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Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards



NCSS Assessment 1: State Licensure Exam



Response to Conditions #1:  For Assessment 1, data tables must contain more than simple average or percentages for Praxis II results.  In addition to the mean and average include to the “N” and a range of scores.  Collect, analyze, and report data for a new cohort of program completers.



Response to Data Report:  We have evaluated Social Studies licensure scores for program completers during the 2017-2018 academic year.  Three data tables have been created: Table 1 showing data for the overall pass rate for social studies program completers, Table 2 showing data for the overall pass rate of test takers, including takers in other programs,   Table 3 detailing the mean sub scores for program completers in social studies and Table 4 detailing the mean subscores for all test takers during this period.





Data Tables:



Table 1: Overall Pass Rate by Year – Social Studies Completers Only

		Test 0057:

Social Studies

		# of Test Takers

		# of Passing Test Takers

		Pass Rate Percentage



		2017-2018

		11

		10

		90.90%









Table 2: Overall Pass Rate – All takers (including those from other subject areas)

		Test 0057:

Social Studies

		# of Test Takers

		# of Passing Test Takers

		Pass Rate Percentage



		2017-2018

		32

		19

		59.37%









Table 3:  Mean Subscores for 2017-2018 for Social Studies Completers Only

		Test Category

		Points Available Range

		[bookmark: _GoBack]Institution Avg. % Correct  (N)

		State Avg. % Correct

		National Avg. % Correct



		United States History

		22-22

		64.87% (11)

		67.42%

		67.05



		World History

		22-22

		62.39%  (11)

		65.66%

		65.54%



		Govt./Civics/Poli Sci

		23-23

		64.82% (11)

		68.46%

		67.76%



		Geography

		16-16

		62.50% (11)

		63.96%

		65.06%



		Economics

		16-16

		60.00% (11)

		61.94%

		61.53%



		Behavioral Science

		11-11

		70.24%  (11)

		69.06%

		68.33%











Table 4: Mean Subscores for 2017-2018 for all test takers

		Test Category

		Points Available Range

		Institution Avg. % Correct (N)

		State Avg. % Correct

		National Avg. % Correct



		United States History

		22-22

		59.08% (32)

		67.42%

		67.05



		World History

		22-22

		62.07% (32)

		65.66%

		65.54%



		Govt./Civics/Poli Sci

		23-23

		64.65%(32)

		68.46%

		67.76%



		Geography

		16-16

		61.72%(32)

		63.96%

		65.06%



		Economics

		16-16

		56.64% (32)

		61.94%

		61.53%



		Behavioral Science

		11-11

		71.87% (32)

		69.06%

		68.33%











Brief Analysis of Data Findings



ETS reports indicate that the overall pass rates of Secondary Education Social Studies Candidates in our program continue to exceed the NCSS pass rate of 80% during the 2017-2018 academic year.  During this academic year, we had eleven program completers.  Institutional scores for the 157 pass rate cut score are well above the 80% benchmark.  In Pennsylvania, the required cut score is higher for students with lower GPAs. Our overall pass rate with GPA factored in is 90% with one student not passing to meet state standards.  63.63% passed with a score of 162 or better, 18.18% passed with a score of 157 or better, and 18.18% scored a 152 or better.   As the ETS Subject Assessment Test in Social Studies: Content Knowledge partially meets the NCSS standards, candidates in the Social Studies Education program are meetings those standards as noted below in that they are achieving a higher than 80% score in the test overall.  



Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



The ETS Subject Assessment exams are high-quality indicators of a candidate’s understanding of the major concepts, principles, theories, laws, and interrelationships of his/her field of licensure and supporting fields as recommended by NCSS.  Of the eleven test takers completing the exam in the 2017-2018 academic year, nine passed the exam with a score of 157 or better.  One student passed the exam with a score of 156 and the required minimum GPA (3.77).  Only one student failed to pass the exam with the pre-requisite GPA minimum.  Since 90% of the program completers during the 2017-2018 academic years have passed their respective content knowledge exam, we can confidently assert that our candidates meet the requirements of NCSS Standards 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, and 1.10.



Pass rates for students who took the test, but were not majors in the Secondary Social Studies program are substantially lower. These are students who majored in other content areas hoping to get an “add on” license for social studies. The low pass rates of these students amplifies the success of our preparation and high pass rates for those candidates enrolled in the program.



Two sets of scores were presented.  Table 3 illustrated the mean sub scores for the Licensure exam for social studies program completers in 2017-2018.  The scores align closely with state and national averages.  Table 4 shows scores for all test takers which does not present an accurate picture of program completer competency since 21 of the 32 takers were not necessarily in our program.  



That said, there is always room for improvement based on scoring for the past academic year.  Tables 1-3 summarize the comparisons between Kutztown University and state and national scores on the ETS Social Studies Examination. Our lowest scores continue to be in the in the area of economics. We addressed that lower scores in that area by bringing in experienced high school economics teachers to content reviews during the SEU 390/391 student teaching seminar. We have found the economic reviews to be effective for candidates taking the examination during their last semester at Kutztown University. Our current decline in scores may be due to candidates choosing to take the licensure examination sooner before our program has a chance to review the thematic content from candidates’ earlier coursework. We have redesigned our social studies methods course which specifically addresses social studies content comprehensively and specifically introduces the C3 Standards. We have also encouraged candidates to take a class in Constitutional history to bridge their knowledge of United States history to include basic political science concepts.



To ensure that our pass rates remain well above the minimum 80% required by NA and CAEP, the following steps have been taken:



1. The College of Education was awarded an assessment grant in August 2016.  The purpose of the grant is to improve passing rates for the ETS Subject Assessment exams across all content areas.  One of the intended products of the grant is the creation of online modules where undergraduate students can access study preparation materials, review Subject Assessment aligned content, and engage with content-aligned interactive quizzes.  



2. Faculty in the social studies disciplines and social studies education faculty continue to collaborate to ensure alignment between content categories of the ETS Subject Assessment exams and the courses required of our secondary social studies education candidates.  
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards

NCSS Assessment 8:  Additional Assessment – History 378 Research Paper 

 

Response to Conditions #8:  To provide supplementary evidence of candidate’s content knowledge for Standards1.8 and 1.9 in Assessment 8, report scores containing the “N,” average and range of grades.  Collect, analyze, and report data from at least one application of the assessment after it has been revised.  



Response to Data Reporting: Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during teacher candidate’s HIS 378 Seminar in Historical Methods course.  This is the course where candidates complete a research paper focusing on either Standard 1.8 or 1.9.  A revised data report has been provided accounting for “N,” with average and range of scores.  Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual student.  

 



Data Table:

Fall 2017 (n=4) Assessment #8 History 378 Research Paper NCSS Strands:  1.8 

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

(Range)

[N]





		1.8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		3

		1

		

		

		2.75

 (2.0-3.0)

[4]









Data Table:

Fall 2017 (n=5) Assessment #8 History 378 Research Paper NCSS Strands: 1.9 

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

& Range





		1.9 – Global Connections

		 2

		 3

		

		

		2.4 

(2.0-3.0)

[5]







Brief Analysis of Data Findings:



The research paper was administered during Fall 2017 to all students enrolled in HIS 378 Seminar in historical Methods course. The total number of students was 9.  The data from the one application of the assessment support the claim that the candidates performed exceptionally demonstrated competence in NCSS Standards 8 & 9. The mean score for NCSS Thematic Standard 1.8 Science, Technology, and Society was 2.75 out of a possible 3.0, indicating a near Expert level of competence. The mean score for NCSS Thematic Standard 1.9 Global Connections was 2.4 out of a possible 3.0, indicating a Superior level of competence. 



Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



Data provided through this assessment demonstrate that program candidates have a strong understanding of NCSS Thematic Standard 1.8 and 1.9. Overall, the scores are strong across both thematic standards, representing expert to superior (clear and consistent) explanations of the candidate’s content knowledge of Science, Technology, and Society and Global Connections.  The data also demonstrates an increased solid mastery of the standards.  Grades on the papers ranged from A to B+, with the majority of candidates (5 out of 9) scoring “A” grades on the paper.  This data does not come as a surprise since we have been working on improving these content standards since the last NCATE report.  Overall, our teacher candidates perform exceptionally well in demonstrating research methodology in regards to Standards 1.8 & 1.9.  Candidates achieved the required 2.0 superior rating in criteria for both standards in addition to establishing their expertise in regards to thesis development; scoring a mean range of 2.40-3.0 (out of 3.0) for the semester reported.  However, analysis of the fall scores indicated our students who choose to demonstrate mastery in Standard 1.9 need to organize research more cohesively.  We addressed this concern by conducting a meeting with history faculty who teach the research course and outlining strategies for success in the spring 2018.  Kutztown University social studies teacher candidates continue to exhibit mastery in history content knowledge through the development of their skills in historical research, communication, and methodology.  These skills are an absolute necessity in the 21st century social studies classroom.
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Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards

NCSS Assessment 3: Lesson Unit Project 



Response to Conditions #3:  Assessment #3 (Planning) require a report with scores containing the "N," average and range of grades. Collect, analyze and report data from at least one application of the assessment after it has been revised.



