% 2.97 2.25-3.50 75%
3.1.2 4c 1.63 1.63 0% 3.03 2.50-3.50 75%
3.1.3 5e 1.75 1.75 0% 3.03 2.50-3.75 50%
Component 3.2 2.67 2.38-2.88 0% 3.50 2.88-4.00 94%
3.2.1 7a 2.50 2.50 0% 3.32 3.00-3.75 100%
3.2.2 3j 2.88 2.88 0% 347 2.88-3.88 75%
3.2.3 4f 2.75 2.75 0% 347 3.13-3.88 100%
3.24 3d 2.38 2.38 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100%
Component 3.3 2.25 1.88-2.75 0% 3.42 2.88-4.00 88%
3.3.1 6d 2.25 2.25 0% 3.22 3.00-3.50 100%
3.3.2 6a 2.13 2.13 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100%
3.33 6d 2.75 2.75 0% 3.72 3.38-4.00 100%
3.34 8b 1.88 1.88 0% 3.04 2.88-3.25 50%
Domain 4: 350 | 3.25-3.88 | 100% | 3.97 | 3.75-4.00 | 100%
Professionalism
Component 4.1 3.50 3.25-3.88 100% 3.97 3.75-4.00 100%
411 90 3.25 3.25 100% 3.97 3.88-4.00 100%
4.1.2 9l 3.38 3.38 100% 4.00 4.00 100%
413 90 3.88 3.88 100% 3.94 3.75-4.00 100%







Fall 2017 Spring 2018 Fall 2018 Spring 2019
N=1 N=4 N=0 N=3
% % o % Prof.
Element InTASC Program Mean Range Prof. Mean Range Prof. Mean Range /O:'Of- Mean Range or
Standard | Standard or or . higher
higher higher Higher
[¢] g

Domain 1:

Planning and 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100% 3.82 3.63-4.00 100%

Preparation

Component 1.1 2.50 2.38-2.63 0% 3.62 3.00-4.00 100% 3.82 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.1 4n 2.63 2.63 0% 3.53 3.25-4.00 100% 3.76 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.2 6r 2.50 2.50 0% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100% 3.84 3.63-4.00 100%
1.1.3 29 2.38 2.38 0% 3.63 3.13-3.88 100% 3.73 3.63-3.90 100%
114 1b 2.50 2.50 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100% 3.97 3.90-4.00 100%

Domain 2: The

Classroom 2.41 1.75-3.00 29% 3.69 2.88-4.00 92% 3.60 3.13-4.00 100%

Environment

Component 2.1 2.75 2.50-3.00 50% 3.82 2.88-4.00 94% 3.64 3.38-4.00 100%
2.11 3j 2.50 2.50 50% 3.54 2.88-4.00 75% 3.59 3.38-4.00 100%
2.1.2 3d 2.50 2.50 50% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100% 3.68 3.40-3.88 100%
2.1.3 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.91 3.75-4.00 100% 3.79 3.75-3.88 100%
214 3d 3.00 3.00 100% 3.94 3.88-4.00 100% 3.48 3.40-3.63 100%

Component 2.2 1.96 1.75-2.13 0% 3.51 2.88-4.00 92% 3.56 3.13-4.00 100%
2.21 3c 2.13 2.13 0% 3.47 3.25-3.63 100% 3.42 3.25-3.50 100%
222 3f 1.75 1.75 0% 3.35 2.88-3.63 75% 3.39 3.13-3.65 100%
2.2.3 3f 2.00 2.00 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%

ﬂ:::::.in 2.26 1.63-2.88 | 0% | 3.34 | 2.25-4.00 | 84% 355 | 2.50-4.00 | 97%

Component 3.1 1.79 1.63-2.00 0% 3.01 2.25-3.75 67% 3.41 2.50-3.90 89%
3.1.1 8f 2.00 2.00 0% 2.97 2.25-3.50 75% 3.55 3.25-3.75 100%
3.1.2 4c 1.63 1.63 0% 3.03 2.50-3.50 75% 3.40 2.50-3.90 67%
3.1.3 5e 1.75 1.75 0% 3.03 2.50-3.75 50% 3.27 3.00-3.50 100%

Component 3.2 2.67 2.38-2.88 0% 3.50 2.88-4.00 94% 3.65 3.38-4.00 100%
3.21 7a 2.50 2.50 0% 3.32 3.00-3.75 100% 3.59 3.38-4.00 100%
3.2.2 3j 2.88 2.88 0% 3.47 2.88-3.88 75% 3.74 3.55-3.88 100%
3.2.3 4f 2.75 2.75 0% 3.47 3.13-3.88 100% 3.70 3.55-3.80 100%
3.2.4 3d 2.38 2.38 0% 3.72 3.50-4.00 100% 3.55 3.50-3.65 100%

