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The American Samoa Bachelor of Education Program also commonly known as the
Teacher Education Department (TED) completed its two-year assessment cycle. The
assessment report outlines data collected from fall 2018 to the spring 2020 semester. The
analysis of the data collected examined the disaggregated data from TED’s 15weeks,
10weeks, and the two Sweeks summer sessions in the summer of 2019 and summer 2020
semester.

The structure of the report reflects the analysis as implemented by the department. The
data analysis process initiated from the 100-level coursework ascending to the 400-level
coursework. Recommendation for the particular course is listed after the data yet the
overall recommendation as identified by TED is in the latter portion of the report.

ED 150 Introduction to Teaching

Table 1: 15wks ED150

- Tero Talamoa Tero Talamoa Larry Purcell Larry Purcell ED150: Introduction to Teaching Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR2020 Fll 2018 - Spring 202015 Week Sesson
Enrolled | Assessed 11 1 1 1 10 10 18 17
D Failed 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 |rotak Proficencis:  |Percentage: (riteria:
B 1 B 5 B () B 1 1 B 143%
Reflective Analysis ~ (C&] D of o of o 0 D I 1 D 20%  |Reflective Analysis (&
P:D3) P 10 p 3 p 10 P 5 4 4 83.7% P03
B 1 B 00 B 00 B 1 2 B 4.0%
Group Presentation ~ (C| D 1 D 0 D 4 D 0 16 D 3.7% |Group Presentation  (C
&P:K-2) P 8 p 1 p b P ol 3l P 63.3% &P K-
B 1 B 0 B 00 B 1 2 B 4.1%
Group Presentation ~ (C& D 4 D 0 0D 0] D 0 4 D 8% |Group Presentation  (C&
P:D-) P b P 1 P 10 P B & 4 87.8% P:0-)

(lassroom Management B | B 1 B o B 1 10 B 204% | Cassroom Management
Plan (C D 1 ) 1 D a4 D 3 9 D 184% | Plan (C
&P 02 P 9 p 8 P b P 1 30 4 61.2% &P:D-2
- e e e

Table 1A: 10wks ED150

Tuigamala Talamoa Sene Seafa ED150 Introduction to Teaching Comparison:
L) SR MW SPR 2 Fall 018 nd Spring 2020- 10 Week Sesion:
Enrolled | Assessed 13 10 20 20 0 5 11 11
D/w Failed ] 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Reflective Analysis B 1 B 4 B 0 B 0 b B 13.0%
(8P D 4 D 4 D 3 D 3 14 D 304% Reflective Analysis (P-1:D-3)
D3 P 4 P 1 P ) P § 26 P 36.5%
Group Presentation B 1 B 3 B 0 B 0 5 B 109%
8P D 3 D 4 D 1 D 2 10 D 21.7% | Group Presentation (P-1K-1)
K-1 P 5 P 13 P 4 P 9 31 P 674%
Group Presentation B 1 B 3 B 0 B 0 3 B 109%
(8P D 4 D b D 2 D 1 13 D 283% | Group Presentation (P-1:D-2)
D2 P 4 P 1 P 3 P 10 18 P 60.9%
(Classroom Management B 3 B 5 B 0 B | 9 B 19.6%
(&P D 4 D 1 D ) D j 10 D 21.7% Classroom Management (P-1:D-2)
D2 P 3 P 14 P 3 P 7 il P 58.7%
Toalsudas]| 0 |Twisuds|__ 00| twiswiens |5 | tswins |1 [N




Table 1B: Summer ED150

- Glodowski Alainuuese Sene Seafa EDI50: Introduction to Teaching Comparison
SUNES it DIV Seond DN i MNP eond Summer 2019 and Summer 2020 -5 weeks sessions
Evolled | Assessed 8 1 1 1 § ] 4 4
W Failed 1 0 1 0 ) 5 | | Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
Reflective Analysis B 3 B 1 B 0 B | 5 B 31.3%
(8 D 3 D 0 D i D | ) ) 373% | Reflective Analysis (P-1D-3)
D3 P 1 P 1 P | P 1 ) P 37.5%
Group Presentation B 3 B 1 B 0 B | J B 31.3%
(& D 3 D 0 D | D 0 4 D 25.0% | Group Presentation (P-[K-1)
k-1 P 1 P 1 P 1 P 3 § P 50.0%
Group Presentation B 1 B 1 B 0 B | 3 B 188%
(8P D 3 D 0 D | D 0 4 ) 25.0% | Group Presentation (P-1:D-1)
D-2 P 4 P 1 P 1 P 3 1) P 62.5%
(lassroom Management B 4 B 0 B 0 B | 3 B 31.3%
(&p D 0 D 0 D | D | ] D 12.5% Classroom Management (P-1:D-2)
D-2 P 4 P 1 P 1 P 1 10 P 62.5%
Total Students 1 Tofal Students 1 Tofal Students ] Total Students 4 _

Recommendation: (ED150)
1. The removal of the Miscue Analysis addressed at the onset being the course is an
introductory to teaching.

ED 157 Introduction to Elementary Curriculum and Instruction

Table 2: 15wks ED157

- Tero Talamoa Larry Purcell Lance Glodowski Larry Purcell ED157: Intro. To Curriculum & Instruction Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fll 2018 - Spring 2020 -1 Week Sesson
Enrolled | Assessed 8 8 10 10 8 1 8 8
DW Failed 2 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 |roak Profiiences: | Percentage: (riteria;
()
Reflective Analysis (€ E 3 g ; [B) ;1 E é 2 g 297';//0 Reflective Analysis (€
By
&p:03) p L g | » 1 u p 6364 &r:03)
0
Group Presentation (€ E ; g g E) 8 E ; ; ; :1;0 Group Presentation (€
L
4k p o » 0 ? 1 » ) p 84.8% 4p:kd
0)
Lesson Plan ( b i ® y 8 u 1 0 B 3% Lesson Plan (C
K D 1 o ] o | o | 7 D | ux K]
- p L o ] r I 16 p 185% -
0
Individual Presentation (€ E é g 2 [B) i [B) ; j g g'ino Indivicual Presentation ~ (C
WL/
4p:k P | v v | v 15 P | B 4Pk
0/
Thematic UnitPlan (€ E Z [B) ; [B) (7) E i 173 E ji;l‘; Thematic Unit Plan (€
LN
4k p o0 P g P o » IR p 3% bk
e TTSSETeTee s oves— |




