Office of Field Experience
Survey Assessment

Survey Form: SPA Competencies — Council for Exceptional Children (CEC)
Standards (SC_3)
Semester:  Spring 2011
Respondents (N): 160
Date Analyzed: 8/25/2011

Variable Key
Instructional Strategies (CEC 4)
vl Uses data to adapt instruction to individual differences in needs, learning styles, and multiple intelligences
v2 Communicates high expectation for all students
v3 Creates a physically and psychologically safe environment
vl Poses questions related to problems and issues which require inquiry and critical thinking
v5 Teaches for understanding

Instructional Planning (CEC 7)

v6 Incorporate appropriate pedagogical knowledge in planning lessons.
v7 Writes comprehensive and developmentally appropriate lesson/unit plans.
Assessment (CEC 8)
v8 Utilizes a variety of traditional and authentic assessment to evaluate student assessment.

v9 Reflects upon teaching: “What do | do? Why do | do it? How can | do it better?”
Collaboration (CEC 10)
vl0  Works collaboratively with colleagues and families

vll Demonstrates resourcefulness

Value Key
3 Target (consistently demonstrates)
2 Acceptable (most of the time)

1 Unacceptable (rarely or never)



Aggregate - PDS by Course

N %
Practicum 25 51.0%
Student Teaching o
Interim 11 22.4%
Yes Student Teaching Final 13 26.5%
Demonstration Teaching 0 .0%
Total 49 | 100.0%
Practicum 39 45.9%
. 2 | s
Professional No —
Development School Student Teaching Final 24 28.2%
Demonstration Teaching 0 .0%
Total 85 | 100.0%
Practicum 64 47.8%
Student Teaching o
Interim 33 24.6%
Total Student Teaching Final 37 27.6%
Demonstration Teaching 0 .0%
Total 134 | 100.0%
Course = Practicum
Standard = Instructional Strategies (CEC 4)
3 2 Total
N % N % N % N % Mean
vl 16 | 44.4% 19 | 52.8% 1 2.8% 36 | 100.0% 2.4
v2 26 | 70.3% 1 | 297% 0 0% 37 | 100.0% 2.7
Undergrad v3 28 | 75.7% 9 | 243% 0 0% 37 | 100.0% 2.8
v4 15 | 41.7% 21 | 583% 0 0% 36 | 100.0% 2.4
v5 23 | 63.9% 13 | 36.1% 0 0% 36 | 100.0% 2.6
vl 12 | 80.0% 3| 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
v2 15 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 3.0
University Supervisor Egsct,',vl o v3 15 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 12 | 80.0% 3| 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
v5 14 | 93.3% 1 6.7% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.9
vl 28 | 54.9% 22 | 431% 1 2.0% 51 | 100.0% 2.5
v2 41 | 78.8% 11 | 21.2% 0 0% 52 | 100.0% 2.8
Total v3 43 | 82.7% 9| 17.3% 0 0% 52 | 100.0% 2.8
v4 27 | 52.9% 24 | 47.1% 0 0% 51 | 100.0% 2.5
v5 37 | 725% 14 | 275% 0 0% 51 | 100.0% 2.7
vl 6 | 60.0% 4| 40.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.6
v2 9 | 90.0% 1| 10.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.9
Undergrad v3 11 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 11 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 6 | 545% 5 | 455% 0 0% 11 | 100.0% 2.5
v5 5 | 50.0% 5 | 50.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.5
vl 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
V2 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
Cooperating Teacher Egsct/}w - v3 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
V5 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
vl 10 | 71.4% 4| 28.6% 0 0% 14 | 100.0% 2.7
v2 13 | 92.9% 1 7.1% 0 0% 14 | 100.0% 2.9
Total v3 15 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 10 | 66.7% 5| 333% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.7
v5 9 | 64.3% 5| 357% 0 0% 14 | 100.0% 2.6
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Course = Practicum
Standard = Instructional Planning (CEC 7)