Component 3.3 2.25 1.88-2.75 0% 3.42 2.88-4.00 88% 3.56 3.00-4.00 100%
3.31 6d 2.25 2.25 0% 3.22 3.00-3.50 100% 3.13 3.00-3.40 100%
3.3.2 6a 2.13 2.13 0% 3.72 3.25-4.00 100% 3.83 3.75-4.00 100%
3.3.3 6d 2.75 2.75 0% 3.72 3.38-4.00 100% 3.83 3.75-4.00 100%
3.3.4 8b 1.88 1.88 0% 3.04 2.88-3.25 50% 3.43 3.05-4.00 100%

gfo';‘:;:iih aliem 3.50 3.25-3.88 | 100% | 3.97 | 3.75-4.00 | 100% 392 | 3.75-4.00 | 100%

Component 4.1 3.50 3.25-3.88 100% 3.97 3.75-4.00 100% 3.92 3.75-4.00 100%
4.1.1 90 3.25 3.25 100% 3.97 3.88-4.00 100% 3.88 3.75-4.00 100%
412 9l 3.38 3.38 100% 4.00 4.00 100% 3.92 3.75-4.00 100%
4.1.3 90 3.88 3.88 100% 3.94 3.75-4.00 100% 4.00 4.00 100%







Benchmark: A minimum average of a 3 will be scored on all elements.

Fall 2014 N =1 Business

Planning & Preparation 4
Class Environment 3.9
Instruction 3.5
Professionalism 4

Spring 2015 N= 1 Chemistry

Planning & Preparation 4
Class Environment 3.7
Instruction 3.7
Professionalism 4
N=2

Fall 2014

Mid |Final |Growth
Planning & 4 4 0

Preparation
Class Environment 3.5 3.9 4

Instruction 3. 3.5 |.6

Professionalism 4 4 0
Spring 2015

Planning & 39 4 Nl

Preparation

Class Environment 3.4 3.7 |3
Instruction 3.3 3.7
Professionalism 3.8 4 2

N





PBC Biology Fall Spring 2016

2015
Element N=23
N=1
Mean
Mean
Range
1.1.1 3.33 3.15
Value, sequence, (2.75 -3.7)
and alignment
1.1.2 3.66 3.36
Clarity (3 -3.75)
1.1.3 3.33 3.35
Balance (3.1 -3.7)
1.1.4 3.33 3.21
Suitability for (3 -3.87)
diverse learners
PBC Business Fall 2015 Spring 2016
Element N=1 N=1
Mean Mean
Range
1.1.1 4 3.5

Value, sequence, and alignment





1.1.2 4 3.5

Clarity

1.1.3 4 3.5
Balance

1.1.4 4 3.5

Suitability for diverse learners

PBC Social Studies Fall 2015 Spring 2016
Element N=1 N=0
Mean Mean
Range
1.1.1 3.5 0

Value, sequence, and alignment

1.1.2 3.75 0
Clarity

1.1.3 3.75 0
Balance

1.1.4 3.5 0

Suitability for diverse learners






Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domain 5 for ALL PBC SEC combined

Data obtained from the FEE in student teaching semester- Domain 5 Components

Fall 2017 Spring 2018 No':c*:)'f;lfers Spring 2019
% % % %

Element InTASC N Mean Range Prof. N Mean Range Prof. N Mean Range | Prof. | N Mean Range Prof.

5.1 9 1 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.87 3.75-4.00 100% 1 3.88 3.88 100%

5.2 1 4 3.36 | 2.17-4.00 75% 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.3 4 1 3.33 3.33 100% | 4 3.41 2.00-4.00 75% 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.4 4 4 3.49 | 2.33-4.00 75% 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.5 4 1 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.67 3.17-4.00 100% 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.6 4 3 3.75 3.25-4.00 100% 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.7 4 1 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.87 3.63-4.00 100% 1 3.75 3.75 100%