Table 2A: 10wks ED157

Glodowski Talamoni Lavatai Vai ED157: Introduction to Elementary Curtieulum and Instruction Comparison
oled | Assesed N FALL 2018 N m SPR 2019 m ) FLLPD ) : SR ] Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
D/W Failed 1 0 0 0 [ [ 1 [ Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
Reflective Analysis B 1 B 2 B 0 B | 4 B 16.0%
(& D 1 D 3 D | D 3 8 D 320% | Reflective Analysis (P-1: D-3)
D3 P 1 P 10 P | P | 14 P 56.0%
Group Presentation B 4 B 0 B 0 B 1 3 B 20.0%
(&P D 0 D 3 D 0 D 0 ] D 12.0% | Group Presentation (P-1:D-)
K-2 P 0 P 1 P 1 P 4 18 P 7.0%
Lesson Plan B ) B ) B 0 B 1 3 B 20.0%
(&P D 0 D 3 D 1 D 1 ] D 280% Lesson Plan (P-1K-2)
K-2 P 2 P 10 P 0 P 1 14 P 36.0%
Individual Presentation B 1 B 0 B 0 B 1 2 B §.0%
&P D 0 D 3 D 0 D 1 4 D 16.0% | Individual Presentation (P-1K-1)
k-1 P 3 P 12 P J P 3 20 P 80.0%
Thematic Unit Plan B 1 B 5 B 0 B 1 § B 32.0%  [Thematic Unit Plan (P-1:K-1)
(&P D 0 D 5 D 1 D 3 1) D 40.0%
k-1 P 2 P 5 P 0 P 1 8 P 30.0%
Total Students 4 Total Students 15 Total Students 2 Total Students 4
Table 2B: Summer ED157
Fauolo Fuimaono Manase Lavatai EDIST: Introduction to Elementary Curriculum and Instruction Comparison:
SUMA:Firs SUMA-Second SUM2Mint SUMZ0Second Surmer 09 Summer 020+ s e
Evolled | Assessed | 1 § 5 5 § { d 3
D/W Falled 0 3 1 0 0 | | 0 Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
Reflective Analysis ) 0 B 1 B I B ) 4 B 0%
(&P D 1 D 3 D | ) 0 b ) 300% | Refletive Anlysis (P-1:D-3)
D3 ? b ? ! ? ) i I 10 P 0%
(Group Presentation 3 0 B 0 B 0 B I | B 50%
(&P D 1 D 1 D ) D | ] ) 330% | Group Presentaton (P-LK-2)
-2 i b P 3 P ) i I 12 P 600%
Lesson Plan B 0 B 1 B ) ) I 5 ) 130%
(8 D 3 D 1 D I D ) ] D 350 Lesson Pln (P-1X-2)
k2 P 5 P 1 P | P 0 § P 400%
Invicual Presentation B 0 3 0 § 0 ) 0 0 ) 00%
(8 D 1 D 1 D I D I 6 ) 300% | Individual Presentation (P-1:K-1)
-1 i 6 ? 3 ? } p ) 14 P T00%
Thematic Unit Plan B ! } ] y ! } 1 ] B 330%  {Themafic UnitPian (P-1X-1)
(&P D 3 D 3 D 1 D 1 10 D 00%
k-1 P 3 P 0 P 0 P 0 3 P 15.0%
TotlStudents| 8 | TofalStudents| 5| Total Sudents |~ 4 Total Students 3

Recommendation: (ED157)

1. See Overall recommendation in alignment to the course.




ED 215 Introduction to Exceptional Children

Table 3: 15wks ED215

- Moresa Langkilde Larry Purcell Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde ED215: Intro. To Exceptional Children Comparison;
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fl 018 Sping 02015 Wee Sesson
Envolled | Assessed 5 5 8 8 5 5 b ]

DW Failed 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 |rotak Profiencs: | Percentage: (riteria:
(Group Presentation (Student : q ¢ ¢ q ¢ g 0 b 0% (Group Presentation (Student
o D 5 0 4 0 d o o u D 45.8% o
Diversity : 0-1) N T T T T b S Diversity : D-1)
Leaning ePortfolio  (C : 3k i ¢ e 3§ o b 18, Learning ePortfolio ~ (C
. D l 0 I o d o I W D W% _
kK] p L 4 L [ 9 p 315% &)

B o 8 I 8 of 8 0 1 B 42%

IEPPIan. | (Student 5 T T 0 T 5 o IEPP\an‘ | (Student
Diversity : K-2) ’ T T T T 1 ’ 5 Diversity :K-2)

IEP Plan (Student : q ¢ i ¢ q ¢ q ! b b IEP Plan (Student
Diversity : 0-1) 0 1 0 i 0 i 0 - i U0k Diversity : -1)

P 0 p b P i p 3 U P 45.8%

Philosophy of Education (C& : n ¢ s n ¢ 0 b il Philosophy of Education (&
" D I 0 of o 4 0 I W D WNT% ikl
p l P i P 1 7 1 u P 58.3%
_Total Students 5{TotalStudents 8] Total Students 5| TotalStudents 6_

Table 3A: 10wks ED215
Ropeti Ropeti Ropeti Manase ED215: Infroduction to Exceptional Children Comparison:
I — 10FALL20187 BSPR20195 2FALL20191 i SPRA0 1 Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
DW | Falled 3 3 0 1 0 | | | Total: _|Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Group Presentation B 1 B 0 B 0 B ) 4 B 23.0%
B D 1 D 1 D | D | B D 31.3% | Group Presentation (P-4:D-1)
D1 P 3 P 10 P 0 P 0 3 P §1.3%
Learning e-Portfolio B 1 B 4 B 0 B J ] B £3.8%
(8 D 1 D 1 D | D | 3 D 313% | Learning e-Portfolio (P-X-1)
k-1 P 5 P 1 P 0 P 0 ] P 438%
IEP Plan B 1 B 1 B 0 B ] 3 B 313%
) D 3 D 1 D 0 D | § D 37.5% [EP Plan (P4:K-2)
-2 P 1 P 1 P | P 0 3 P 313%
IEP Plan B 1 B 1 B 0 B /) j B 313%
B D 4 D 1 D | D | ] D 438% [EP Plan (P4:D-1)
D1 P 1 P j P 0 P 0 4 P 25.0%
Philosophy of Education B 3 B 1 B 1 B 0 j B 31.3%
(8 D ) D 3 D 0 D j 9 D 363%
k-1 P 1 P 1 P 0 P 0 1 P 125%  [Philosophy of Education (P-L:
_ ToalStudents| 7 JotalStudent 5 [TotalStudents 1 | Tofal Students) 3




Table 3B: Summer ED215

-W Patane Langkilde Chanel ED 215: Introduction to Exceprtional Children Comparison:
SUM19-First SUM19-Second SUM2(-First SUM20-Second ,
oled | Assesed 7 ; 1 1 ) ) | | Summer 2019 and Summer 2020 - 5 weeks sessions
DW | Failed 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 Total: | Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criteria;
Group Presentation B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
D D 0 D 1 D ) D 0 ] D 30.0% | Group Presentation (P-4:D-1)
D1 P b P 0 P 0 P | ] P 70.0%
Learning e-Portfolio B 1 B 0 B | B 0 ] B 20.0%
% D 1 D 0 D 0 D 0 ) D 20.0% | Leaming e-Portfolio (P-LX-1)
k1 P 3 P 1 P | P | 0 P 60.0%
[EP Plan B 0 B 1 B 0 B 0 | B 10.0%
5 D 6 D 0 D 2 D 0 8 D 80.0% [EPPlan (P4:K-2)
k-2 ¥ 0 P 0 P 0 P | | P 10.0%
[EP Plan B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 I B 0.0%
5D D 3 D 1 D ) D 0 b D 60.0% IEP Plan (P4:D-1)
D1 P 3 P 0 P 0 P | 4 P 40.0%
Philosophy of Education B 1 B 0 B 0 B 0 | B 10.0%
&P D 1 D 0 D 1 D 1 4 D 40.0%
k1 P 3 p 1 p 1 p 0 5 P 500%  [Philosophy of Education (P-1:
ofalStudenf{ 6 JotalStudentf 1 [TotalStudents 2 [Total Students 1
Recommendation: (ED215)
1. See overall recommendation.
ED 240 Instructional Technologies
Table 4: 15wks ED240
Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde ED240: Instructional Technologies Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR2020 , .
Evoled | Assessd 5 1 ; ; 3 1 2 1 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
/W Failed 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 |Total: Proficiencies | Percentage: Criteria:
B 1 B 1 B 0 B 0 2 B 18.2%
Lesson Plga(nP " — 0 0 o0 T D T Plan | (
02 P 1 G 1 7 | ¢ P | 3% &p:02)
Lesson Plan B L B 0 B 0 B 0 L B 3L Lesson Plan
A bH D 1 D 1 D 0 D 1 3 D 27.3% .
(Assessment : k-1) ; 2 b 1 1 b 7 p 6% (Assessment : K-1)