3 2 1 Total
N % N % N % N % Mean
Undergrad v6 26 74.3% 9 25.7% 0 0% 35 | 100.0% 2.7
v7 28 75.7% 8 21.6% 1 2.7% 37 | 100.09% 2.7
University Supervisor Post- v6 12 80.0% 3 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
Bac/MAT v7 12 80.0% 3 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
- v6 38 76.0% 12 24.0% 0 0% 50 | 100.09% 2.8
v7 40 76.9% 11 21.2% 1 1.9% 52 | 100.09% 2.7
v6 6 66.7% 3 33.3% 0 0% 9 | 100.0% 2.7
Undergrad
v7 9 90.0% 1 10.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.9
. Post- v6 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 2.8
Cooperating Teacher | pac/mAT V7 3| 750% 1| 250% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 28
Total V6 9 69.2% 4 30.8% 0 0% 13 | 100.0% 2.7
v7 12 85.7% 2 14.3% 0 0% 14 | 100.0% 2.9
Course = Practicum
Standard = Assessment (CEC 8)
3 2 1 Total
N % N % N % N % Mean
Undergrad v8 13 35.1% 24 64.9% 0 0% 37 | 100.0% 2.4
v9 32 88.9% 4 11.1% 0 0% 36 | 100.0% 2.9
University Supervisor Post- v8 12 80.0% 3 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
Bac/MAT v9 13 86.7% 2 13.3% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.9
S v8 25 48.1% 27 51.9% 0 0% 52 | 100.0% 25
v9 45 88.2% 6 11.8% 0 0% 51 | 100.0% 2.9
Undergrad v8 4 40.0% 6 60.09% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.4
v9 10 90.9% 1 9.1% 0 0% 11 | 100.0% 2.9
Cooperating Teacher Post- v8 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
Bac/MAT v9 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
- v8 8 57.1% 6 42.9% 0 0% 14 | 100.0% 2.6
v9 14 93.3% 1 6.7% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.9
Course = Practicum
Standard = Collaboration (CEC 10)
3 2 1 Total
N % N % N % N % Mean
Undergrad v10 20 | 57.1% 15 | 42.9% 0 0% 35 | 100.0% 2.6
vil 27 77.1% 8 22.9% 0 0% 35 | 100.0% 2.8
University Supervisor | POSt: v10 14 | 93.3% 1 6.7% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.9
Bac/MAT vil 15 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 3.0
S v10 34 | 68.0% 16 32.0% 0 0% 50 | 100.0% 2.7
vil 42 84.0% 8 16.0% 0 0% 50 | 100.0% 2.8
Undergrad v10 9 | 818% 2 18.2% 0 0% 11 | 100.0% 2.8
vil 9 | 818% 2 18.2% 0 0% 11 | 100.0% 2.8
. . v10 3| 75.0% 1| 250% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 2.8
Cooperating Teacher | 207 a7 vil 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 30
Total v10 12 | 80.0% 3| 20.0% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.8
vil 13 | 86.7% 2 13.3% 0 0% 15 | 100.0% 2.9
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Course = Student Teaching Interim

Standard = Instructional Strategies (CEC 4)

3 2 Total

N % N % N % % Mean
vl 14 60.9% 9 39.1% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.6
v2 20 87.0% 3 13.0% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.9
Undergrad v3 19 86.4% 3 13.6% 0 0% 22 | 100.0% 2.9
v4 9 39.1% 4 60.9% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.4
V5 20 87.0% 3 13.0% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.9
vl 3 60.0% 2 40.0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 26
v2 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
University Supervisor Egsct/‘M A v3 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 4 80.0% 1 20.0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 2.8
v5 5 | 100.09% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
vl 17 60.7% 11 39.3% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.6
v2 25 89.3% 3 10.7% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
Total v3 24 88.9% 3 11.1% 0 0% 27 | 100.0% 2.9
v4 13 46.4% 15 53.6% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.5
v5 25 89.3% 3 10.7% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
vl 3 50.0% 3 50.0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 25
v2 6 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
Undergrad v3 6 | 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.7
v5 6 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
vl 1 25.0% 3 75.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 2.3
v2 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
Cooperating Teacher ggff/',vl - v3 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.09% 2.8
v5 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 2.8
vl 4 40.0% 6 60.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.4
v2 10 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 3.0
Total v3 10 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 3.0
v4 7 70.0% 3 30.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.7
v5 90.0% 1 10.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.9