5.8 4 3 3.78 3.58-4.00 100% 1 3.63 3.63 100%

5.9 5 1 3.00 3.00 100%

5.10 2 1 4.00 4.00 100%

5.11 8

5.12 3

5.13 3

5.14 6

5.15 9

5.16 9







Benchmark: mean score 3 for each component

ALLSECONDAR
Y PROGRAMS FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17

Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 3 4 4 4 3.53 | 3.04-4 2 3.5 3-4 3 3.13 | 2-3.88
5.2 3 3.83 | 3.5-4 4 3.12 | 2.47-4 2 3.5 3-4 3 3.07 | 2-3.88
53 3 3.75 | 3.5-4 4 3.24 |2.84-3.75 2 3.63 | 3.25-4 1 2.38 2.38
5.4 3 3.75 | 3.5-4 4 331 | 2924 2 3.5 |3.25-3.75 2 344 | 2.88-4
5.5 3 4 4 4 346 | 2.75-4 2 3.75 3.5-4 2 3.36 |2.84-3.88
5.6 2 4 4 4 3.63 | 3.254 2 3.5 3-4 2 3.52 | 3.04-4
5.7 2 4 4 4 3.75 3-4 2 3 2-4 3 3.5 2.5-4
5.8 2 4 4 3 392 | 3.68-4 2 3.5 3-4 3 3.32 |2.84-3.63
5.9 3 4 4 4 329 | 2.75-4 1 4 4 3 3.13 | 2-3.75
5.1 2 3.88 |3.75-4 1 4 4 2 3.75 3.5-4
5.11
5.12
5.13
5.14
5.15
5.16

ENGLISH FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17

Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 4 4
5.2 1 4 4
53 1 4 4
5.4 1 3.75 3.75
5.5 1 4 4
5.6 1 4 4
5.7 1 4 4
5.8 1 4 4

SOCIAL

STUDIES FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17

Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 4 4 2 2.94 | 2-3.88
5.2 1 4 4 2 2.94 | 2-3.88






53 1 4 4 1 2.38 2.38
5.4 1 4 4 1 2.88 2.88
5.5 1 4 4 2 3.36 |2.84-3.88
5.6 1 4 4 2 3.52 | 3.04-4
5.7 1 4 4 2 3.25 2.5-4
5.8 1 4 4 2 3.17 | 2.84-3.5
5.9 1 4 4 2 2.88 | 2-3.75
5.1 1 4 4 2 3.75 3.5-4
AGRICULTURE FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17
Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 3.5 3.5
5.2 1 3.33 3.33
53
5.4 1 4 4
5.5
5.6
5.7 1 4 4
5.8 1 3.63 3.63
5.9 1 3.63 3.63
5.1
5.11
5.12
5.13
5.14
5.15
5.16
BUSINESS FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17
Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 4 4 1 4 4
5.2 1 4 4 1 3.5 3.5
53 1 3.75 | 3.75 1 3.5 3.5
5.4 1 3.75 | 3.75 1 3.5 3.5
5.5 1 4 4 1 4 4
5.6 0 1 4 4
5.7 0 1 4 4






5.8 0 1 4 4
5.9 1 4 4 1 3.5 3.5
5.1 1 3.75 | 3.75 1 4 4
CHEMISTRY FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17
Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1
5.2
53
5.4
5.5
5.6
5.7
5.8
5.9
BIOLOGY FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17
Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 4 4 2 3.56 | 3.134 1 3 3
5.2 1 3.5 3.5 2 338 | 2.75-4 1 3 3
53 1 3.5 3.5 2 3.38 | 3-3.75 1 3.25 3.25
5.4 1 3.5 3.5 2 3.5 3-4 1 3.25 3.25
5.5 1 4 4 2 3.63 | 3.254 1 3.5 3.5
5.6 1 4 4 2 3.63 | 3.254 1 3 3
5.7 1 4 4 2 3.5 3-4 1 2 2
5.8 1 4 4 2 3.84 | 3.68-4 1 3 3
5.9 1 4 4 2 3.63 | 3.354 1 4 4
GENERAL
SCIENCE FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16 Spring 17
Component Number | Mean | Range | Number | Mean | Range |Number| Mean | Range |[Number| Mean | Range
5.1 1 3.04 3.04
5.2 1 2.47 2.47
53 1 2.84 2.84
5.4 1 2.92 2.92
5.5 1 2.75 2.75
5.6 1 3.25 3.25






5.7 1 3.75 3.75

5.8 0

5.9 1 2.75 2.75

Updated on September 28, 2017:

Skills

Content Knowledge:

InTASC Standard 4-

The candidate creates learning experiences that make aspects of the discipline accessible and meaningful for learners to assure mastery of the content
Application of Content:

InTASC Standard 5-

The candidate engages learners in critical thinking, creativity, and collaborative problem solving related to authentic local and global issues by
connecting concepts and using differing perspectives

Candidates will score at benchmark (score of 2) or higher on their FEE III evaluation at the end of their internship or student teaching semester.