) ) B 1 B 1 B 0 B 0 2 B 18.2% . )
LeTarnhmglePorltI(ollwo 0 3 0 ] 0 T D I ; D T Learr;:nglePorltfoho
(Technology : K-1) 7 0 b T D G p 0% (Technology : K-1)

) ) B 1 B 1 B 0 B 0 2 B 18.2% . )
LeTarnhmglePorltLolzwo D 3 0 1 0 T D I ] D T Learr;:nglePor'tfoho
(Technology : K-2) 7 T T D o p 0% (Technology : K-2)

- ) B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0% . .
Individual Presentation (C D 3 0 3 D 0 D 0 ; D oI Individual Presentation
&r:07 P 1 7 1 7 I 1 b | 455% (C&P:02)
. ) B 2 B 5 B 1 B 0 8 B 72.1% . .
Phnosophggf.EDd:;at\on (s D I 0 o o0 T D 87 Ph||os:)cpgypo‘f[§d3u]cat|on
- P 1 P 0 p 0 4 0 1 p 9.1% i
I - 1ot 5ot 1Tt .




Table 4A: 10wks ED240

-T Leomiti Leomiti Ropeti ED 240 Instructional Technologies Comparison:
fvoled | Assessed 9FALL20189 3 SPRIOL 3 3FALL 10 " ) SPR1D 7 Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
oW Failed 1 0 1 0 1 2 2 1 Total: _[Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criteria;
Lesson Plan B 2 B 1 B ( B ] 6 B 30.0%
(8P D 4 D 1 D 1 D 2 8 D 40.0% Lesson Plan (P-1:D-2)
D2 P 3 P 1 P 0 P 2 b P 30.0%
Lesson Plan B 5 B 2 B 0 B ] 10 B 30.0%
Assessment D 2 D 1 D 1 D ) 6 D 30.0% Lesson Plan (P-0:K-1)
K-1 P 2 P 0 P 0 P 2 4 P 20.0%
Learning Portfolio B 7 B 1 B 0 B | 9 B 45.0%
Technology D 0 D 1 D 0 D ) 3 D 15.0% | Leaming Portfolio (P-3:K-1)
K-1 P 2 P 1 P | P 4 § P 40.0%
Learning Portfolio B 7 B 1 B 0 B 1 9 B 45.0%
Technology D 0 D 1 D 0 D 4 3 D 250% | Leaming Portfolio (P-3:K-2)
K-2 p ) p 1 P 1 P 2 b P 30.0%
Individual Presentation B 1 B 1 B 0 B 1 ] B 15.0%
(8P D 0 D 1 D 0 D 4 5 D 25.0%
D2 p 8 p 1 P 1 p ) 12 p 60.0%  pdividual Presentation (P-1:D-
Philosophy of Education B 5 B 1 B 0 B 3 9 B 45.0%
(8P D 3 D i D 1 D ) 3 D 40.0%
D3 p 1 p 0 p 0 p ) 3 p 15.0%  hilosophy of Education (P-L:D-
ofal Studentl 9 JotalStudentl 3 [Total Students 1 [Total Students 1
Table 4B: Summer ED240
-T Ropeti Ropeti Ropeti ED 240 Instructional Technologies Comparison:
SUMD it SIS SR it SR Seond Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
Enrolled | Assessed 13 1 5 3 10 10 8 8
D/W Failed 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Lesson Plan B 9 B 1 B J B 1 14 B 4.4%
(8P D 1 D 1 D 4 D 4 10 D 30.3% Lesson Plan (P-1:D-2)
D-2 P 2 P 1 P 4 P 2 9 P 1.3%
Lesson Plan B 9 B 1 B ] B 2 14 B 4%
Assessment D 1 D 1 D 4 D 3 9 D 27.3% Lesson Plan (P-6-1)
K-1 3 2 P 1 P 4 P 3 10 P 30.3%
Learning Portfolio B 4 B 0 B | B 0 5 B 15.2%
Technology D 1 D 1 D 3 D 1 I D 21.2% Learning Portfolio (P-3K-1)
K-1 P 7 P 2 P 6 P 6 2l P 03.6%
Learning Portfolio B 4 B 0 B 1 B 0 3 B 15.2%
Technology D 1 D 1 D 3 D 1 Ii D 21.2% Learning Portfolio (P-3K-2)
K-2 P 7 P 2 3 6 P 6 21 P 03.6%
Individual Presentation B 4 B 0 B 3 B 1 8 B 24.2%
(&P D 1 D 1 D 5 D 4 12 D 30.4%
D-2 P 3 P ) 3 ) P 3 13 P 39.4% |Individual Presentation (P-1:0-2)
Philosophy of Education B 4 B 2 B 3 B 3 15 B 45.5%
&p D 1 D 1 D 2 D 1 5 D 15.2%
D3 P i P 0 P ) P 4 13 P 394%  [Philosophy of Education (P-1:D-3
Total Students 12 Total Students 3 Total Students 10 Total Students ]

Recommendation: (ED240)

1. Need to update the course text for ED240.

2. Proposing P3:P2 to be addressed in ED240 in alignment with the trend in education, thus
will be addressed here and assessed in one of the foundation courses in the 300 level.