Response to Data Reporting:  



Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during teacher candidate’s SEU 325 Social Studies Instructional Methods course.  This is the course where candidates complete a unit plan.  A revised data report has been provided accounting for “N,” with average and range of scores.  Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual student.  



Data Report:



Fall 2017 (n=14) Assessment #3 Thematic Unit Plan NCSS Strands analyzed:  1 – 10

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		[bookmark: _GoBack]Mean Score, (Range)

[N]





		1 - Culture

		11

		2

		1

		

		2.71

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		2-Time, Continuity, and Change

		13

		1

		

		

		2.92

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		3-People, Places, and Environments

		11

		2

		1

		

		2.71

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		4-Individual Development and Identity

		12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		5- Individuals, Groups, and Institutions

		12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		6- Power, Authority, and Governance

		11

		2

		1

		

		2.71

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		7- Production, Distribution, and Consumption

		8

		3

		1

		1

		2.21

(0-3.0)

[14]



		8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		10

		4

		

		

		2.71

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		9-Global Connections

		10

		4

		

		

		2.71

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		10-Civic Ideals and Practices

		11

		3

		

		

		2.78

(2.0-3.0)

[14]







Brief Analysis of Data Findings:



The unit plan assessment was administered during Fall 2017 to all students enrolled in the Social Studies Methods course. The total number of students was 14.  Scores in the unit plan mirror how our students are doing academically on the licensure exam in Social Studies.  The data from the one application of the assessment support the claim that the candidates performed acceptably and demonstrated competence across most of NCSS Standards. The mean score for NCSS Thematic Strand 2 was 2.92, out of a possible 3.0, indicating a near Superior level of competence. The mean scores across all the elements of NCSS Strands 4 & 5 were 2.85 out of a possible 3.0.  This means that candidates’ overall competence with regard to NCSS Strands 4 & 5 were High Superior approaching Expert.  The mean scores across all the elements of NCSS Strand 10 was 2.78 out of a possible 3.0.  This means that candidates’ achieved an overall Superior level of competence approaching Expert with regard to civic ideals and practice. Five thematic strands (1,3,6,8,and 9) had a mean score of 2.71 demonstrating a Superior knowledge of the ability to teach these content strands.  The lowest scores pertained to lessons addressing Production, Distribution, and consumption, with a mean score of 2.21 out of 3.0.    



Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



In Fall 2017, the data demonstrates a solid mastery of all the standards except Standard 7 – Production, Distribution, and Consumption.  The data does not come as a surprise since only one course is taken in Economics and the results align with both course grades and the licensure scores for that content area.  We have changed the requirement for the economics course and students now have the opportunity to take a comprehensive class entitled ECO 010 – Introduction to Economics.  The course was designed specifically for education majors and will address the need for strong lesson planning in regards to economics.  Only 7 of the 20 students reported have taken the new class with the remaining 13 candidates having taken a generic macroeconomics class.   

All eligible candidates completed the unit plan assessment. A couple of trends were observed.  First, candidates did a great job in selecting appropriate content standards and using those to derive significant learning objectives.  This is likely due to the fact that candidates spend a significant amount of time throughout their education program learning how to navigate the Pennsylvania website portal in order to locate and interpret content standards.  This is especially strong for American History, World History, and Government and Politics.  Next, while candidates adequately performed on NCSS Standard 1.7 (Economic Concepts), the scores were not to a level of standard we expect.  The continued lower scores on this dimension suggest that it must be given greater emphasis during the Social Studies Instructional Methods course.  To assist students in reaching higher levels of competency in this area, the instructor has decided to require students to submit drafts of their unit plan prior to the due date.  This iterative process will allow the instructor to provide targeted feedback with respect to this area.  We are also re-evaluating the scoring terminology on the rubric to better reflect scores earned.  Finally, our newly hired Social Studies Methods instructor was retained for his expertise in the new C3 Framework.  We are excited to re-design our program, particularly in the aspect of methodology, to best meet the needs of 21st century students.
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Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards

NCSS Assessment 4:  KU PDE 430 & Supplemental Assignment 

 

Response to Conditions #4:  Assessment 4 must utilize an instrument where either the cooperating teacher and/or university supervisor evaluates the candidates abilities to teach social studies.  Report scores containing the “N,” average and range of scores.  Collect, analyze, and report data from at least one application of the assessment after it has been revised.



Response to Data Reporting: 



[bookmark: _GoBack]This assessment is completed by the cooperating teacher. We believe this was not clear in our original submission because the assessment has a section where the candidate documents how they address the thematic standards. This part of the assessment is not a self-evaluation, but is evidence the candidate supplies to the cooperating teacher to supplement evidence gained from observations of teaching, lesson plans, and other evidence. 



The PDE 430 is the Pennsylvania Statewide Evaluation Form for Student Professional Knowledge and Practice.  It is a required form that serves as a permanent record of a student teacher/candidate’s professional performance evaluation.  As per the Pennsylvania Department of Education, this form must be used at least twice during the 12-week (minimum) student teaching experience.  The form is divided into four categories that align with the Danielson Framework for Effective Teaching.  These categories are: Planning and Preparation, Classroom Environment, Instructional Delivery, and Professionalism.



· The PDE 430 is the observation form used by the unit (across all disciplines and for all candidates) although addenda and modifications have been made to fulfill the requirements of other Specialized Professional Associations.  In its current form, the PDE 430 does not specifically measure success for teaching each specific Thematic Standard.  Thus, to demonstrate the NCSS preservice candidate’s success in teaching the ten specific strands, an addendum addressing each strand was added to the original PDE 430.  This addendum is used as a summative assessment at the conclusion of a candidate’s student teaching experience.  In-progress evaluations of a candidate’s performance are used to determine summative levels of competence in each of the NCSS Standards.  

This assignment was a result of the last SPA evaluation where we were asked to specifically address each NCSS Thematic Standard separately.  



During the teacher candidate’s classroom teaching observations, the observer (cooperating teacher and/or school-based supervisor) indicates a rating for each of the categories on the PDE 430 including the addendum.  The observer also indicates the source of evidence for the rating and provides an overall justification for the category.  The ratings for each category are: Exemplary – 3 points; Superior – 2 points; Satisfactory – 1 points; or Unsatisfactory – 0 points.  To successfully complete the student teaching experience, the teacher candidate must achieve at least a satisfactory rating (1 point) in each of the four categories, resulting in a minimum total of 4 points out of a possible 12 points.

  

Data Table:



· We have fixed the original data table formatting to meet the response to conditions expectation



Data Report:

Spring 2016 (n=16) Assessment #4 PDE Addendum NCSS Strands analyzed:  1 – 10

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

(Range)

[N]



		1 - Culture

		14

		2

		

		

		2.87

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		2-Time, Continuity, and Change

		16

		

		

		

		3.0

(3.0-3.0)

[16]



		3-People, Places, and Environments

		13

		2

		1

		

		2.75

(1.0-3.0)

[16]



		4-Individual Development and Identity

		12

		3

		1

		

		2.68

(1.0-3.0)

[16]



		5- Individuals, Groups, and Institutions

		14

		2

		

		

		2.87

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		6- Power, Authority, and Governance

		15

		1

		

		

		2.9

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		7- Production, Distribution, and Consumption

		12

		4

		

		

		2.75

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		12

		4

		

		

		2.75

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		9-Global Connections

		13

		3

		

		

		2.81

(2.0-3.0)

[16]



		10-Civic Ideals and Practices

		15

		1

		

		

		2.93

(2.0-3.0)

[16]







Brief Analysis of Data Findings:



Data was collected for one application of this assessment (Spring 2016).  Of the 16 candidates, all successfully completed their student teaching experience in Spring 2016.  Each thematic standard was separated for report purposes.  The data from the reported application of the assessment supports the claim that the candidates performed acceptably and demonstrated teaching competence in meeting NCSS Standards 1-10.  The mean scores across all the elements of the standard ranged from 2.68 to 3.0, out of a possible 3.0.  This means that candidates’ overall competence with regard to planning for and teaching the NCSS Thematic Standards were Superior and approaching Exemplary.  





Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards:



As stated in the initial report, the Supplemental Observation Form gave each candidate the opportunity to highlight one methodology and one concept from each of the Ten NCSS Thematic Standards. We believe the overall high scores in all areas are due to our attendance at the NCSS CAEP workshops and aligning our assessments directly to all Ten NCSS Thematic Standards.  During each observation, the candidate’s ability to demonstrate and maintain safety is evaluated.  In addition, two of the observations require the candidate to engage his/her students in an enriching social studies experience.  It is primarily during these observations that the teacher candidate demonstrates to the university supervisor his/her ability to meet the thematic strands.  The university supervisor also collaborates with the candidate’s cooperating teacher to score the rubric for this assessment.  Based on this data for NCSS Thematic Standards, faculty have been successful in instructing candidates to teach all aspects of social studies education.  However, we are looking forward to re-visiting this evaluative tool based on the new C3Framework Standards.
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Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards



NCSS Assessment 5: Evidence of P-12 Student Learning - Teacher Work Sample





Response to Conditions #5:  In Assessment 5, report scores containing the "N," average and range of score that illustrate candidates' impact on student learning. Collect, analyze and report data from at least one application of the assessment after it has been revised.