CAEP Standard 1

ALLSECONDARY

PROGRAMS FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16

Component Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Rany
5.1 3 4 4 4 3.53 3.04-4 2 3.5 3-4
5.2 3 3.83 3.5-4 4 3.12 2.47-4 2 3.5 3-4
5.3 3 3.75 3.5-4 4 3.24 2.84-3.75 2 3.63 3.25-
54 3 3.75 3.5-4 4 3.31 2.92-4 2 3.5 3.25-
5.5 3 4 4 4 3.46 2.75-4 2 3.75 3.54
5.6 2 4 4 4 3.63 3.25-4 2 3.5 3-4
5.7 2 4 4 4 3.75 3-4 2 3 2-4
5.8 2 4 4 3 3.92 3.68-4 2 3.5 3-4
5.9 3 4 4 4 3.29 2.75-4 1 4 4

5.1 2 3.88 3.75-4 1 4 4

5.11

5.12

5.13

5.14

5.15

5.16

ENGLISH FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16

Component Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Rany





5.1 1 4 4
5.2 1 4 4
53 1 4 4
5.4 1 3.75 3.75
55 1 4 4
5.6 1 4 4
5.7 1 4 4

5.8 1 4 4

SOCIAL STUDIES FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16
Component Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Rany
5.1 1 4 4

5.2 1 4 4

5.3 1 4 4

5.4 1 4 4

5.5 1 4 4

5.6 1 4 4

5.7 1 4 4

5.8 1 4 4

5.9 1 4 4

5.1 1 4 4

AGRICULTURE FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16
Component Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Rany
5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.1

5.11

5.12

5.13





5.14
5.15

5.16

BUSINESS
Component
5.1
5.2
53
54
5.5
5.6
5.7
5.8
5.9

5.1

CHEMISTRY
Component
5.1

5.2

5.3

54

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

BIOLOGY
Component
5.1

5.2

5.3

54

5.5

5.6

FALL 15

Number

1

1

FALL 15

Number

FALL 15

Number

1

1

Mean

3.75

3.75

3.75

Mean

Mean

35

35

35

Range

3.75

3.75

3.75

Range

Range

35
35

35

Spring 16
Number
1

1

Spring 16

Number

Spring 16
Number
2

2

Mean

35

35

35

35

Mean

Mean

3.56

3.38

3.38

35

3.63

3.63

Range

35

35

35

35

Range

Range
3.13-4
2.75-4
3-3.75
3-4

3.25-4

3.25-4

Fall 16

Number

Fall 16

Number

Fall 16

Number

Mean

Mean

Mean

3.25

3.25

35

Rany

Rany

Rany

3.25
3.25

35





5.7 1 4 4 2 3.5 3-4 1 2 2

5.8 1 4 4 2 3.84 3.68-4 1 3 3
5.9 1 4 4 2 3.63 3.35-4 1 4 4
GENERAL SCIENCE FALL 15 Spring 16 Fall 16

Component Number Mean Range Number Mean Range Number Mean Rany
5.1 1 3.04 3.04

5.2 1 247 247

53 1 2.84 2.84

54 1 2.92 2.92

5.5 1 2.75 2.75

5.6 1 3.25 3.25

5.7 1 3.75 3.75

5.8 0

5.9 1 2.75 2.75






PBC_Secondary_ Domain 5
Field Experience Evaluation (FEE) from Student Teaching: Domain 5 for ALL PBC SEC combined

Data obtained from the FEE in student teaching semester- Domain 5 Components

Fall 2015 Spring 2016 Fall 2016 Spring 2017 Fall 2017 Spring 2018
%

Element InTASC Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range Prof. N Mean Range
5.1 9 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.87 3.75-4.00
5.2 1 4 3.36 2.17-4.00
5.3 4 3.33 3.33 100% | 4 3.41 2.00-4.00
5.4 4 4 3.49 2.33-4.00
5.5 4 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.67 3.17-4.00
5.6 4 3 3.75 3.25-4.00
5.7 4 3.00 3.00 100% | 4 3.87 3.63-4.00
5.8 4 3 3.78 3.58-4.00
5.9 5 3.00 3.00 100%

5.10 2 1 4.00 4.00
5.11 8
5.12 3
5.13 3
5.14 6
5.15 9
5.16 9







PBC_Secondary
Assessment: Principles of Learning and Teaching #5624 for Grades 7-12 and 5841 for World Language Pedagogy

All Secondary Content Areas take the PLT Grades 7-12 #5624 EXCEPT for Foreign Languages. Foreign Language candidates take #5841: world
Language Pedagogy

Praxis Principles of Learning and Teaching: Grades 7-12 #5624
and World Language Pedagogy #5841