3. Proposed P3:P1 to be addressed in lesson plan for ED240.




ED 257 Teaching Language Arts to Elementary School Teachers

Table 5: 15wks ED257

- Larry Purcell Lance Glodowski Lance Glodowski NA ED257: Teach, Lang, Arts. To Elem, Teachers Comparison;
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 $PR2020 . .
oled | sl : 5 3 1 3 1 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
DW | Falled 1 0 1 0 0 ! Tota  |Proficencis|Percentage: (riteria
o B 1 3 1 8 of B 1 B 0% , ,
Reﬂectlvel;ﬁa[l)ysls (& ] T T T 5 ] T ReﬂectlveAnlalyﬂs (C
o P 7 7 I T 0 an | VMM
. B of B8 o B of B 0 B 00% .
G;ou: PrrsenT;n ) T T T 3 ) o Group Presen.tatmn
Medmotgy:l7) = B (N 1 0 | gy | ekl
B | 1 0 of B 1 B 0%
Lesson PEHP . (C ] T T3 T 3 ) o Lesson Plan | (C
N P D B e T a4
. B | 1 8 of B 1 B % .
Uthlan&PlDa (C ] T T T ) ) T UnltPIan& | (C
N P B 1 7 I 5 | 7 | s P03
I it it i I
Table 5A: 10wks ED257
el Glodowsk Clodonski Clodonski ED237 Teaching Language Artsto Elementary School Teachers Compariso:
FALL2018 $PR2019 FALL 2019 SPR2O . .
el | fsed |0 m 7 7 I 8 m m Fall 2018 o Spring 2020- 10 Week Session:
W] Rl | 0 | 2 | 1 ] 1 ) || Totl |Proficencies: Prcenages | Crieia:
Reflecive nalyss | B f B J B } B f 1j B 3100
( D 1 D 1 D j D | I D | 262% | Reldve Andsi (PD)
D P 19 P 1 P ( P | 1§ P 9%
GropPresenatin | B 0 B ( B 1 B ) j B 11%
Technology D 0 D 0 D ) D } j ) [1.9% | Group Prsentation (P3:K-)
2 P 18 P 5 P ) P b i P §10%
Lessonlan B 0 B l B ] B b 10 B 38%
% D | 3 [ 2D | D ] § 1D | o0 | Leso (D)
D P 1 P 1 P ) P ] 2 P 31.1%
Urit Plan B 0 B 4 B ) 3 ] I B 1%
(& D 4 D ( D l D 4 J ) 4% UnitPlan (P-1D5)
D3 P 14 P 1 p ] p 0 i P 43
ofalSudentt 18 JotalSudent 5 [TotalStudenty 8 {Total Students|__ 11

Recommendation: (ED257)
1. See overall Recommendation.




ED 257P Teaching Language Arts to Elementary School Teachers Practicum

Table 6: 15wks ED 257P

- Larry Purcell Lance Glodowski Lance Glodowski N/A ED257P: Teach, Lang. Arts. To Elem, Teachers Pract, Comparison;
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 $PR2020 . ,
woled | Asesed |3 : 1 1 1 I Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
OW | Falled 1 0 1 0 0 1 Total  |Proficiendies|Percentage: (riteria
Snapshot Professionalism [B) 1 E i g g [B) ; E ;33;0 Snapshot (Professionalism
W P 1 IR R R )
Miscue Analysis E é E i g {1) E i ﬁ g;l:f Miscue Analysis
(Assessment :K-) P T T T 0 ) 0 4: W: (Assessment :k-1]
Formal Obsenvation ~ (C& [B) é g [1) [B) g E 1 E ﬂi:f Formal Observation (€
Pk P B 1 B T v s | M
) B 11 8 0 B 0 8B 1 B 11.1% ,
F:rmal 0bsen./a[:\in ] T T T3 2 5 T Formal ObserT/atlon
(Assessment: D) ) 7 T T ; ’ T (Assessment : D-1)
@ i i {ind I
Table 6A: 10wks ED257P
Purel lodowski Clodonski Clodowski | Teaching Language Art o Elementary School Teachers Practcum (o
FALL2018 $PR 2019 FALL2009 SPR200 : .
et | hsed | 0 1T 7 5 m 8 m m Fall 2018 o Spring 2020 - 10 Week Sssion:
W | Faled | [ ] [ i || Tota: Proficencies Percetage: | Crira
Snapsh B 1 B 0 B J B f | B D%
Profesonalim | D 0 D } ) ) ) : 1] D [ B | Snupshot PRI
8! P {7 P ! P [ P | ) P 416%
Micue s | B 1 B | B j B | I Bl 6%
Asessment D | 4D | ¢ D ) D 1 [ D[ 262% | Miscue Analyss P4 Kl
8! P f3 p 0 P l P 0 | P 416%
Forml Observaton | B 0| B 0 B 1 B ) | B 1%
(% D | 0| D | D ) D 1 j D | I19% | FomlObsreion (P-LK-)
9! P ff P } P ) P | i P o43%
Formal Obsenation | B 018 | 0 B | B ) 1l b oL D%
Asessment D 0 D ! D ) D 1 j D | 118% | FomelObservaon P4
M P 18 P 3 P ) P | i P 043
oSt 18 JolStudent 5 [otalStudeny 8 {Totl Sudenss|__ 11

Recommendation: (ED257 P)
1. See overall recommendation.




10

ED 280 Introduction to Multicultural Education

Table 7: 15wks ED280

- Larry Purcell Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni  ED 280: Introduction to Multicultural Education Comparison
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
Enrolled | Assessed 2 2 5 5 6 4 5 5
Proficienci {Percentag
W/D Failed 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 |Total: |es: e Criteria:
) . B 0] B 00 B 0f B 0] 0 B 0.0% ) )
Reflective Analysis 0 D D o o 1 D 63% Reflective Analysis
. D) 970 . S DL
(Student Diversity : P-1) b 1 7 : b 7 1 > 035% (Student Diversity : P-1)
0,
Individual Presentation Il; g g 2 IS g s (1) 2 g 102.05/; Individual Presentation
(Student Diversity : P-1) = (Student Diversity : P-1)
p o » 4 f »p o 1 P | 815%
0,
Comprehensive Exam s g [B) g [B) g [B) (2) (2) l: 102'05/; Comprehensive Exam
(C&P:D2) = (C&P:D-2)
P 2 P 5 P 4 P 3] U1 P 87.5%

. B 0 B 0 B 0 B 00 ©0 B 0.0% .
Comprehensive Exam D 0 D 0 D 0 D ) ) D 1755 Comprehensive Exam
(C&P:D3) =2 (C&P:D43)

p 2 p 5 p 4 P 3 U P 87.5%
B B B B 0 B 0.0%
D D D D 0 D 0.0%
p p p P 0 P 0.0%
Total Total Total Total
Students 2|Students 5/Students 4|Students 5

Table 7A. 10wks ED280

Toamoni Toamoni Talamoni Lavata D 280:Ttroducton t Multculural Education Comparison:
RETTIR AR e e R RIS 00 Wk o
OW | Rl | 0 | 3 ] 0 [ 0 1 ] | || Total: |Proficienie: Percenage: | Crieia:
Reflective Andlyss | B 0 ) 0 3 0 8 1 | B 33
) ) 0 D ! D 1 D ) 4 ) [33% | Reflectve Analysis (P4:P-1
Pl P g P ] P § P ) I P 53%
IndvidualPresentation | B 0 ) 0 B 0 B | | B 33
) ) 0 ) 0 ) | ) 0 | ) 330 | InividualPresenaion (P4:2-)
Pt P g P | P § P ] 2 P 033%
Comprehensive Bxam | B 0 ) 0 3 [ B 1 | B 33
(& D 0 D 0 D | D 6 i D 36.7% | Comprehensie Bam (P-1.D-)
)] P g P | P § P | 2 P 133%
Comprehensive Bxam | B 0 ) 0 3 0 B 0 [ B 00%
(& D 0 D 0 D § D 0 § D 300% | Comprehensie B (-1D-)
03 P g P | P § P ( i P 100%
isudal ¢ foisusal ¢ ol 0 Troisoi] ¢




