Post-Baccalaureate K-12 Science Program

Aggregated Scores from 2009-2011 -- Assessment #3: Planning

T=Target (3); A=Acceptable(2); U=Unacceptable(1)

9. Adaptations Based on the Individual Needs of Students

13. Use of a Variety of Instruction, Activities, Assignments

17. Modifications Based on Analysis of Student Learning

18. Congruence Between Modifications and Learning Goals
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Instructional
Learning Goals Assessment Plan Design for Instruction Decision-Making
Aggregate 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 75 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 99
d from %T | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% % | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %T %
2008-2011 25
%A | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% % | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %A | 1%
% %
U 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | U 0%
Total # Me | 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 27| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| Me | 29
students an 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| an 9
ST 00| 00| 00| 00| 0OQO| 00| 00| 02| 00| 00| 00| O0O0O| 00| OO| OO| OO| 00| 00| ST 0.0
4 D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| D 1
Spr2009 %T %T
NO
CANDIDAT
ES %A %A
# of % %
students: U U
Me Me
0 an an
ST ST
D D
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 50 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 97
Fall2009 %T | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% % | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %T %
50
%A | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% % | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %A | 3%
# of % %
students: U 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | U 0%
Me | 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 25| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| Me | 29
2 an 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| an 7
ST 00| 00| OO 0OO| OO| OO| OO| O5| 00| OO| OO| OO| OO | OO 0O | 0O | 0.0 | 0.0 | ST 0.0
D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| D 3
Spr2010 %T %T
NO
CANDIDAT
ES %A %A
# of % %
students: U U




Me Me
0 an an
ST ST
D D
Fall2010 %T %T
NO
CANDIDAT
ES %A %A
# of % %
students: U U
Me Me
0 an an
ST ST
D D
Spr2011 %T %T
NO
CANDIDAT
ES %A %A
# of % %
students: U U
Me Me
0 an an
ST ST
D D
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
Fall2011 %T | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %T | 0%
%A | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %A | 0%
# of % %
students: U 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | U 0%
Me 30 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 30| 3.0 | Me 3.0
2 an 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| an 0
ST 00| 00| 0O| 0OO| OQO| 0OO| OQO| 0OO| OQO| OO| OQO| OO| OO| OO| OO| OO0| 00| 0.0 | ST 0.0
D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| D 0




Post-Baccalaureate K-12 Science Program

Aggregated Scores from 2009-2011 -- Assessment #5: Impact on Student Learning

T=Target (3); A=Acceptable(2); U=Unacceptable(1)

5. Knowledge of Community, School and Classroom Factors

7. Knowledge of Students’ Varied Approaches to Learning

9. Implications for Instructional Planning and Assessment

12. Alignment Among Goals, Instruction and Assessment
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Analysis of Student Learning Contextual Factors Reflection and Self-Evaluation
Aggregated 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
from 2008- %T % % % % % % | 75% | 75% % % % % % % | %T 96%
2011 %A 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 25% | 25% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | %A 4%
%U 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | %U 0%
Mea Mea
Total # students | n 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.75 2.75 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 | n 2.96
4 STD | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 025 | 025 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | STD | 0.04
Spr2009 %T %T
NO
CANDIDATES %A %A
# of students: %U %U
Mea Mea
0 n n
STD STD
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Fall2009 %T % % % % % % | 50% | 50% % % % % % % | %T 93%
%A 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | 50% | 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | %A 7%
# of students: %U 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | %U 0%
Mea Mea
2 n 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.50 2.50 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 | n 2.93
STD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | STD 0.07
Spr2010 %T %T
NO
CANDIDATES %A %A
# of students: %U %U
Mea Mea
0 n n
STD STD
Fall2010 %T %T
NO %A %A




CANDIDATES

# of students: %U %U
Mea Mea
0 n n
STD STD
Spr2011 %T %T
NO
CANDIDATES %A %A
# of students: %U %U
Mea Mea
0 n n
STD STD
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Fall2011 %T % % % % % % % % % % % % % % | %T %
%A 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | %A 0%
# of students: %U 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% | %U 0%
Mea Mea
2 n 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 300 | 3.00 | 3.00 |n 3.00
STD | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | STD | 0.00