Course = Student Teaching Interim
Standard = Instructional Planning (CEC 7)
3 2 Total

N % N % N % % Mean
Undergrad V6 19 82.6% 4 17.4% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.8
v7 21 91.3% 2 8.7% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.9
University Supervisor | POt v6 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
Bac/MAT v7 5 | 100.09% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
S v6 24 85.7% 4 14.3% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
v7 26 92.9% 2 7.1% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
Undergrad v6 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.7
v7 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.7
Cooperating Teacher | POSt: v6 3 75.0% 1 25.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 2.8
Bac/MAT v7 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
S v6 7 70.0% 3 30.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.7
v7 8 80.0% 2 20.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.8
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Course = Student Teaching Interim
Standard = Assessment (CEC 8)

3 2 Total
N % N % % % Mean
nderarad V8 14 | 60.9% 9 | 39.1% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 26
g V9 21 | 91.3% 2 | 8.7% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.9
University Suservisor | POt V8 80.0% 1] 200% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 28
ysup Bac/MAT V9 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
ol v8 18 | 643% 10 | 357% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 26
Vo 26 | 929% 2| 71% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
Underarad V8 2 | 333% 4| 66.7% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 23
g Vo 6 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
. Post- V8 2 | 50.0% 2 | 50.0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 25
Coo ting Teach

perating teacher | pac/mAT V9 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
ol V8 4| 400% 6 | 60.0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 24
V9 10 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 3.0

Course = Student Teaching Interim

Standard = Collaboration (CEC 10)

3 2 Total
N % N % % % Mean
Underarad vi0 18 | 783% 5 | 21.7% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 28
9 vil 20 | 87.0% 3| 13.0% 0 0% 23 | 100.0% 2.9
University Suservisor | POSt vi0 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
¥ Sup Bac/MAT Vil 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
ol vi0 23 | 821% 5| 17.9% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 28
Vil 25 | 89.3% 3| 10.7% 0 0% 28 | 100.0% 2.9
Underarad vi0 5 | 833% 1| 16.7% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 28
. Vil 5 | 833% 1| 167% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.8
Couverating Teacher | POSE vi0 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
perating Bac/MAT vil 4 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 4 | 100.0% 3.0
Total vi0 9 | 90.0% 1| 100% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.9
vil 9 | 90.0% 1| 100% 0 0% 10 | 100.0% 2.9
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Standard = Instructional Strategies (CEC 4)