Table 7B: Summer ED280

11

T Tai Talamoni Alainuuese D) 280: Introduction to Ml icultural Education Comparison:
e — 155UM]9'F”St14 IS;J M19-Secon1d0 ITUM20'FlrSt7 3SUM20'SMM3 Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: § weeks sesions
DW | Faled | 4 ! ! ! 0 4 0 0| Total: |Proficienies:| Percentage Criferia
Reflctve Analyss | B 4 B ! B ( B ( ) B 147
) D b D ) D | ) | 3 ) 382%  [Reflctive Analysi (P41
3| P ! P 4 P 6 P ) 1f P 411%
Individual Presentation | B ! B 1 B 0 B ( j B §8%
) D 4 D 3 D | D 0 § D 235% | IndividualPresetation (P4-1)
3| P § P b P 6 P ] )} P 0740
Comprehensie biam | B ! B ! B ( B 0 } B 88
(&P ) ! ) ) ) | ) | g ) 205% | Compretensive Exam (P-1.)-)
)] p 10 P 4 P f P ) 2 P 64T
ComprehensiveBxam | B ! B ! B ( B ( } B 880
(&P D ! D ! D | D 0 § D 147% | Comprhensive Exam P-1D-)
D3] p 10 p ] P 6 P ) ) P 10.5%
oo 14 foiSud 10 ool 7 [Toot S
Recommendation: (ED280)
1. See overall recommendation.
ED 285 Teaching Samoan Language and Culture
Table 8: 15wks ED285
- Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamon Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni ED285: Samoan Lang, & Culture Comparison:
S—— 4Fa||20184 2SPR20192 3FaI|20191 3SPR20203 S 20- 5 Vs
W | Faled 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 [Totak  [Proficencies Percentage: (riteria
Leaming ePortiolo (€ [B) g g g [B) g [B) (1] (1) g 1(?000? Leaming ePortfolc (€
&rk ) 7 B 7 v [ ¢ Jom] YW
Individual Presentation | B of 38 of 38 of 8 of 0 B 00% | Individual Presentation
(Samoan Lang, & Cuture:| D ] 0D ] 0D 0 [ 2 D | 200k |(SamoanLang & Cuture:
D) P . 1 P of °P | 3§ p 80.0% D4
Thematic Unit Plan B of 38 of 38 f 8 | 1 B 100% | Thematic UnitPlan
(Samoan lang, & Cuttre: | D 0 O 0 O | D | ! D | 100% |{Samoanlang.& Culture:
() P g P A P of °? 1 38 p 80.0% ()
B B B B 0 B 0.0%
D D D D 0 D 00%
p p p p 0 P 0.0%
_Total i Total 2[Total 1[Total 3_
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Taamoni Talamon Talamoni Talamoni D 285: Teaching Samoan Language and Culure Compariso:
IR LA B LT R S IR S0 Wk o
OW | Rl | 0 [ 0 ] 0 |0 | 1 | )| Totl |Proficences Pecenages | Critia
Leaminge-ortol | B b ) 0 § [ B [ I B §2%
W Dl o[ 0D | D f b1 D | 162% | LemigeRorho 1K)
¥ P ! p 0 p 1] P ) 1j P 4%
Idividud Presentaton | B 0 B 0 B 0 b 0 | B 00%
Samoan Lang Hit, | D 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 [ ) 00% | IdividulPresenatin -10-)
D P ] Pl P 1] P j J] P | 1000%
ThematicUnitPln | B 0 B ! B 0 B 0 ) B 3
Samon ang ist, | D 0 D ! D ) ) ) ) ) 43% | Thematic Uit Plan (-2
2 P ] p b P ] P j i G
TEEETTEETTT T8990 |

Recommendation: (ED285) — The following is the account of the core faculty as to
organization of ED28S.
1. See overall recommendation.

ED 285P Teaching Samoan Language and Culture Practicum

Table 9: 15wks ED285P

Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni ED285P: Samoan Lang. & Culture Comparison:
Fall 201 PR 201 Fall 201 PR 202
al20i8 SPR 2013 al0ns SPR 200 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
Enrolled | Assessed | 4 4 2 2 3 1 3 3
Proficienci | Percentag
W/D | Failed 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 [Total |es: e Criteria:
Snapshot B of B of B 0f B 1 1 B 10%
—— Snapshot
Professionalism D of D of D 0 D of o D 0% rfessonalsm K1)
K1 P o ° )| o| » | s P oy | oemE
Formal Ohservation B of B of B 0 B 11 1 B 10% .
Formal Observation
Content & Pedagogy D o0 D o0 D 0] D 1 1 D 10%
(c&p:D)
D-1 p 4 P 2l P i1 P 1l 8 p 80%
Formal Observation B of B of B 0 B 11 1 B 10% )
Formal Observation
Assessment D 00 D o D 0] D 0 0 D 0%
(Assessment : K-1)
K-1 p 4 P 2l P i1 P A 9 p 90%
B B B B 0 B 0%
D D D D 0 D 0%
p p p P 0 P 0%
Total Total Total Total
Students 4|Students 2[Students 1[Students 3
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Table 9A. 10wks ED285P

Tamori Tlmoni Talamoni Talamoni D 285P Teaching Somoan Language and Cltue Pacticum Comparis
- 7%20187 105PR2019 m 13FALL201912 98PR20208 Fall 2018 o Spring 020 10 Week Ssson:
)2 O I O I O || Toba |Profienise Poeetaes | Crti
apshot B 0 b 0 B 0 B } J B 8%
Pofessondin | D | 0 | D | 0 ) I D ! ! D |3 | Supshot (PAR:])
K P 0 P 0 P 0 P } 1j P 3l%
FormalObsenvatin | B 0 B 0 b 0 b 0 0 B 00%
(% D 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 0 ) 00% | FomalObsrvaon (-11-)
0 P ] P 0 P 1] P ) J] P00
Formal Observation | B 0 § 0 § 0 3 0 0 B 00%
Asessmen D 0 ) 0 ) 0 ) 0 | ) 00% | Fomnl Obseton 4K
Ik P ] P 0 P [l p ) J] P10
oblSudent 7 Potal et 10 [TtalStadents 10 {TotalSudents|__ & —

Recommendation: (ED285P)
1. No recommendation of changes to the practical component of the coursework.