COMBINED DATA FOR PBC SECONDARY CONTENT AREAS

PRAXIS 5621: PRINCIPLES OF LEARNING AND TEACHING, GRADES 7-12 PRAXIS 5
Data: Passed on First Attempt Data: Passed on First Attempt
Percentage Passed on First Attempt Percentage Passed on First Attempt
Fall Spring Fall Spring
2017 2018 2017 2018
Praxis #5624 N=1 N=3 Praxis #5841 N=0 N=1
100% 100% - 100%
Overall Score on Praxis #5624 Overall Score on Praxis #5841
Fall Spring Fall Spring
2017 2018 2017 2018
Number 1 3 Number 0 1
Mean 179 173 Mean 178
Range 179 160-191 Range 178
% Passed on First % Passed on First
Attempt 100% 100% Attempt 100%
% Passed Prior to % Passed Prior to
Student Teaching 100% 100% Student Teaching 100%
Subcomponent Scores #5624 Subcomponent Scores #5841
Fall Spring .
Fall Spring
20_17 20_18 2017 2018
N= N=
Mean 17 17 Language Acquisition Number 0 0
Students as Learners Range 17 17 The.or|es and ) Mean
Instructional Practices
Percentage Correct (21) 81% 81% (16) Range
Mean 16 19 Number
Integration of Standards
Instructional Process Range 16 19 into Curriculum and Mean
Instruction (12)
Percentage Correct (21) 76% 90% Range
Mean 8 10 Number
Assessment of
Assessment Range 8 10 Languages and Cultures Mean
12
Percentage Correct (14) 57% 71% (12) Range
Mean 8 11 Number
Professional Range 8 1 Instructional Practice: Mean
Development 9 Integrated Skills (12)
Percentage Correct (14) 57% 79% Range
Mean 13 16
Analysis of Scenarios Range 13 16
Percentage Correct (16) 81% 100%







COMBINED DATA FOR PBC SECONDARY CONTENT AREAS

Praxis Principles of Learning and Teaching: Grades 7-12 #5624
and World Language Pedagogy #5841

Percentage Passed on First Attempt

PRAXIS 5621: PRINCIPLES OF LEARNING AND TEACHING, GRADES 7-12
Data: Passed on First Attempt

Fall Spring
2018 2019
Praxis #5624 N-3
100%
Overall Score on Praxis #5624
Fall Spring
2018 2019
Number 3
Mean 178.33
Range 174-182
% Passed on First
Attempt 100%
% Passed Prior to
Student Teaching 100%
Subcomponent Scores #5624
Fall Spring
2018 2019
N=0 N=3
Mean 1433
Students as Learners Range 13-15
Percentage Correct (21) 68.25%
Mean 17.33
Instructional Process Range 17-18
Percentage Correct (21) 82.54%
Mean 11.33
Assessment Range 10-12
Percentage Correct (14) 80.95%
Mean 10
Professional Range 8-11
Development
Percentage Correct 71.43
(12-14) :
Mean 11.33
Analysis of Scenarios Range 9-14
Percentage Correct (16) 70.83%







PBC_Secondary

Assessment: Curriculum Development

Meeting data is filled in by the assessment coordinator and then supplemented by individuals involved in the program.

Collaborations

Meeting Location and
Duration

Attendees

Topic

March 8, 2018

Lake Charles Prep- University Pathway Evaluation

Phone Conference with

Dr. White, Dr. Ogea, Dr. King,

Calcasieu Cohort; Discussed low performing schools in Calcasieu Parish; Problem of long-
term subs not pursuing certification so have a number of uncertified teachers; Praxis exams

April 12,2018 Terry Collms_, Calcasieu Dr. Robichaux, Terry Collins seems to be a main issue; Will work with Calcasieu Parish to encourage enroliment in the
Parish . : .
Practitioner programs for elementary, middle, and high school teachers
; . . . Discussed an outline for the upcoming collaborations: crosswalk for TAP and COMPASS,
April 20, 2018 Video Conference with US Dr. ROb'ChaUX.’ Dr. King, E_)r. Wallace, Dr_. Ogea, training for university supervisors- support for formal and informal coaching; gateway activity
Prep Dr. White, Sara Beil, Nicole Aveni (field study); agreed on a timeline to finish up in mid-September
Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Mead, Dr. Fetter,
April 20, 2018 Stephanie Tarver, Eddie Meche, Dr. Adrian, Teach for Calcasieu
Michelle Erickson, Dr. White
May 9, 2018 Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Eddie Meche, Dr. Adrian Teach for Calcasieu and Lake Charles College Prep
Dr. King, Ms. Fontenot, Dr. Robichaux, Meghen Cross campus collaboration between A_rt and Education_; Discussion (_)f Art 251 revi_sions that
May 16, 2018 Farrar 240 ' El . Lisa R . Mr. R ’ d would assist the elementary education programs; Discussed moving forward with the
emming, Lisa Reinauer, Mr. Reynolds redesign
) . . . . Discussed the two goals for our collaboration and agreed on meeting dates; US Prep will
May 23, 2018 Video Conference with US Dr. White, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Robichaux, Dr. King, develop a 1.5-day training for student teacher supervisors; discussed to do’s for both the US

Prep

Nicole Aveni, Wendy Kubasko

Prep reps and the McNeese team to prepare for the training.