Response to Data Reporting:  Data was collected from the Spring 2018 semester during teacher candidate’s clinical experience SEU 390/391.  A revised data report has been provided accounting for “N,” with average and range of scores.  Data has been further analyzed.  



Data Report:



Spring 2018 (n=11) Assessment #5 Teacher Work Sample NCSS Strands:  1 – 10

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

[bookmark: _GoBack](Range)

[N]



		Impact on student learning across themes

		8

		3

		

		

		2.72

(2.0 – 3.0)

[11]



		1 - Culture

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		2-Time, Continuity, and Change

		5

		2

		

		

		2.71

 (2.0-3.0)

[7]



		3-People, Places, and Environments

		1

		1

		

		

		2.5

(2.0-3.0)

[2]



		4-Individual Development and Identity

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		5- Individuals, Groups, and Institutions

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		6- Power, Authority, and Governance

		2

		

		

		

		3.0

(3.0-3.0)

[2]



		7- Production, Distribution, and Consumption

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		9-Global Connections

		

		

		

		

		N/A



		10-Civic Ideals and Practices

		

		

		

		

		N/A









Brief Analysis of Data Findings



Data was collected over one applications of this assessment (Spring 2018).  The teacher candidates were given a choice of content on which to conduct their Teacher Work Sample (TWS).  Of the 11 candidates analyzed, 2 completed their TWS in a government and politics classroom, 2 candidates completed their research in a middle school geography/world cultures classroom, and the remaining 7 candidates in a history classroom.  The data from the application of the assessment support the claim that the candidates performed exceptionally and demonstrated competence in meeting NCSS Strands 2, 3, and 6.  The mean scores across all the elements of the standards ranged from 2.5 to 3.0, out of a possible 3.0.  Candidates scored highest on NCSS Strands 2 and 6, indicating a Superior to Exemplary level of competence.  Candidates scored superior but not as strong in Strand 3, thus identifying this standard as an area for future improvement. 



Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



Data indicate that the majority of candidates were able to complete this assessment at a Superior level of competence or greater.  The skills necessary to successfully complete this assessment are acquired during the Social Studies Instructional Methods course and refined during a candidate’s student teaching experience.  It did not come as a surprise that candidates scored well on teacher work samples that focused on the teaching of history.  Based on data collected in other assessments, they perform best with this content area.  Candidates did a great job in providing students with engaging inquiry opportunities as well as collecting student assessment data and reflecting upon that data to make relevant changes to their practice.  However, more opportunities for candidates to develop reflective skills based on action research is necessary and further guidance in this area will be provided in a revised rubric being implemented this semester.  Further, the student teaching supervisor will work more closely with the candidate (prior to completion of the Teacher Work Sample) to ensure that the expectations of NSCC new standards for teacher preparation are explicitly embedded within the candidate’s lesson plans and assessments.  



It was valuable to revisit how we collect and analyze information on our candidate’s effect on student learning.  While the assessment for measurement (the teacher work sample) has been an excellent tool for analysis and reflection, we realize the measurement has been problematic.  For spring 2019, we have revised the rubric for this assessment based on the National Standards for the Preparation of Social Studies Teachers approved in 2017. This allows for a clearer alignment of teacher effectiveness and NCSS standards.  Unfortunately we are not able to report a set of data based on this new rubric.    



Moving forward, we have aligned the TWS rubric to incorporate the following standards set forth in the National Standards mentioned above:



· All elements of Standard 2 - Application of Content Through Planning (Description of Learning Objectives & Lesson Plan)

· All elements of Standard 4 - Social Studies Learners and Learning (Description of the Context)

· Standard 5. Professional Responsibility and Informed Action, Standard 5a (Reflective Paper)

 

These new standards have made the process of determining our candidates effect on student learning much easier to evaluate and we look forward to implementing these, and C2 Standards, throughout our program.
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Section IV – Evidence for Meeting Standards

NCSS Assessment 7: Comprehensive Content Examination





Response to Conditions #7:  In Assessment 7 report scores containing the "N," average and range of scores. Collect, analyze and report data from at least one application of the

assessment after it has been revised.



Response to Data Reporting:  Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during teacher candidate’s SEU 325 Social Studies Instructional Methods course.  This is the course where candidates complete a Comprehensive Content Exam.  A revised data report has been provided accounting for “N,” with average and range of scores.  Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual student.  



Data Report:



Fall 2017 (n=14) Assessment #7 Comprehensive Content Exam NCSS Strands:  1 – 10

		Criteria/

Standard

		Expert

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Proficient

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

 (Range)

[N]





		1 - Culture

		8

		5

		1

		

		2.50

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		2-Time, Continuity, and Change

		13

		1

		

		

		2.92

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		3-People, Places, and Environments

		10

		3

		1

		

		2.64

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		4-Individual Development and Identity

		12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		5- Individuals, Groups, and Institutions

		12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		6- Power, Authority, and Governance

		13

		1

		

		

		2.92

(2.0-3.0)

[14]



		7- Production, Distribution, and Consumption

		9

		4

		1

		

		2.57

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		9-Global Connections

		[bookmark: _GoBack]12

		2

		

		

		2.85

(1.0-3.0)

[14]



		10-Civic Ideals and Practices

		11

		3

		

		

		2.78

(2.0-3.0)

[14]







Brief Analysis of Data Findings:



The unit plan assessment was administered during Fall 2017 to all students enrolled in the Social Studies Methods course. The total number of students was 14.  Scores on the comprehensive content exam mirror how our students are doing academically on the licensure exam in Social Studies.  The data from the one application of the assessment support the claim that the candidates performed acceptably and demonstrated competence across all of NCSS Standards. The mean score for NCSS Thematic Standards 2 & 6 were 2.92 out of a possible 3.0, indicating a near Expert level of competence. The mean scores across all the elements of NCSS Strands 4, 5, 8 &9 were 2.85 out of a possible 3.0, indicating that candidates’ overall competence with regard to these strands were High Superior approaching Expert.  The mean scores across all the elements of NCSS Strand 10 was 2.78 out of a possible 3.0.  This means that candidates’ achieved an overall Superior level of competence approaching Expert with regard to civic ideals and practice. Thematic strand 3 had a mean score of 2.64 demonstrating a Superior knowledge of the ability to understand geography content.  The lowest scores on the exams addressed Production, Distribution, and consumption, and Culture, with a mean score of 2.57 and 2.5 respectively.    



Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



Data provided through this assessment demonstrate that program candidates have a strong understanding of the Ten NCSS Thematic Standards. Overall, the scores are strong across all thematic standards, representing expert to superior (clear and consistent) explanations of the Ten NCSS Thematic Standards and their application to planning, classroom environment, instruction and professionalism.  The data also demonstrates an increased solid mastery of all the standards including Standard 7 – Production, Distribution, and Consumption.  The majority of candidates (9 out of 14) scored expert on the examination.  This data does not come as a surprise since we have been working on improving this content standard since the last CAEP report.  As stated in assessment 3 response, we have changed the requirement for the economics course and students now have the opportunity to take a comprehensive class entitled ECO 010 – Introduction to Economics.  We are also working with students to have them create lesson plans focusing on economic concepts.  Regarding Standard 1, our candidates, while performing at a mean superior level, could benefit from a strong content base in Anthropology.       

All eligible candidates completed the Comprehensive Content Examination. A couple of observations were observed.  First, the take home format of the exam allows for candidates to demonstrate their knowledge of content more deeply through reflection and analysis instead of walking into a classroom and taking the exam.    As stated in the previous report, the essay examination has proven difficult to write in a cohesive manner due to the extensive amount of information that needs to be addressed in a short paper. However, this examination has given the instructor the ability to determine where candidates have a good grasp of conceptual content as they relate to the Ten NCSS Thematic Standards and where additional time is needed during SEU 390, student teaching seminar, to work in areas needing remediation. This assessment is a assessment tool and was created as a result of attending NCSS CAEP accreditation workshops.
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NCSS Assessment 2:  Assessment of Content Knowledge – Grade Point Averages and Content Analysis  

 

Response to Conditions #2:  The report of grades in Assessment 2 must be reported as data representing cohorts of program completers rather than in the semester in which candidates completed the courses. The report should contain the "N," average and range of grades. Collect, analyze and report data for a cohort of program completers.



Response to Data Reporting: 



In our previous report, we reported both grade point averages and the individual candidate grades for each of their social science concentration courses.  The following chart corrects this error.  Below is the data representing a cohort of program completers for the 2017-2018 academic year and how they performed in their content area classes.  