ED300 Foundations of Education

Table 10: 15wks ED300

Lance Glodowksi Larry Purcell Lance Glodwoski Lance Glodwoski ED300: Foundations of Education Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR2020 , .
Evoled | Assessed 2 2 3 3 1 N 2 2 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
D/wW Failed 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Total: Proficiencies | Percentage: (riteria:
B 0 B 0 B 0 B 1 1 B 12.5%
Research . (GE1 D 7 5 T 5 0 D 0 3 D 5% Research | (GE
18 P 0 p 2 P 1 P 0 3 P | 315 L:16)
B 0 B 0 B 0 B 1 1 B 12.5%
Research& s (C D 7 0 T 5 0 D 0 ; D % Research | (C
3 P 0 p 2 P 1 P 0 3 P | 3% &p:03)
0/
Individual Presentation [B) é g g [B) g [B) é é g 205 {2,//" Individual Presentation
WV
(Technology : P-1) b 1 b 3 b 1 b 0 5 p 615% (Technology : P-1)
0/
Philosophy of Education (C & IB) 1 ?) g E [1) E) é é ; 2220;0 Philosophy of Education
W2 /0
Pikl P 0 p 0 P 0 P 0 0 P | 00% (C&p:k1)
0/
Philosophy of Education (C& g 1 E 2 [B) g [B) é ; g gzg‘f Philosophy of Education
WV
P:k P 0 p 7 P 1 P 0 3 P | 3% (c&p:k2)
0/
Comprehensive Exam ~ (C [B) 1 [BJ 2 g [1) g ; ; g ;3[5)0;0 Comprehensive Exam ~ (C
e}
&) P 0 p 2 P 0 P 0 2 P 0% &P:k1)
B 0 B 1 B 0 B 1 2 B 25.0%
News\etter2 . (GE D I 0 ] D I D 0 1 D 0% Newsletter | (GE
A P 1 p 0 P 0 P 0 1 P | D% LA
N o [ [ e [ [ wa [ [ oa |
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Pato Ropefi Glodowski ED 300: Foundations of Education Comparison:
roled | Assesed 5 1 m SPR20198 4FALL2019 3 1 SR ) Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
D/W | Failed 2 2 4 2 0 1 0 J Total: _|Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
Researcg B 1 B 5 B 0 B 1 ] B 41.2%
GEL1B D 1 D 1 D | D 0 ] D 17.6% Research (GE1:1B)
P 2 P 1 P 2 P | ] P 41.2%
Research B 1 B 4 B 0 B | b B 35.3%
(8 D 2 D 2 D | D I 6 D 3$3% Rescarch (P-1:D3)
D3 P 1 P 2 P 2 P 0 J P 204%
Individual Presentation B 0 B 3 B | B 0 4 B 23.5%
Technology D 2 D 0 D | D | 4 D 23.5% | Individual Presentation (P-3:P-1)
p-1 P 2 P 5 P | P | 9 P 52.9%
Philosophy of Education B 0 B 2 B 0 B 2 4 B 23.5%
c&p D 3 D 5 D | D 0 9 D 52.9% Philosophy of Education (P-1:K-1)
K1 P 1 P 1 P ) P 0 4 P 2.5%
Philosophy of Education B 0 B 1 B 0 B 1 ) B 11.8%
(&P D 2 D 3 D 1 D 0 f D 35.3%
K2 P 2 P 4 P 1 P 1 9 P 52.9% _hilosophy of Education (P-1X-
Comprehensive Exam B 2 B 1 B 1 B 2 b B 35.3%
&P D 1 D 1 D 1 D 0 4 D 23.5%
k1 P 1 P 5 P 1 P 0 ] P 41.2% _Comprehensive Exam (P-1K-1
Newsletter B 1 B 4 B 1 B 1 ] B 41.2%
GE2:2A D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 5 D 204%
P 2 P 2 P 1 P 0 5 P 294% Newsletter (GE 2: 24)
_otal Stdend 4 JotalStuden. 8 [Total Students 3| Total Students] 2
Table 10B. Summer ED300
-T Su'a Glodowski Su'a ED 300: Foundations of Educaiton Comparison:
Eoroled | Assessed 1ZSUM19-F”St12 ;UM19-Secom7i iUMZO'SMﬂj SSUMZO'S“OMS Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
D/W | Faled 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 Total: [Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criteria:
Researcg B 1 B 0 B ] B 0 4 B 143%
GEL:18 D 4 D 1 D 0 D 1 9 D 24% Research (GEL:1B)
P ] P b P | P 4 I8 P 04.3%
Research B 1 B 0 B j B 0 4 B 143%
(&P D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 10 D 35.7% Research (P1:D-3)
D3 P 4 P b P 0 P 4 14 P 30.0%
Individual Presentation B 0 B 1 B j B 0 4 B 143%
Technology D 3 D 0 D 1 D 0 4 D 143% | Individual Presentation (P-3:P-1)
p-1 P 9 P b P 0 P 5 2 P 114%
Philosophy of Education B 0 B 0 B ] B 0 ] B 1.1%
(&P D 7 D 1 D 1 D 1 10 D 35.7% Philosophy of Education (P-L:K-1)
K1 P 5 P b P | 1§ 4 16 P 31.1%
Philosophy of Education B 0 B 0 B 1 B 0 ) B 1.1%
(&P D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 3 D 17.9%
K2 p 10 P b P 1 P 4 2 P 75.0%  hilosophy of Education (P-LK-
Comprehensive Exam B 0 B 1 B 4 B 1 ] B 25.0%
(&P D 10 D 1 D 0 D 1 13 D 464%
K1 P ) P 3 P 0 1§ 3 8 1§ 28.6% _ Comprehensive Exam (P-LK-1
Newsletter B 0 B 0 B 3 B 0 3 B 10.7%
GE2:2A D 1 D 0 D 0 D 1 4 D 143%
P 10 P ] P 1 P 3 2 P 75.0% Newletter (GE:2:24)
B 0 oo 7 MowlSudeny ¢ [TotlSudens| 5
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Recommendation: (ED300)

1. No alignment for P-6:D-1 - Evaluates the effects of class activities on individuals and
on groups through observation of classroom interaction, questioning and analysis of
students work.

2. Due to no alignment of P-3:P-1 to the criterion ANALYSIS on the Individual
Presentation Rubric, the department recommended P-3:K-2 for this particular assignment.

ED 301 Educational Psychology

Table 11: 15wks ED 301

- Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde ED301: Education Psychology Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR2020
Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
Enrolled | Assessed /) /) 4 4 1 2 2 2 g l
D/W Failed 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |Totak Profiiencies: | Percentage: (riteria;
0
Reaction Analysis ~ (GEL: b ¢ 0 ¢ g ¢ 3 ! B L0 Reaction Analysis ~ (GE1:
3 D 1 D 4 D () D 0 5 D 50.0% 5
P i of P y P 0 3 P 30.0%
Reaction Analysis ~~ (C8 d 0 8 0 8 0 B 1 B 00%  [ReactionAnalysis  (C&
1 0 i o 1 o | o 0| 5 D 50.0% P:02)
0 p | |0 P ] P 0 3 P 300%
0
Lesson Plan (GEL: b i ¢ i ¢ ¢ 2 B il Lesson Plan (GEL:
w1 D 0 D 2 D 2 D 1 5 D 50.0% w1
' P 1 p | p 0 P 1 3 4 30.0% '
Lesson Plan b i 8 i 8 g ¢ I B 10 Lesson Plan
(Student iversiy : -2 ! - S 10 - ! i (Student Diversity: 0-2)
udent Diversity : D- ’ T T T I ’ W udent Diversity : D-
(lassroom Management B f B 0 B 00 8 1 2 B 200% | Classroom Management
Plan (Mean, D 0 0D I 0 f 0 i 3 D 300% | Plan {Mean,
Learn. Bxp.: D-)) P 1 p 3 p 1 p 0 5 P 50.0% Leam. Bxp.:0-2)
B o 8 of 8 0 8 0 o0 B 00%

p : .
[EP Plan Dzl)TechnoIogy n T T T T D I IEP Plan Dz(]Techno\ogy
i p i r P ) P | 7 p 10.0% i