Professional

Meeting Location and

Attendees

Topic

Development Duration
Faculty Workshop/ Farrar
January 8, 2018 239 All DEP and GEP Faculty Overview of Assessment Data

1:00 pm - 4:00 pm

January 9, 2018

Baker Auditorium
9:00 am - 11:00 am

All DEP and GEP Faculty

University Advising Workshop

Dr. Anthony, Dr. Burd, Ms. Chaumont, Dr.

Discussed Advising, year-long residency, curriculum redesign, course alignments and SPA

February 28, Farrar 239 Duhon, Ms. Fontenot, Dr. Garner, Dr. King, Dr. . L ) ; ]
2018 3:00 — 5:00 Nguyen, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Robichaux, Dr. Scott, Dr. assessments; Culturally Sustaining Pedagogy: A'Needed Change in Stance, Terminology,
L . and Practice
Williams, Dr. White, Dr. Zhang
Dr. Garner, Dr. Granger, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr. . . . . . . L

Farrar 205 ’ . } Watermark Insights Webinar; informational webinar on Watermarks offerings to assist in data
March 9, 2018 9:00 am — 11:00 am Wallace, Dr. NguyenL,éJJe;usrl]c;a Hutchings, Wesley collection and portfolio management for our candidates

Farrar 205 Dr. Robichaux, Dr. Nguyen, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Not-Your-Typical Workshop; Workshop on using and implementing Canva; led by Dr.

March 16, 2018

9:00 am — 12:00 pm

Dr. White, Dr. Granger, Dr. Wallace

Wallace for departmental faculty

March 21, 2018

Farrar 239
3:00 pm — 5:00 pm

Dr. Anthony Dr. Nguyen, Dr. Granger, Dr. Zhang,
Dr. Duhon, Dr. Burd, Dr. Garner, Ms. Fontenot,
Ms. Chaumont, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Robichaux, Dr.
White, Dr. King

Cultural Diversity workshop led by the diversity committee- “Cultural Relevance and
Academic Equity in the Age of ESSA”; Cultural Reading and Bias Study

Dr. Nguyen, Ms. Chaumont, Dr. Garner, Dr.

April 18. 2018 Farrar 239 Wallace, Dr. Zhang, Dr. Burd, Dr. Duhon, Ms. Professional Development Series: Diversity; “To Bias or Not to Bias Bingo”; Uncovering Bias
P ’ 2:00 pm — 4:00 pm Fontenot, Dr. Robichaux, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr. in Children’s Literature; Carousel Assessment
Granger
Dr. Anthony, Dr. Burd, Ms. Chaumont, Dr.
May 2, 2018 Farrar 239 Duhon, Ms. Fontenot, Dr. Granger, Dr. King, Dr. Diversity Choice Board/Faculty Meeting

10:00 am — 12:00 pm

Nguyen, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Robichaux, Dr. Scott, Dr.
Wallace, Dr. Zhang, Dr. Fetter






Retentl_on and Meeting Loc_atlon and Attendees Topic
Recruitment Duration
Recruitment Committee
January 8, 2018 Meeting
11:00 am -12:00 pm
Farrar 228 ‘
February 2, 2018 12:30 pm — 1:30 pm Eat ‘N Teach
Farrar 228 ‘
March 9, 2018 12:30 pm — 1:30 pm Eat ‘N Teach
. Farrar 228 .
April 13,2018 12:30 pm — 1:30 pm Eat ‘N Teach
Program and . .
Accreditation BT Loc_a e £ Attendees Topic
. Duration
Meetings
Farrar 239 Dr. Garner, Dr. Williams, Dr. White,
Dr. Granger, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr. Secondary baccalaureate and PBC program faculty meeting

January 9, 2018

12:00 pm — 2:00 pm

Robichaux, Ms. Fontenot,

January 9, 2018

Farrar 239
2:00 pm —4:30 pm

Dr. Williams, Dr. Anthony, Dr.
Wallace, Dr. Zhang, Dr. King, Dr.
Robichaux

Secondary MAT faculty meeting

January 10, 2018

Farrar 239
3:00 pm — 5:00 pm

Dr. Ogea, Dr. Wallace, Dr. Williams,
Dr. White, Dr. King, Dr. Robichaux,
Dr. Fetter