Data Table:



		Course

		Average Course Grade(Range) 

		% of Candidates Meeting Minimum Expectations (N)

		A

(4.0)

		A-

(3.67)

		B+

(3.33)

		B

(3.0)

		B-

(2.67)

		C+

(2.33)

		C

(2.0)

		D

(1.0)

		F

(0.0)



		ANT 010

		3.26 

 (0.0-4.0)

		93%

(14)

		6

		

		4

		2

		

		1

		

		

		1





		ECO 011

		3.30

(2.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		6

		

		2

		2

		2

		1

		1

		

		



		GEG 010

		3.02

(0.0-4.0)

		93%

(14)

		6

		

		

		4

		

		1

		2

		

		1



		GEG 020

		3.42

(2.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		7

		

		

		6

		

		

		1

		

		



		HIS 014

		3.40

(2.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		5

		2

		3

		1

		2

		

		  1

		

		



		HIS 015

		3.35

(2.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		4

		2

		3

		3

		1

		

		1

		

		



		HIS 025

		3.38

(1.0-4.0)

		93%

(14)

		7

		1

		2

		2

		

		

		1

		1



		





		HIS 026

		3.42

 (2.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		6

		1

		1

		5

		

		

		1

		

		



		POL 010

		3.64

(3.0-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		8



		1

		1

		4

		

		

		

		

		



		POL 020

		3.52

(2.67-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		5



		3

		2

		3

		1

		

		

		

		



		PSY 011

		3.54

(2.33-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		8



		1

		

		3

		1

		1

		

		

		



		SOC 010

		3.71

(2.33-4.0)

		100%

(14)

		10



		

		2

		1

		

		1

		

		

		









A Brief Analysis of Data Findings:

	The data provided for program completers in 2017-2018 illustrates the success of our candidates in their content area classes.  The data also mirrors their success on the Praxis II exam in corresponding categories.  In the history courses generally taken during pre-candidacy, along with psychology, candidates are receiving overall mean scores surpassing the minimum course mean of a “C,” or 2.0 grade average.  In the undergraduate program candidates are excelling in of their required courses across both semesters, with 100% of candidates meeting minimum expectation in all but three courses.  It should be noted that in the three courses where a student scored lower than a 2.0, the unsatisfactory scores were earned by the same student.  

An Interpretation of how that Data Provides Evidence for Meeting Standards:

Overall, all ten thematic strands are well-covered throughout the twelve courses in breadth and depth.  Candidates demonstrate a strong knowledge of the following interdisciplinary thematic standards: 1.1, 1.2, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8, 1.9, 1.10.  Students demonstrated a strong knowledge of Standard 1.1 with the average course range in ANT 010 being 3.26 out of 4.0.   12 of the 14 students taking the course received a B or better – strong evidence of students understand social patterns, cross cultural changes, and variations in groups and societies.  Similarly, students scored high in Standard 1.5, 13 out of 14 students receiving a “B” or better and 10 students received A scores, demonstrating that sociology is a strong content area for our students.  The strength in these two thematic strands is equally supported by the Praxis II scores.  Kutztown University places a strong significance on the teaching of history and the grades in our student’s coursework reflect this dedication.  Of the 14 course completers taking both U.S. and World history analyzed, in the four major history courses required, 12 out of 14 received a course grade of  B- or better with the majority earning A grades. This is strong evidence that Standards 1.2 and 1.8 are being met.   Kutztown students perform exceedingly well in their political science classes with 100% of students achieving a pass rate in both semesters.  The average GPA ranges between 3.52 – 4.0 can be used as a strong indicator that Standards 1.6, 1.9 – 1.10 are being met.  Of all the courses taken, the two content areas that indicate possibly areas of improvement are Economics and Geography.  This coincides with the result of Praxis II scores.  We have attempted to address this issue by offering blended economics courses that offer an overview of the content but grades and grades have improved over the past couple of years.  We will continue to monitor student progress in this content.  Overall, students perform well in their geography courses, however, the Geography department generally does not adhere to the plus/minus system advocated by the University.  Thus, students who might have received an A- or B+ grade possibly earned a B.  Overall, Kutztown University students demonstrate exemplary achievement in the required courses taken for social studies certification.



Response to Conditions #2:  Provide more explicit description for History 378 and its relationship to Standards 1.8 & 1.9.



Response:



We realized in the Fall of 2012 during our last accreditation report that there was not one specific assignment from within courses or other appropriate assessments to provide evidence of candidates' content knowledge of interdisciplinary Standards 1.8 and 1.9. We revised the assignment required in HIS 378 Historical Research Methods to specifically target Standards 1.8 & 1.9 and began implementation in the Fall 2012. Secondary Education majors signed a course by contract agreement with the instructors at the beginning of the course to incorporate these themes into their research paper. Since the course is taught through the history department, the teacher candidate is responsible for supplying their social studies adviser within the secondary education department with a copy of the contract in order to obtain their signature on the document. This turned out to be beneficial for both the students and faculty in both departments. Lines of communication are open between the two sets of faculty in the History and Secondary Education department that did not previously exist. Secondary Education faculty are in direct contact with the professors who teach the course and are kept abreast of student progress in the class. Furthermore, students are required to meet with their secondary education adviser and inform them of the research topic. This allows for faculty to discuss the importance of a mastery of learning of Standards 1.8 & 1.9 and prepare them for the eventual lesson planning with these standards in Assessment #3. Student scores for 2017-2018 are high on the paper, demonstrating knowledge of content. Secondary education faculty meet with the history faculty who teach the research methodology course at the beginning of each semester to outline a program for explaining the standards to students and discuss the possibility of encouraging more students to address the concept of global connections as a paper topic. Through the enhancement of communication and content application we have initiated a transformation of the prevailing departmental culture and created a student cohort that has been clearly informed of their learning outcomes and that has been given all the tools to achieve said outcomes.







		Course

		Average Course Grade and Range

		% of Candidates Meeting Minimum Expectations (N)

		A

(4.0)

		A-

(3.67)

		B+

(3.33)

		B

(3.0)

		B-

(2.67)

		C+

(2.33)

		C

(2.0)

		D

(1.0)

		F

(0.0)



		HIS 378

		3.07

 (0.0-4.0)

		93% 

(14)

		3

		3

		2

		2

		2

		

		1

		1
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NCSS Assessment 6: Professional Portfolio





Response to Conditions #6:  For all assessments, data tables should be revised to include: the Ns, averages, and ranges of scores for criterion.  Analyze and interpret a new set of data for each assessment denoted above.





Response to Data Reporting:  Data was collected from the Spring 2018 semester during teacher candidate’s clinical experience SEU 390/391.  This is the course where candidates submit their final exit portfolio.  A revised data report has been provided accounting for “N,” with average and range of scores.  Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual student.  Students are required to submit an artifact that addresses each thematic strand in their portfolio.  Data has been further analyzed to reflect.  



Data Report:



Spring 2018 (n=11) Assessment #6 Portfolio NCSS Strands:  1 – 10

		Criteria/

Standard

		Exemplary

(3.0)

		Superior

(2.0)

		Satisfactory

(1.0)

		Developing

(0)

		Mean Score

(Range)

[N]





		1 - Culture

		8

		3

		

		

		2.72

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		2-Time, Continuity, and Change

		10

		

		1

		

		2.81

(1.0-3.0)

[11]



		3-People, Places, and Environments

		9

		2

		

		

		2.81

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		4-Individual Development and Identity

		9

		2

		

		

		2.81

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		5- Individuals, Groups, and Institutions

		9

		2

		

		

		2.81

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		6- Power, Authority, and Governance

		10

		

		1

		

		2.81

(1.0-3.0)

[11]



		7- Production, Distribution, and Consumption

		7

		3

		1

		

		2.54

(1.0-3.0)

[11]



		8-  Science, Technology, and Society

		10

		1

		

		

		2.90

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		9-Global Connections

		10

		1

		

		

		2.90

(2.0-3.0)

[11]



		10-Civic Ideals and Practices

		10

		

		1

		

		2.81

(1.0-3.0)

[11]







Brief Analysis of Data Findings



Professional Exit Portfolios were submitted by a total of 11 candidates during the Spring 2018 semester (one application).  Professional Exit Portfolios were submitted to the candidates’ student teaching supervisor, two weeks prior to the completion of the candidates’ student teaching experiences.  The data from the application of the assessment support the claim that the candidates performed acceptably and demonstrated competence across NCSS Strands 1 - 10.  The mean scores reported here are all out of 3.0, or an Exemplary level of competence.  The mean score for NCSS Standards 8 & 9 were 2.90 out of 3.0 indicating a near Exemplary level of competence.  The mean score for NCSS Standards 2-6 & 10 were 2.81 out of 3.0 indicating a high Superior near Exemplary level of competence.  The mean score for NCSS Standard 1 was 2.72 out of 3.0 indicating a high Superior level of competence.  The lowest score was found in Standard 7 with a mean score of 2.54 out of 3.0 indicating a Satisfactory to Superior level of competence.