0,
IEPPlan  (Assessment d ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 0 B 00 [EPPlan  (Assessment
2 D I 0 I D 00 D I 3 D 30.0% 2
' P 1 p 3 p 2 P 1 i 4 70.0% '
0
Case Study (GEL: b 0 ¢ ¢ ¢ 0t B 00 Case Study (GEL:
) ) 1 D 3 D () D 0 4 D 40.0% )
' P i i1 y P I 6 P 60.0% '
0
Case Study b ¢ ¢ ¢ - B 100 Case Study
" vy D o 0o I D 00 D i 4 D 400% " vh
ssessment ’ T T T N ’ 0 ssessment
0
Individual Presentation  (C b ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ 0t B 00 Individual Presentation (C
9 D J D 2 D 0 D 0 4 D 40.0% W9
- p o0 P ) P ) P | 6 p 60.0% -

. . B o 8 o 8 0 8 0 o0 B 00% y .
Indxndual Preste.mDatllon ) T T T T ; o Indxndual Presteln[t)atllon
(Assessment : D-1) ’ T T T T b o (Assessment : D-1)
e e e e
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Table 11A: 10wks ED 301

Fuia Langkie Langkilde Ropet§ ED 301: Edueational Pychology Comparison:
—— 8FALL20187 : SPR20199 4FALL2019 1 9 SR 7 IS Sy -0 Ve s
W | Falled 0 ! 0 ! I § 0 ) Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage Criteia
Reaction Analysis B 0 b 4 ) 0 I} ) b I} 50
GELIB D ] D 5 D 1 D } Io D 06.7% | Reation Alysis; GEL.IB
P 0 P 0 P 0 P ] i P § 3%
Reaction Analysis B 0 3 ! 3 0 3 ! b } 300
g D 0 D 5 D l D ! $ D 333% | Reacion Anlyss (P-1D-)
D P 1 P 0 P 0 P 3 10 P 417
Lesson Plan B 0 3 ! § 0 3 | N } 108
GEAL D 0 D 5 D I D 4 l ) 41,7 Lesson Plan GE:LA]
P 1 P 0 P 0 P ] 9 P 315%
Lesson Plan B 0 3 ! 3 0 3 l j b 08
) ) 0 D 5 D l D 4 [0 ) 41T Lesson Plan (P4D-1)
01 p ] P 0 P 0 p ) ) P 315
(Iss, Manag, Plan B 0 B ! B 0 B ! } B 129%
MLE D ] D ! D 0 D 3 1] ) 0
D P 0 P b P ! P l § i 375 proom Management Plan P-50
IEP Plan B ! B 0 B 0 B ] b B AL
Technology ) 3 D § D ! D 3 5 D 6L5%
01 p 0 P ! P 0 P ! 3 P 125 IEP Pl (~-30-)
IEP Plan B 4 3 0 3 0 3 ! b B 30
Assessment ) 3 D § D ! D ! 3 D 2
D1 P 0 P 1 P 0 P 4 5 P 108% IEP Plan P-6:D-)
(ase Study B 1 b 1 } 0 3 3 1 3 00
GELIA2 D 0 D 5 D 0 D ! ] D 22
p 0 P 1 P 1 P ! 5 P 8% Case Sudy GF1IA2
(ase Study B ] } 1 3 0 3 3 1 B 00
Assessment ) 0 D b D 1 D 3 10 D 41,7
M P 0 P 1 P 0 P 1 ] P §30 (ase Study (-]
Individual Presentation B 0 3 1 § 0 ) 1 3 B 125
(& D 1 D 5 D 1 D 3 16 D 6.7
03 P 0 P 3 P 0 P 1 5 P 208 {Inividual Presentation (>-10-3
Individual Presentation B 0 3 1 b 0 3 ! 3 B 125
Assessment D 1 D 5 D | D 3 6 D 60.7%
D1 P 0 P 3 P 0 P 1 5 P 208% | Indical Presenation (P5:0-1)
_ ToolStdeas] 7 |TotlStdens| 9 | TotlStudenty | ! Total Students 1 _
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Langkilde Pato Langkilde Langkilde ED 301 Educational Psychology Comparison:
SO i S SN AU end Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
Ervolled | Assessed 8 b 1 1 § 4 § 4
W Failed 3 1 1 0 | § 0 1 Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Reaction Analysis B 4 B 3 B | B 0 § B 300%
GEL1B D 1 D 5 D 1 D 1 il ) 440% | Reaction Analysis (GE:1:1B)
P 0 P 3 P | P 1 ) P U0%
Reaction Analysis B 4 B 3 B | B 0 § B 320%
% D 1 D 5 D ) D ) il ) 0% | Reaction Analyss (P-1:D-)
D2 P 0 P 3 P | P 1 ) P U0%
Lesson Plan B 1 B 1 B 1 B 0 o B U 0%
GEIA1 D 1 D 1 D i D 3 § ) 300% Lesosn Plan (GE:14:1)
P 1 P 8 P | P | ) P 80%
Lesson Plan B 1 B 1 B | B 0 3 B 00%
0 D 1 D 1 D i D 3 § ) 300% Lesson Plan (P-4:D-1)
D2 P 1 P 8 P | P | ) P 80%
(lss. Manag, Plan B | B 1 B | B 0 4 B 10.0%
MLE D 1 D 1 D | D 0 4 ) 16.0%
D-1 P 1 P 8 P 1 P 4 16 P 64.0%  fosroom Management Plan (P-5:)
IEP Plan B 1 B 0 B | B 1 3 B 120%
Technology D 1 D 3 D 1 D 0 ] D 80%
D-2 P 3 P § P | P 3 15 P 80.0% IEP Plan (-3:0-2)
[EP Plan B 1 B 0 B | B 1 3 B 120%
Assessment D 1 D 3 D 1 D 0 ] D B0%
D1 P 3 P 8 P | P 3 15 P 80.0% IEP Plan (P-6:D-1)
Case Study B 0 B 0 B 1 B 0 1 B 400
GELIA? D 0 D 1 D 0 D | 3 D 120%
P b P 9 P 3 P 3 il P 84.0% (Case Study (GEL1A2)
Case Study B 3 B 1 B 1 B 0 5 B 20.0%
Assessment D /) D 1 D 1 D 1 § D 320%
Pl P 1 ? 8 P 1 P 0 10 P 40.0% Case Study (P-6:2-1)
Individual Presentation B 1 B 0 B 1 B 0 ] B §.0%
(8 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 ] D 280%
D3 P 3 P 9 P 1 P 1 16 P 64.0%  {Individual Presentation (P-1.D-3)
Individual Presentation B 1 B 0 B 1 B 0 ] B §.0%
Assessment D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 ] D 80%
D1 P 3 P 9 P 1 P 1 16 P 64.0%  {Individual Presentation (P-6:-1)
TolSudas| 6 |ToSudas| 1 | ToSudas| 4 | ToulSndas | 4 —

Recommendation: (ED301)
1. Remove P-6:D-1-> Evaluates the effects of class activities on individuals and on groups
through observation of classroom interaction, questioning and analysis of students work.