CAEP Standard Rejoinder Review and Revision

February 1, 2018

Farrar 201
10:00 am — 12:30 pm

Dr. White, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr.
Robichaux

Overview of the extension request process for program redesigns for year-long residency requireme
Early childhood education will submit an innovative model; Discussed baccalaureate degree in
Elementary education- discussed guidelines to be addressed in redesign, deadlines, observation hoi
and exams required for Residency Certificate
Discussed field study that will be expected of candidates in all initial preparation programs; Classr

February 15, 2018

Farrar 239
9:30 am — 12:30 pm

Dr. White, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr.
Robichaux

management (can this be a practicum where candidates are placed in low poverty/ low performing
schools?); Worked on the course sequence for the BS in Elementary Education
Believe and Prepare Regional Meeting; Strengthening student outcomes through teacher preparati

February 23, 2018

Southeastern University
1:00 pm —4:00 pm

Dr. White, Dr. Robichaux

(Teacher Preparation Quality Rating System); Key Elements of TPQRS- Preparation program
experience; Meeting Educator workforce needs; Teacher quality; program approval process;
Discussion on bringing Secondary programs back into DEP; updated version of Secondary

June 24, 2018

Farrar 239
10:00 am — 12:00 pm &
12:30 pm —4:00 pm

Ms. Fontenot, Dr. King, Dr. Ogea, Dr.
Robichaux, Dr. White

baccalaureate program redesigns; Discussed psychology coursework in secondary programs;
prepared a secondary program draft to sent to Dr. Aucoin in the Math Department to review; BS Ea
Childhood redesign; Discuss PBC in Early Childhood; Discussed innovative module update for
submission on June 29"; final decision on Elementary practitioner program; Review K-12 progran
redesign







Secondary Education

2018-2019
Curriculum Development
Collaborations
Meeting Location and ;
Date Duration Attendees Topic
Online Robichaux, White, Ogea, King, Nicole POP Cycle and preparation for the upcoming

August 6, 2018

12:30 pm- 1:30 pm Aveni, Wendy Kubasko semester.
Farrar Hall 200 . Assigning competencies within secondary education
August 28, 2018 2:00 pm — 3:00 pm Robichaux, Wallace coursework

August 29, 2018

Farrar Hall 239
10:00 am — 11:30 am

Zhang, Burton, King, Robichaux

EDTC 245 course content

Online Ogea, White, King, Robichaux, Aveni, .
August 29, 2018 12:00 pm — 1:00 pm Kubasko FEE rubric
Online Ogea, White, King, Robichaux, Aveni, . )
September 11, 2018 12:00 pm -1:00 pm Kubasko Planning and review
Online Ogea, King, White, Robichaux, Aveni, .
September 26, 2018 11:00 am — 12:00 am Kubasko Planning and update
October 26, 2018 Farrar Hall 228 EPAC EPAC Meeting

1:00 pm — 3:00 pm

February 7, 2019

CPSB
8:00 am — 11:00 am

Calcasieu Parish Regional Meeting

February 19, 2019

Dean’s Conference Rm.

12:00 pm — 3:00 pm

BCoE Leadership and Calcasieu Parish
Leadership

BCoE and CPSB Secondary Collaboration

March 13, 2019

Dean’s Conference Rm.

10:00 am — 12:00 pm

BCoE Leadership and District Partners

BCoE and District Collaboration

Professional Development

Meeting Location

Date and Duration Attendees Topic
August 13, 2018 Farg(r)(l)—lzlrInZZS DEP Faculty Assessment Plan Data Review and Presentation
Farrar Hall 205 ) .
August 15, 2018 9:00 am DEP Faculty Via Training
Farrar Hall 239 .
August 24, 2018 12:30-2:30 DEP Faculty DEP Faculty Meeting
Farrar Hall 239 )
September 7, 2018 9:00 am — 11:00 am DEP Faculty DEP Faculty Meeting
September 14, 2018 Farrar Hall 239 DEP Faculty DEP Faculty Meeting

9:00 am — 11:00 am

January 4, 2019

Farrar Hall 239
9:00 am — 3:00 pm

DEP Faculty, University Supervisors, and
Student Teachers

Student Teacher and University Supervisor Meeting

Farrar Hall 239

January 7, 2019 12:00 pm -3:00 pm DEP Faculty Lesson Planning
Baker Auditorium .
January 9, 2019 1:00 pm — 3:00 pm MSU Faculty Advising Workshop
February 15, 2019 Farrar 228 DEP Faculty DEP Faculty Meeting- Domain 1