Course = Student Teaching Final

3 2 Total
N % N % N % N % Mean
vl 16 72.7% 6 27.3% 0 .0% 22 100.0% 2.
v2 20 90.9% 2 9.1% 0 .0% 22 | 100.0% 2.
Undergrad v3 18 81.8% 4 18.2% 0 .0% 22 100.0% 2.
v4 17 77.3% 5 22.7% 0 .0% 22 100.0% 2.
v5 20 90.9% 2 9.1% 0 .0% 22 100.0% 2.
vl 5 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 5 100.0% 3.
v2 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 .0% 5 | 100.0% 3.
University Supervisor Post-Bac/MAT | v3 5 | 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 5 | 100.0% 3.
v4 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 .0% 5 | 100.0% 3.
v5 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 .0% 5 | 100.0% 3.
vl 21 77.8% 6 22.2% 0 .0% 27 100.0% 2.
v2 25 92.6% 2 7.4% 0 .0% 27 | 100.0% 2.
Total v3 23 85.2% 4 14.8% 0 .0% 27 100.0% 2.
v4 22 81.5% 5 18.5% 0 .0% 27 100.0% 2.
v5 25 92.6% 2 7.4% 0 .0% 27 | 100.0% 2.
vl 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 .0% 6 100.0% 2.
v2 6 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 6 100.0% 3.
Undergrad v3 5 83.3% 1 16.7% 0 .0% 6 | 100.0% 2.
v4 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 .0% 6 100.0% 2.
v5 5 83.3% 1 16.7% 0 .0% 6 | 100.0% 2.
vl 1 50.0% 1 50.0% 0 .0% 2 | 100.0% 2.
v2 2 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 2 100.0% 3.
Cooperating Teacher Post-Bac/MAT | v3 2 | 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 2 | 100.0% 3.
v4 2 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 2 100.0% 3.
v5 2 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 2 100.0% 3.
vl 5 62.5% 3 37.5% 0 .0% 8 | 100.0% 2.
V2 8 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 8 100.0% 3.
Total v3 7 87.5% 1 12.5% 0 .0% 8 | 100.0% 2.
v4 6 75.0% 2 25.0% 0 .0% 8 | 100.0% 2.
vb 7 87.5% 1 12.5% 0 .0% 8 100.0% 2.
Course = Student Teaching Final
Standard = Instructional Planning (CEC 7)
8 2 Total
N % N % N % % Mean
N r— V6 19 90.5% 2 9.5% 0 .0% 21 | 100.0% 2.9
v7 20 90.9% 2 9.1% 0 .0% 22 100.0% 2.9
L . V6 5 | 100.0% 0 .0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
University Supervisor | Post-Bac/MAT v7 5 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 100.0% 3.0
Total V6 24 92.3% 2 7.7% 0 .0% 26 100.0% 2.9
V7 25 92.6% 2 7.4% 0 0% 27 | 100.0% 2.9
e ) 4 66.7% 2 33.3% 0 .0% 6 100.0% 2.7
V7 6 | 100.0% 0 .0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
Cooperating Teacher | Post-Bac/MAT v6 2 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 | 100.0% 80
v7 2 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 2 100.0% 3.0
Total V6 6 75.0% 2 25.0% 0 0% 8 | 100.0% 2.7
v7 8 100.0% 0 .0% 0 .0% 8 100.0% 3.0
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Course = Student Teaching Final
Standard = Assessment (CEC 8)

3 2 Total
% N % N % N % Mean
Undergrad v8 16 72.7% 6 27.3% 0 0% 22 | 100.0% 2.7
v9 20 | 90.9% 2 9.1% 0 0% 22 | 100.0% 2.9
University Post- v8 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
Supervisor Bac/MAT V9 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
. v8 21 77.8% 6 22.2% 0 0% 27 | 100.0% 2.8
v9 25 | 92.6% 2 7.4% 0 0% 27 | 100.0% 2.9
Undergrad v8 5 | 833% 1| 167% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.8
v9 6 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
Cooperating Post- v8 2 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 | 100.0% 3.0
Teacher Bac/MAT V9 2 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 | 100.0% 3.0
. v8 7| 875% 1| 125% 0 0% 8 | 100.0% 2.9
v9 8 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 8 | 100.0% 3.0
Course = Student Teaching Final
Standard = Collaboration (CEC 10)
3 2 1 Total
N % N % % N % Mean
Undergrad v10 20 90.9% 2 9.1% 0 0% 22 | 100.0% 2.9
vil 22 | 100.09% 0 0% 0 0% 22 | 100.09% 3.0
Supervisor Bac/MAT vil 5 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 5 | 100.0% 3.0
S v10 25 92.6% 2 7.4% 0 0% 27 | 100.09% 2.9
vil 27 | 100.09% 0 0% 0 0% 27 | 100.09% 3.0
Undergrad v10 6 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 3.0
vil 5 83.3% 1 16.7% 0 0% 6 | 100.0% 2.8
Cooperating Post- v10 2 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 100.0% 3.0
Teacher Bac/MAT vil 2 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 2 | 100.0% 3.0
S v10 8 | 100.0% 0 0% 0 0% 8 | 100.0% 3.0
v1l 7 87.5% 1 12.5% 0 0% 8 | 100.0% 2.9
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