D.  Interpretation of Data Providing Evidence for Meeting Standards



Data reported for this group completing the portfolio indicates that our candidates produce a strong digital portfolio with high quality evidence of understanding the ten NCSS thematic strands.  All eligible candidates completed the professional exit portfolio.  Candidates performed better on NCSS standards that aligned best with the courses they were teaching during their clinical experience.  Thus, it is no surprise that the strongest scores are found in the content areas of History and Political Science.  What was surprising was the high scores in the social sciences, indicating that candidates a working hard to produce solid lessons in psychology and sociology.  High scores for Standard 1 & 3 also indicate that students are incorporating both geography and the study of people and culture into their work.  Standard 7 continues to be identified as an area for improvement.  As with the unit plan, strategies to confront and address economic concepts and preconceptions were not a focus.  However, candidates showed significant improvement on the Professional Exit Portfolio.  Finally, scores on NCSS Standards 8 and 9 remained consistent between the His 378 assessment and the Professional Exit Portfolio.  One thing to note is that the instructor who teaches the Social Studies Instructional Methods course is the same instructor who supervises candidates during their student teaching experience.  This is important to note because the instructor was able to identify some areas for improvement that emerged from the Unit Plan assessment and used those to drive conversations with candidates during their student teaching experience. 
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Other School Personnel
Unspecified

10.  Degree or award level

Baccalaureate
Post Baccalaureate
Master's
Post Master's
Specialist or C.A.S.
Doctorate
Endorsement only

11.  Is this program offered at more than one site?

Yes
No

12.  If your answer is "yes" to above question, list the sites at which the program is offered

 
13.  Title of the state license for which candidates are prepared

Social Studies 7-12
14.  Program report status:

Initial Review
Response to One of the Following Decisions: Further Development Required,
Recognition with Probation, or Not Nationally Recognized
Response to National Recognition With Conditions

15.  Is your Educator Preparation Provider (EPP) seeking

CAEP accreditation for the first time (initial accreditation)
Continuing CAEP accreditation

16.  State Licensure data requirement on program completers disaggregated by specialty area with sub-area scores:
CAEP requires programs to provide completer performance data on state licensure examinations for completers
who take the examination for the content field, if the state has a licensure testing requirement. Test information
and data must be reported in Section IV. Does your state require such a test?

Yes
No

SECTION I - CONTEXT

1.  Description of any state or institutional policies that may influence the application of NCSS standards. (Response
limited to 4,000 characters)

No changes required from previous submission on March 15, 2017.
2.  Description of the field and clinical experiences required for the program, including the number of hours for early

field experiences and the number of hours/weeks for student teaching or internships. Additionally, programs
should describe the process for identifying and training cooperating/mentor teachers (school-based faculty) and
the training provided to all faculty charged with supervising candidates in the field. (Response limited to 8,000
characters)

Qualifications/credentials of cooperating teachers:

The university employs a cooperating teacher to oversee the teaching candidate
experience and a university supervisor visits six times or more during the placement
to ensure that the teacher candidate is performing appropriately. Social Studies
student teachers are placed in a social studies classroom with cooperating teacher



who is certified in the same content area as the candidate. According to the 2018-
2019 "Cooperating Teacher Handbook" prepared by the Office of Clinical Experience
and Outreach:

Cooperating teachers are selected jointly by the university and the local school
authorities. The minimum qualifications for a cooperating teacher listed in the School
Code of Pennsylvania include:
� Baccalaureate degree
� A valid teaching certificate (Instructional I or Instructional II) in the subject area
taught
� Three full years of successful experience in an approved school
� A minimum of one year experience in the present school

Additional Kutztown University requirements:
� Expertise in her/his area of teaching
� Models the philosophy of "lifelong learning"
� Uses proven best practice teaching strategies
� Commits to mentor teacher candidates
� Allows the teacher candidate to participate fully in the teaching process
� Provides an equal educational opportunity to all teacher candidates
� Agrees to participate in an orientation program for cooperating teachers at KU

3.  Please attach files to describe a program of study that outlines the courses and experiences required for
candidates to complete the program. The program of study must include course titles and should also denote the
required courses for all candidates. (This information may be provided as an attachment from the college catalog
or as a student advisement sheet.)

4.  This system will not permit you to include tables or graphics in text fields. Therefore any tables or charts must be
attached as files here. The title of the file should clearly indicate the content of the file. Word documents, pdf
files, and other commonly used file formats are acceptable.

5.  Candidate Information
Directions: Provide three years of data on candidates enrolled in the program and completing the program,
beginning with the most recent academic or calendar year for which numbers have been tabulated. Report the
data separately for the levels/tracks (e.g., baccalaureate, post-baccalaureate, alternate routes, master's,
doctorate) being addressed in this report. Only programs leading to licensure or a teaching credential should be
included. Data must also be reported separately for programs offered at multiple sites. Update academic years
(column 1) as appropriate for your data span. Create additional tables as necessary.

Program:
No changes required from previous submission on March 15, 2017.

Academic Year
# of Candidates
Enrolled in the

Program

# of Program
Completers(2)

2017-2018 97 15
2016-2017 72 16
2015-2016 77 19

    (2) CAEP uses the Title II definition for program completers. Program completers are persons who have met all the
requirements of a state-approved teacher preparation program. Program completers include all those who are documented as having
met such requirements. Documentation may take the form of a degree, institutional certificate, program credential, transcript, or
other written proof of having met the program's requirements.

6.  Faculty Information
Directions: Complete the following information for each faculty member responsible for professional coursework,
clinical supervision, or administration in this program. Programs should clearly identify all faculty charged with
teaching the Social Studies Methods course(s) and supervising Social Studies candidates in the field. (Refer to
footnotes for clarification)

Faculty Member Name Maria Sanelli
Highest Degree, Field, &



University(3) Ed.D, Foundations and Multicultural Education, University of the Pacific, Stockton CA
Assignment: Indicate the role
of the faculty member(4) Social Studies Methods Instructor and Clinical Supervisor

Faculty Rank(5) Professor
Tenure Track YES

Scholarship(6), Leadership in
Professional Associations, and
Service(7):List up to 3 major
contributions in the past 3
years(8)

Book-Sanelli and Rodriquez, Teaching about Frederick Douglass: A Resource Guide
for Teachers of Cultural Diversity, Journal articles including, "Teaching American
history using protest music." Pennsylvania Council of the Social Studies Journal,
"Looking back to the future: Pre-service teachers' perceptions of the state of social
studies education today." Published curriculums including: For Veterans National
Education Program (V-NEP) Global Awareness Map-European Unit, Leadership in a
Diverse World, Modern American History, Military History, Latino Heritage
Curriculum and National Park Service: Cesar E Chavez National Monument-Chavez
Teacher's Toolkit and Jefferson Expansion/Old Courthouse National Historic Site -
"Let Me Read you Your Rights" Curriculum.

Teaching or other professional
experience in P-12 schools(9)

8 years experience Secondary Social Studies, Pennsylvania public schools. 7-12
Secondary Social Studies Instructional II Certificate, PA

Faculty Member Name Howard Lessel
Highest Degree, Field, &
University(3) Ed. D. In Educational Leadership, Indiana University of P 2011

Assignment: Indicate the role
of the faculty member(4) Social Studies Methods Instructor and Clinical Supervisor

Faculty Rank(5) Instructor
Tenure Track YES
Scholarship(6), Leadership in
Professional Associations, and
Service(7):List up to 3 major
contributions in the past 3
years(8)

Teaching or other professional
experience in P-12 schools(9)

14 years experience Secondary Social Studies, Pennsylvania public schools. 7-12
Secondary Social Studies Instructional II Certificate, PA

Faculty Member Name Andrew Miness
Highest Degree, Field, &
University(3)

Ph.D. Educational Policy with concentration in Teaching and Learning, Michigan
State University

Assignment: Indicate the role
of the faculty member(4) Social Studies Methods Instructor and Clinical Supervisor

Faculty Rank(5) Assistant Professor
Tenure Track YES

Scholarship(6), Leadership in
Professional Associations, and
Service(7):List up to 3 major
contributions in the past 3
years(8)

Cooper, K.S. Miness, A., Kintz, T. (2018). Teachers' Cognitive Flexibility on
Engagement and their Ability to Engage Students: A Theoretical and Empirical
Exploration. Teachers College Record, 120. Cooper, K.S., Wright, J., Gil, E., Miness,
A., Ginanto, D. (2017). Examining Latina/o Students' Experiences of Injustice:
LatCrit Insights from a Texas High School. Journal of Latinos and Education, 1-18.
Cooper, K. S., Kintz, T., & Miness, A. (2016). Reflectiveness, Adaptivity, and
Support: How Teacher Agency Promotes Student Engagement. American Journal Of
Education, 1, 109-136.