12:30 pm — 3:30 pm

Recruitment and Retention

Date

Meeting Location
and Duration

Attendees

Topic

September 14, 2018

Farrar Hall 228
12:30 pm — 1:30 pm

Eat ‘N Teach

September 19, 2018

Recreation Complex
10:00 am — 2:00 pm

Fall Career and Internship Fair

September 22, 2018

Sulphur High School
8:00 am - 2:00 pm

Teaching ‘N Technology

September 28, 2018

Farrar Hall- Baker
1:00 pm -3:00 pm

EDUC 200 Seminar

October 5, 2018

Farrar Hall 228
12:30 pm — 1:30 pm

Eat ‘N Teach

October 6, 2018 MSU Fall Preview Day
October 19, 2018 MSU STEM Workshop for Gr. 6-10 science teachers
October 29, 2018 MSU Teacher Job Fair

November 2, 2018

Farrar Hall 228
12:30 pm — 1:30 pm

Eat ‘N Teach

November 27, 2018

MSU

RNL Strategic Enrollment Plan

February 1, 2019

Farrar Hall 228
12:30 pm — 1:30 pm

Eat ‘N Teach

February 22, 2019

Sulphur High School

Sulphur Career Day

February 23, 2019

MSU

Spring Preview Day

- 11_1l AN






Program and Accreditation Meetings

Date

Meeting Location
and Duration

Attendees

Topic

August 9, 2018

Shearman Fine Arts
1:00pm-3:00pm

Robichaux, White, Lemke, Benoit

Redesign of the secondary BS and PBC music
education programs.

August 17, 2018

Farrar Hall 239
1:00 pm — 3:00 pm

Fleming, Reinauer, Powers, Reynolds, White,
Robichaux, King, Ogea

Art Education redesign degree plans; discussed
observation hours, course sequence, and finalized
degree plan.

August 21, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
9:00 am — 11:00 am

King, Taylor, White, Ogea, Robichaux

Post-Baccalaureate program GPA requirements

August 22, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
10:00 am - 11:30
am

LeJeune, Trahan, Robichaux, White, King,
Ogea

English, Secondary Education redesign degree
sequences

August 29, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
3:30 pm — 5:00 pm

Hoskins, Smith, Robichaux, Ogea, White

Redesign of the secondary BS and PBC Social
Studies education programs

September 4, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
9:00 am — 12:30 pm

Robichaux, White, Ogea, King

Secondary and K-12 program sequences

September 11, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
10:30 am -12:00 pm

Robichaux, Ogea, White, King

Secondary and K-12 Program Review

September 17, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
1:00 pm -3:00 pm

Robichaux, Wallace, Ogea, Williams, White,
King

Secondary Education Coursework

September 18, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
11:00 am - 12:30
pm

Robichaux, Ogea, King, White, Boggavarapu

Secondary Chemistry Education program sequences

September 25, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
9:30 am — 10:30 am

Robichaux, Powers, Ogea

Art Education program sequence

September 26, 2018

Online
12:00 pm — 1:00 pm

Robichaux, Moyer

Teacher Preparation Quality Rating System
informational meeting

September 26, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
1:00 pm — 3:00 pm

Robichaux, Ogea, White, King, Benoit, Lemke

Music Education program sequence

October 2, 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
2:00 pm — 3:00 pm

Robichaux, Powers, Reinauer, Fleming,
Reynolds, White, King, Ogea

Art Education redesign

October 3, 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
9:00 am — 3:00 pm

Robichaux, White, King, Ogea, Melton, Smith,
LeJeune, Bussan

One-hour meetings with biology, social studies,
English, chemistry education representative to
finalize sequences

October 10, 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
9:00 am — 3:00 pm

Robichaux, White, King, Ogea, Benoit, Lemke,
Aucoin, Lemieux, Cano

One-hour meetings with music, math, physics,
agriculture, environmental science, business

October 15, 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
1:00 pm — 2:00 pm

Robichaux, Ogea, King, White, Cano

Business Education curriculum

October 22, 2018

Farrar Hall 200
1:00 pm — 5:00 pm

Robichaux, King, Ogea, White

Program redesign

October 31, 2018

Farrar Hall 239
9:00 am — 3:00 pm

Robichaux, King, Ogea, White

Program redesign

November 13. 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
2:00 pm —3:00 pm

Robichaux, White, Ogea, King, Bassan

Chemistry education redesign

December 5, 2018

Dean’s Conference
Rm.
9:00 am — 10:00 am

Robichaux, Benoit, Ogea

Music education redesign

January 11, 2019

Farrar Hall 239
9:00 am — 3:00 pm

DEP Faculty

Master Plan meetings