Teaching or other professional
experience in P-12 schools(9)

7 years experience Secondary Social Studies, North Carolina public schools. 7-12
Secondary Social Studies Instructional Certificate, North Carolina

Faculty Member Name Patricia Walsh Coates



Highest Degree, Field, &
University(3)

Ph.D., History, Lehigh University

Assignment: Indicate the role
of the faculty member(4) Social Studies Methods Instructor

Faculty Rank(5) Professor
Tenure Track YES

Scholarship(6), Leadership in
Professional Associations, and
Service(7):List up to 3 major
contributions in the past 3
years(8)

Publication: Walsh Coates, P. with Sirrakos, G. (2016). "Rethinking the EdD to
Transform Classroom Teaching." in Ellis, A. L. (Ed.). Ed.D. program as incubators
for social justice leadership. Rotterdam: Sense Publishing. Leadership: National
Council for the Accreditation of Teacher Education NCSS SPA Reviewer. Service:
Director of the Education Doctorate in Transformational Teaching and Learning
Program.

Teaching or other professional
experience in P-12 schools(9)

12 years experience Secondary Social Studies, Pennsylvania public schools. 7-12
Secondary Social Studies Instructional II Certificate, PA

    (3) For example, PhD in Curriculum & Instruction, University of Nebraska.
    (4) For example, faculty, clinical supervisor, department chair, administrator
    (5) For example, professor, associate professor, assistant professor, adjunct professor, instructor
    (6) Scholarship is defined by CAEP as a systematic inquiry into the areas related to teaching, learning, and the education of
teachers and other school personnel.
    Scholarship includes traditional research and publication as well as the rigorous and systematic study of pedagogy, and the
application of current research findings in new settings. Scholarship further presupposes submission of one's work for professional
review and evaluation.
    (7) Service includes faculty contributions to college or university activities, schools, communities, and professional associations in
ways that are consistent with the institution and unit's mission.
    (8) For example, officer of a state or national association, article published in a specific journal, and an evaluation of a local school
program.
    (9) Briefly describe the nature of recent experience in P-12 schools (e.g. clinical supervision, in-service training, teaching in a PDS)
indicating the discipline and grade level of the assignment(s). List current P-12 licensure or certification(s) held, if any.

SECTION II - LIST OF ASSESSMENTS

    In this section, list the 6-8 assessments that are being submitted as evidence for meeting the NCSS standards. All programs must provide
a minimum of six assessments. If your state does not require a state licensure test in the content area, you must substitute an assessment
that documents candidate attainment of content knowledge in #1 below. For each assessment, indicate the type or form of the assessment
and when it is administered in the program.

1.  Please provide following assessment information (Response limited to 250 characters each field)
Type and Number of Assessment Name of Assessment (10) Type or Form of Assessment (11) When the Assessment Is

Administered (12)

Assessment #1: Licensure assessment, or other
content-based assessment (required) ETS Subject Assessment Test - Social Studies Education

National Content Licensure Exam
Note: No changes in list of 8 assessements required from

previous submission on March 15, 2017.
Prior to Clinical Experience and

Practicum

Assessment #2: Content knowledge in social
studies(required)

Content Knowledge Courses - Final course grades for
core required classes Grade reports Required courses are taken

throughout candidates' program
Assessment #3: Candidate ability to plan
instruction (required) Lesson Unit Project Unit Plan Project SEU 325: Methods of Teaching

Social Studies

Assessment #4: Student teaching (required)
PDE 430-

Pennsylvania Department of Education Form and
Kutztown University Supplemental Assignment

State Licensure Form SEU 390/391
Clinical Experience and Practicum

Assessment #5: Candidate effect on student
leaning (required) Teacher Work Sample Report Reflective Paper SEU 390/391

Clinical Experience and Practicum
Assessment #6: Additional assessment that
addresses NCSS standards (required) Portfolio Portfolio SEU 390/391

Clinical Experience and Practicum
Assessment #7: Additional assessment that
addresses NCSS standards (optional) Comprehensive Content Examination Examination SEU 325: Methods of Teaching

Social Studies
Assessment #8: Additional assessment that
addresses NCSS standards (optional) HIS 378 - Methods of Historical Research Paper Research Paper Junior/Senior year of Social Studies

Education Program

    (10) Identify assessment by title used in the program; refer to Section IV for further information on appropriate
assessment to include.
    (11) Identify the type of assessment (e.g., essay, case study, project, comprehensive exam, reflection, state licensure test,
portfolio).
    (12) Indicate the point in the program when the assessment is administered (e.g., admission to the program, admission to student
teaching/internship, required courses [specify course title and numbers], or completion of the program).



SECTION III - RELATIONSHIP OF ASSESSMENT TO STANDARDS

    For each NCSS standard on the chart below, identify the assessment(s) in Section II that address the standard. One
assessment may apply to multiple NCSS standards.

1.  For each NCSS standard element on the chart below, identify the assessment(s) in Section II that address the
standard element. One assessment may by aligned to multiple NCSS standard elements and one element may be
addressed within multiple assessments 

NCSS STANDARD - Themes
 #1#2#3#4#5#6#7#8

1.1 Culture and Cultural Diversity. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of culture and cultural diversity.
1.2 Time, Continuity, and Change. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of time, continuity, and change.
1.3 People, Places, and Environment. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of people, places, and environment.
1.4 Individual Development and Identity. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of individual development and identity.
1.5 Individuals, Groups and Institutions. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of individuals, groups, and institutions.
1.6 Power, Authority, and Governance. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of power, authority and governance.
1.7 Production, Distribution, and Consumption. Candidates in social studies should possess the
knowledge, capabilities, and disposition to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school
level for the study of production, distribution, and consumption of goods and services.
1.8 Science, Technology and Society. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of science, technology and society.
1.9 Global Connections. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge, capabilities, and
dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the study of global
connections and interdependence.
1.10 Civic Ideals and Practices. Candidates in social studies should possess the knowledge,
capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school level for the
study of civic ideals and practices.

2.  SOCIAL SCIENCE DISCIPLINES
 #1#2#3#4#5#6#7#8

2.1 History. Candidates who are to be licensed to teach history at all school levels should possess the
knowledge, capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the appropriate school
level for the study of history.
2.2 Geography. Candidates who are to be licensed to teach geography at all school levels should
possess the knowledge, capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the
appropriate school level for the study of geography.
2.3 Civics and Government. Candidates who are to be licensed to teach civics and/or government at
all school levels should possess the knowledge, capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide
instruction at the appropriate school level for the study of civics and government.
2.4 Economics. Candidates who are to be licensed to teach economics at all school levels should
possess the knowledge, capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the
appropriate school level for the study of economics.
2.5 Psychology. Candidates who are to be licensed to teach psychology at all school levels should
possess the knowledge, capabilities, and dispositions to organize and provide instruction at the
appropriate school level for the study of psychology

3.  PROGRAMMATIC STANDARDS FOR INITIAL LICENSURE

 

Information is
provided in
Section I,
Contextual
Information

3.1 Course or Courses on Teaching Social Studies. Institutions preparing social studies teachers should
provide and require prospective social studies teachers to complete a course or courses dealing specifically
with the nature of the social studies and with ideas, strategies, and techniques for teaching social studies at



the appropriate licensure level.
3.2 Qualified Social Studies Faculty. Institutions preparing social studies teachers should provide faculty in
the social studies and social studies education components of the program who are recognized as (a)
exemplary teachers, (b) scholars in the fields of social studies and social studies education, and (c) informed
about middle and secondary school classrooms and teaching.

SECTION IV - EVIDENCE FOR MEETING STANDARDS

    DIRECTIONS: The 6-8 key assessments listed in Section II must be documented and discussed in Section IV. Taken as a whole, the
assessments must demonstrate candidate mastery of the SPA standards. The key assessments and data reported should be required of all
candidates. Assessments, scoring guides/rubrics and data charts should be aligned with the NCSS SPA standard elements. This means that
the concepts in the NCSS standard elements should be apparent in the assessments and in the scoring guides/rubrics to the same depth,
breadth, and specificity as in the NCSS standard elements. Data tables should also be aligned with the SPA standard elements. The data
should be presented, in general, at the same level it is collected. For example, if a rubric collects data on 10 criteria [each relating to specific
NCSS element(s)], then the data chart should report the data on each of the elements rather that reporting a cumulative score.

In the description of each assessment below, the SPA has identified potential assessments that would be appropriate. Assessments have
been organized into the following three areas to be aligned with the elements in CAEP Standard 1:
. Content knowledge (Assessments 1 and 2)
. Pedagogical and professional knowledge, skills and dispositions (Assessments 3 and 4)
. Focus on student learning (Assessment 5)

Note that in some disciplines, content knowledge may include or be inextricable from professional knowledge. If this is the case, assessments
that combine content and professional knowledge may be considered "content knowledge" assessments for the purpose of this report.

For each assessment, the compiler should prepare one document that includes the following items: 

(1) A two-page narrative that includes the following:
a. A brief description of the assessment and its use in the program (one sentence may be sufficient);
b. A description of how this assessment specifically aligns with the standards it is cited for in Section III. Cite SPA standards by number, title,
and/or standard wording.
c. A brief analysis of the data findings;
d. An interpretation of how that data provide evidence for meeting standards, indicating the specific SPA standards by number, title, and/or
standard wording; 
and

(2) Assessment Documentation
e. The assessment tool itself or a rich description of the assessment (often the directions given to candidates);
f. The scoring guide/rubric for the assessment; and
g. Charts that provide candidate data derived from the assessment.

The responses for e, f, and g (above) should be limited to the equivalent of five text pages each , however in some cases assessment
instruments or scoring guides/rubrics may go beyond five pages. 

Note: As much as possible, combine all of the files for one assessment into a single file. That is, create one file for Assessment #4 that
includes the two-page narrative (items a - d above), the assessment itself (item e above), the scoring guide (item f above, and the data
chart (item g above). Each attachment should be no larger than 2 MB. Do not include candidate work or syllabi. There is a limit of 20
attachments for the entire report so it is crucial that you combine files as much as possible. 

1.  CONTENT KNOWLEDGE: Data from licensure tests of content knowledge. NCSS standards addressed in this entry
should include the knowledge elements of Standards 1.1-1.10 and 2.1-2.5.13 If your state does not require licensure tests in
the content area, data from another assessment must be presented to document candidate attainment of content knowledge.
Documentation should include total scores plus sub-scores for the state licensure test. 

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #1 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

    (13) Standards 2.1-2.5 need not be addressed for Broad Field Social Studies Programs; these standards need only be
addressed for programs that lead to teacher licensure in civics/government, economics, geography, history, or psychology.

2.  CONTENT KNOWLEDGE: Assessment of content knowledge in the social studies or the specific social science
discipline to be taught. NCSS standards addressed in this assessment could include the knowledge elements of Standards
1.1-1.10, 2.1-2.5,14 3.1, and 3.2. Examples of assessments include comprehensive examinations, course grades where the
course is appropriate to a standard15, and portfolio tasks.11 

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV



Response to Conditions #2 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

    (14) Standards 2.1-2.5 need not be addressed for Broad Field Social Studies Programs; these standards need only be
addressed for programs that lead to teacher licensure in civics/government, economics, geography, history, or psychology.

    (15) For program review purposes, there are two ways to list a portfolio as an assessment. In some programs a portfolio is
considered a single assessment and scoring criteria (usually rubrics) have been developed for the contents of the portfolio as a whole.
In this instance, the portfolio would be considered a single assessment. However, in many programs a portfolio is a collection of
candidate work—and the artifacts included are discrete items. In this case, some of the artifacts included in the portfolio may be
considered individual assessments.
    

3.  PEDAGOGICAL AND PROFESSIONAL KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS, AND DISPOSITIONS: Assessment that demonstrates
candidates can effectively plan classroom-based instruction. NCSS standards that could be addressed in this
assessment include the capabilities and dispositions to organize and provide instruction identified in Standards 1.1-1.10, 2.1-
2.516, 3.1, and 3.2. This assessment does not need to address all standards. Examples of assessments include the evaluation
of candidates’ abilities to develop lesson or unit plans, individualized educational plans, needs assessments, or intervention
plans. 

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #3 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

    (16) Standards 2.1-2.5 need not be addressed for Broad Field Social Studies Programs; these standards need only be
addressed for programs that lead to teacher licensure in civics/government, economics, geography, history, or psychology. 

4.  PEDAGOGICAL AND PROFESSIONAL KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS, AND DISPOSITIONS: Assessment that demonstrates
candidates' knowledge, skills, and dispositions are applied effectively in practice. NCSS standards that could be
addressed in this assessment include the capabilities and dispositions to organize and provide instruction identified in
Standards 1.1-1.10 and 2.1-2.513. Only the aspects of the assessment instrument used in student teaching or the internship
specifically applicable to social studies instruction should be submitted. 

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #4 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

    (13) Standards 2.1-2.5 need not be addressed for Broad Field Social Studies Programs; these standards need only be
addressed for programs that lead to teacher licensure in civics/government, economics, geography, history, or psychology.

5.  EFFECTS ON STUDENT LEARNING: Assessment that demonstrates candidate effects on student learning. NCSS
standards that could be addressed in this assessment include student learning elements of Standards 1.1-1.10 and Standards
2-1-2.514. This assessment does not have to address every standard. Examples of assessments include those based on
student work samples, portfolio tasks and case studies.. 

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #5 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

    (14) Standards 2.1-2.5 need not be addressed for Broad Field Social Studies Programs; these standards need only be
addressed for programs that lead to teacher licensure in civics/government, economics, geography, history, or psychology.

6.  Additional assessment that addresses NCSS standards. Examples of assessments include evaluations of field
experiences, case studies, portfolio tasks, licensure tests not reported in #1, and follow-up studies.

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #6 narrative.docx



See the Attachment panel.

7.  Additional assessment that addresses NCSS standards. Examples of assessments include evaluations of field
experiences, case studies, portfolio tasks, licensure tests not reported in #1, and follow-up studies.

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #7 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

8.  Additional assessment that addresses NCSS standards. Examples of assessments include evaluations of field
experiences, case studies, portfolio tasks, licensure tests not reported in #1, and follow-up studies.

Provide assessment information as outlined in the directions for Section IV

Response to Conditions #8 narrative.docx
See the Attachment panel.

SECTION V - USE OF ASSESSMENT RESULTS TO IMPROVE PROGRAM

1.  Evidence must be presented in this section that assessment results have been analyzed and have been or will be used to
improve candidate performance and strengthen the program. This description should not link improvements to individual
assessments but, rather, it should summarize principal findings from the evidence, the faculty's interpretation of those
findings, and changes made in (or planned for) the program as a result. Describe the steps program faculty has taken to use
information from assessments for improvement of both candidate performance and the program, This information should
be organized around (1) content knowledge, (2) professional and pedagogical knowledge, skill, and dispositions,
and (3) student learning. 

(Response limited to 12,000 characters)

After analyzing assessment results, we were able to better interpret data and draw
conclusions on the success of our candidates since the 2017 report. We are proud of
the program and have continued to make improvements since our last accreditation in
2012. Upon this re-visit of data, we have also started conversations on how we will be
changing program requirements based on the new NCSS C3 Framework. The
information provided below outlines improvements in place based on an evaluation of
data per the previous report. 

Content Knowledge:
Students in the Social Studies Education program at Kutztown University demonstrate
strength in their content knowledge as seen in Assessment #2 (in all required classes
students received overall mean scores surpassing the minimum course mean of a "C"
grade average). Students strength in content knowledge is also seen in students'
content knowledge scores in Assessment #4 addendum to the PDE 430, with a vast
majority of students receiving an exemplary or a superior in Category I of the
Kutztown Student Evaluation Form. However, licensure test results show that our
students' content knowledge as tested by the Praxis II in the area of Economics needs
further improvement. In answer to this, the Secondary Education Department
continues to hold conversations with Liberal Arts and Sciences professors to determine
the best Economics classes for our candidates to take to prove successful on both the
exam and in their teaching. It is our hope that these conversations will create a game
plan to l better prepare students for the Praxis II Content Knowledge test. Evidence
from these assessments is discussed and analyzed on a routine basis by social studies
education faculty in the College of Education and content faculty in the College of



Liberal Arts and Sciences. First, this has prompted some actions and potential actions
regarding program and policy changes. We are currently in the midst of discussing
new programs of study due to changes to the general education program at Kutztown
University. In addition to this motivation, the CAEP NCSS assessments we use in our
program have sparked conversations regarding the content program of study. Also
noted, our teacher candidates find the need to prepare significantly for the Praxis II
exam. 

Professional and Pedagogical Knowledge, Skills, and Dispositions:
As a result of state instituted certification changes, the Secondary Education
Department is constantly re-evaluating our programs of study to include more
literacy, ESL, and special education content. Recently, we have addressed the need of
our candidates to obtain specific digital literacy in the program. The addition of new
content in our professional and pedagogical classes should bring a wealth of new
knowledge to our students, strengthening our students' professional and pedagogical
skills. In summary, the data from Assessments 3, 4, and 5 have indicated our
candidate's strengths and weaknesses with regard to Professional and Pedagogical
Knowledge, Skill, and Dispositions. The three assessments have initiated
conversations and further refinement in our coursework, in particular the aspects
addressed in SEU 325: Methods of Teaching Secondary Social Studies and SEU 390/1:
Student Teaching semester. The teaching of both classes will attend more to the use
of social studies education research in lesson planning and the ability to differentiate
according to diverse needs in the classroom Finally, we have recently hired a new
tenure track professor to teach both Social Studies Instructional Methods and to
supervise our social studies student teachers. This individual is a scholar in citizenship
education and well acquainted with the new NCSS Framework Standards. We have
already discussed changes to the Teacher Work Sample to better align with the new
standards and are energized by the work ahead of us to teach the next generation of
engaged citizens in the 21st century.

Student Learning:
Improvement to Take Place 
Due to the emphasis on teaching history and social science concepts in SEU 325
(Methods of Secondary Social Studies Instruction) and their reinforcement in the SEU
390/391 Seminar during candidates' student teaching experience, a re-visit of the
data initially presented confirms that our students are performing consistently in
regards to student performance. The Supplemental Observation Form has proven to
be a solid addition to the evaluation of our candidates and their ability to teach social
studies subject matter. This Form gave each candidate the opportunity to highlight
one methodology and one concept from each of the Ten NCSS Thematic Standards.
We believe the overall high scores in all areas are due to our attendance at the NCSS
CAEP workshops and aligning our assessments directly to all Ten NCSS Thematic
Standards. We continue to evaluate the ways we require our students to reflect upon
their effectiveness.

Conclusion
Overall, Kutztown University of Pennsylvania has begun to make many improvements
to our program as a result of our assessments. We have fine-tuned our program of
studies to meet state certification, NCSS, and CAEP requirements. In addition, as we



work through a Middle States evaluation we have re-aligned student objectives in
classes and have curriculum mapped our program to align with objectives. The current
Social Studies program continues to build on its strong focus on all ten NCSS thematic
strands. Students in the Social Studies Secondary Education program are prepared to
teach through methods courses that provide a strong pedagogical foundation. The
focus on Social Studies content knowledge along with the professional and pedagogical
knowledge taught by the Secondary Education Department ensures our students
success in the Praxis tests and more importantly, in finding teaching positions within
the region, state, and nation. We look forward to continuing to improve our
assessments and program as we collect this vital information and prepare for aligning
our program to the NCSS C3 Framework.

SECTION VI - FOR REVISED REPORTS OR RESPONSE TO CONDITIONS REPORTS ONLY

1.  For Revised Reports: Describe what changes or additions have been made to address the standards that were not
met in the original submission. Provide new responses to questions and/or new documents to verify the changes
described in this section. Specific instructions for preparing a Revised Report are available on the CAEP website
at http://caepnet.org/accreditation/caep-accreditation/spa-program-review-policies-and-procedur

For Response to Conditions Reports: Describe what changes or additions have been made to address the
conditions cited in the original recognition report. Provide new responses to questions and/or new documents to
verify the changes described in this section. Specific instructions for preparing a Response to Conditions Report
are available on the CAEP website at http://caepnet.org/accreditation/caep-accreditation/spa-program-review-
policies-and-procedur

(Response limited to 24,000 characters.)

The following has been addressed regarding the reporting of scores for all eight
assessments presented. Included in this section are the initial "Response to
Conditions" comments and then a statement of how we addressed the response:

NCSS Assessment 1: State Licensure Exam
Response to Conditions #1: For Assessment 1, data tables must contain more than
simple average or percentages for Praxis II results. In addition to the mean and
average include to the "N" and a range of scores. Collect, analyze, and report data for
a new cohort of program completers.

Response to Data Reporting: We have evaluated Social Studies licensure scores for
program completers during the 2017-2018 academic year. Three data tables have
been created: Table 1 showing data for the overall pass rate for social studies
program completers, Table 2 showing data for the overall pass rate of test takers,
including takers in other programs, Table 3 detailing the mean sub scores for program
completers in social studies and Table 4 detailing the mean subscores for all test
takers during this period.

****

NCSS Assessment 2: Assessment of Content Knowledge - Grade Point Averages and
Content Analysis 
Response to Conditions #2: The report of grades in Assessment 2 must be reported as
data representing cohorts of program completers rather than in the semester in which
candidates completed the courses. The report should contain the "N," average and



range of grades. Collect, analyze and report data for a cohort of program completers.

Response to Data Reporting: 
In our previous report, we reported both grade point averages and the individual
candidate grades for each of their social science concentration courses. The following
chart corrects this error. Below is the data representing a cohort of program
completers for the 2017-2018 academic year and how they performed in their content
area classes. 

****

NCSS Assessment 3: Lesson Unit Project 
Response to Conditions #3: (Planning) require a report with scores containing the "N,"
average and range of grades. Collect, analyze and report data from at least one
application of the assessment after it has been revised.

Response to Data Reporting: 
Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during teacher candidate's SEU 325
Social Studies Instructional Methods course. This is the course where candidates
complete a unit plan. A revised data report has been provided accounting for "N," with
average and range of scores. Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific
standards instead of by individual student. 

******

NCSS Assessment 4: 
Response to Conditions #4: Assessment 4 must utilize an instrument where either the
cooperating teacher and/or university supervisor evaluates the candidates abilities to
teach social studies. Report scores containing the "N," average and range of scores.
Collect, analyze, and report data from at least one application of the assessment after
it has been revised.

Response to Data Reporting: 
The PDE 430 is the Pennsylvania Statewide Evaluation Form for Student Professional
Knowledge and Practice. It is a required form that serves as a permanent record of a
student teacher/candidate's professional performance evaluation. As per the
Pennsylvania Department of Education, this form must be used at least twice during
the 12-week (minimum) student teaching experience. The form is divided into four
categories that align with the Danielson Framework for Effective Teaching. These
categories are: Planning and Preparation, Classroom Environment, Instructional
Delivery, and Professionalism. The PDE 430 is the observation form used by the unit
(across all disciplines and for all candidates) although addenda and modifications have
been made to fulfill the requirements of other Specialized Professional Associations. In
its current form, the PDE 430 does not specifically measure success for teaching each
specific Thematic Standard. Thus, to demonstrate the NCSS pre-service candidate's
success in teaching the ten specific strands, an addendum addressing each strand was
added to the original PDE 430. This addendum is used as a summative assessment at
the conclusion of a candidate's student teaching experience. In-progress evaluations
of a candidate's performance are used to determine summative levels of competence



in each of the NCSS Standards. This assignment was a result of the last SPA
evaluation where we were asked to specifically address each NCSS Thematic Standard
separately. 

****

NCSS Assessment 5: Evidence of P-12 Student Learning - Teacher Work Sample
Response to Conditions #5: In Assessment 5, report scores containing the "N,"
average and range of score that illustrate candidates' impact on student learning.
Collect, analyze and report data from at least one application of the assessment after
it has been revised.

Response to Data Reporting: Data was collected from the Spring 2018 semester
during teacher candidate's clinical experience SEU 390/391. A revised data report has
been provided accounting for "N," with average and range of scores. Data has been
further analyzed. 

****

NCSS Assessment 6: Professional Portfolio
Response to Conditions #6: For all assessments, data tables should be revised to
include: the Ns, averages, and ranges of scores for criterion. Analyze and interpret a
new set of data for each assessment denoted above.

Response to Data Reporting: Data was collected from the Spring 2018 semester
during teacher candidate's clinical experience SEU 390/391. This is the course where
candidates submit their final exit portfolio. A revised data report has been provided
accounting for "N," with average and range of scores. Data has been reported based
on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual student. Students are required
to submit an artifact that addresses each thematic strand in their portfolio. Data has
been further analyzed to reflect. 

****

NCSS Assessment 7: Comprehensive Content Examination
Response to Conditions #7: In Assessment 7 report scores containing the "N,"
average and range of scores. Collect, analyze and report data from at least one
application of the assessment after it has been revised.

Response to Data Reporting: Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during
teacher candidate's SEU 325 Social Studies Instructional Methods course. This is the
course where candidates complete a Comprehensive Content Exam. A revised data
report has been provided accounting for "N," with average and range of scores. Data
has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by individual
student. 

****

NCSS Assessment 8: Additional Assessment - History 378 Research Paper 



Response to Conditions #8: To provide supplementary evidence of candidate's content
knowledge for Standards1.8 and 1.9 in Assessment 8, report scores containing the
"N," average and range of grades. Collect, analyze, and report data from at least one
application of the assessment after it has been revised. 

Response to Data Reporting: Data was collected from the Fall 2018 semester during
teacher candidate's HIS 378 Seminar in Historical Methods course. This is the course
where candidates complete a research paper focusing on either Standard 1.8 or 1.9. A
revised data report has been provided accounting for "N," with average and range of
scores. Data has been reported based on the NCSS specific standards instead of by
individual student. 

Each individual assessment has been addressed according to the responses posted. 

In Section I "Context," we updated section I.2 (Description of the Field and Clinical
Experiences) to outline both Pennsylvania Department of Education and Kutztown
University criteria for cooperating teachers in the filed. In section I.6 (Faculty) of the
report, we updated the section to clearly identify all faculty charged with teaching the
Social Studies Methods course(s) and supervising Social Studies candidates in the
field. 

Please click "Next"

    This is the end of the report. Please click "Next" to proceed.