No alignment of the identified CLO.



ED 305 Foundations of Curriculum and Instructions

Table 12: 15wks ED 305
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- Lance Glodowski Lance Glodowski Lance Glodowski NA ED308: Foundations of urr. & nstruction Comparison
Fall 018 $PR 2019 Fall 2019 $PR 2020 - Spig - 5 ke
Broled | Assessed | 2 ! 3 3 ! !

OW | Fled 0 0 0 0 0 0 Tt [rofcences,  [Pecentage: (rteria:
o B 0 8 0 8 0 3 0 B 00 L
ReactlopAn?IyswslStudent D T T T 4 ) o React\o‘nAn?\ysm(Student
Divrsty:-2) P T T T 3 " 0 Divrsty:P-)

. B 0 8 0 8 0 8 0 B 00 | .
GfOUpreSsnIT;TIO)ﬂ (! D 3 A T 0 T uloupPres;rftsfllo'n (c8
' P y 7 P 7 ] p 1000% '
Philosophy of Educaton : I 1 b 1 : 3 Philosophy of Educaion
o 0 0 D I D 1 D 1 )] 286k .

(Stuent iversity  P-) P ' T T 4 , o (Sucent Diversiy P
. B 0 8 | 8 ] 38 3 B 0% .
Compreh;ﬂ;llvep.fzjam ( D T T T 3 T Compreh;n;'veP.sz'am o
' p i °? | P | ? ! p 13 ‘

Tl e Tttt 3{ TSt Tttt _
Table 12A: 10wks ED305
Glodowski Glodowski Tui Clodowski ED 305 - Foundatons o Curriculom and Instrction Compariso:
A 4”\“20183 7SPR2°196 6”“'”9 —— o 3 8ty Wk
OW | Faled ! ! ! ! | [ [ [ Total: | Proficences | Percentage: Crieia
Reacton Analysi B 0 B ! B 0 B 0 l b St
) D ! D | D | D I Il D 556 | Reaction Andlyss(P4P-]
() P 1 P 1 P 1 P 1 ] P %9
(roup Presentaton b 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0%
(% ) ! D 0 D } D ) ) ) 218% | Group Presuaton (P-LD-1)
D P ! P 5 P } P } ] ! 06.%
Phil. Of Edu b ! B ! B ) B 1 . b by
) D ! D l D ] D ) ] D 389% | Pilosphyof Edcaion (P42-)
M P ! P 3 P } P 0 ] P %9
Comprehensive Exam b ! B ! B 0 B 0 b b BRRI
(% ) ! D ! D ! D 1 ) ) 218% | Comprehensive Exam P-1-)
P2 P 0 P ! P ! P ) ! P 3%
_ ToalStudents| 3 |TolStdens| 6 | TomlStwd | 6| TotlStudens } _
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Glodowski Alainuuese Glodowski Alainuuese ED 305: Foundations of Curriculum and Instructions Comparison:
7SUM19-First7 S7UM19-Secon7d iSUMm-Fim ] 48Umo-smnd i Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
0 0 ) 0 0 1 0 0 Total: ~ |Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criteria:
Reaction Analysis B 1 B 1 B 0 B 0 ] B 9.1%
5D D 5 D 2 D 2 D | 10 D 455%  |Reaction Analysis (P-4:P-2)
P2 P | P 4 P 2 P 3 10 P 45.5%
Group Presentation B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0% .
pC&P ) ) ) : ) ; ) ; 1 ) o Group Presentation (P-1:.D-
- |
D-1 P 7 P 4 P 4 P 4 19 P 86.4% )
1 0,
Ph"°'s(;”d” i ; i ; E (1] E (1) i E %“ PhsophyofBucon
— 4]
Pl P 3 P 4 P 3 P 3 13 P 59.1% )
Comprehensive Exam B b B 1 B I B 0 9 B 409% .
m ) . ) ] ) : ) 1 T ) X Comprehensive Exam (P-
. 1:P-2
P2 P 0 P 3 P ) P ] 8 P 364% )
. AR
Recommendation: (ED 305)
1. See overall recommendation.
ED 312 Teaching Language Arts in Elementary Education
Table 13: 15wks ED312
- Lance Glodowski N/A Lary Purcel Larry Purcel ED312: Teaching Lang, Arts Compariso:
Fall 2018 SPR2019 Fall 2019 SPR2020 208 pivg 0 ek
fvolled | Assessed | 2 ! ! ! ! !
OW | Falled 0 0 0 0 0 0 [rot Proficences: | Percentag: (riteia:
0
Group Presentation (Mean, E g [B) [B) g [B) g g E gg; Group Presentation (Vean,
AV}
Leam. Bxp.. 03] P B , T T P 0 Leam, Bxp.: D3]
[/
lessonPlan—~~ {Mean, E ; g F) g E g 1 E 12;/0 lessonPlan~~~ {Mean,
L0
Leam. xp.: D) P T ) T T P o Leam, Exp.: 0:)
0
Case Study (& : y : ¢ q ! B Ll Case Sty (&
- D 0 0 ) 0 0 0 90 D 0.0% 2y
' P 1 P P ] P | p 8.3 '
0
Miscue Analysis (€ E 2 [B) [B) g [B) 2 2 E 30303; Miscue Amalsls—— (C
/0
iR ; ] ; ] | P 6T )
TotelSudents 2Tt Studers Tt Sudens )Tl Studers 2_




Table 13A: 10wks ED 312
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' Glodowsti Purcell Purcell ED 312 Teacing Langauge Artsin Elementary Education Comparison
e — 3FAH20183 35PR20193 5FALL20195 7SPR20207 Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
W | Rl | 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0| Total: [Proficencies: Percentage Critri:
Group Presentation | B ! B 0 B 0 B 0 | B 50%
MIE D ] D 0 D 0 D 0 ) D [1.1% | Group Presentetion (P-5:D-3)
03 P 0 P 3 P § P ] 13 P $.30%
Lesson Plan B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 [ B 00
ME D | 2 [ ot d [ 0] 0 LD L I60 | LesmPPSDY
] P ! P ! P § P ] 13 P B3
Case Study B 0 3 ! B 0 B ) ] B 161%
(& D ! D ! ) j ) 0 | D 33% | Case Sudy (M1P-)
Pl P ! P ! P ) P 5 ) P $00%
Miscue Analyss 3 0 B 1 B | B 0 ) B [1L1%
(8 D 0 D 1 D 0 D | ] D 1.1% | Miscue Analysis(P-1:D-))
)] P 3 P 1 P 4 P b 14 P 718
i ¢ ool 3 Tl [Toioio N
Table 13B: Summer ED 312
- Purcell Su'a D 312: Teaching Language Arts in Elementary Education Comparisoﬂ
ot DU i Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: § weeks sessions
Evolled | Assessed 6 6 b b
D/W Failed 0 0 0 0 Total: _|Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criferia:
Group Presentation B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
MLE D 0 D 0 0 D 0.0% | Group Presentation (P-5:D-3)
D3 P b P b ) P 100.0%
Lesson Plan B 0 B | | B 8.3%
MLE D [ D ) ] D 25.0% Lesson Plan (P-5:D-2)
D-2 P ) P 3 § P 66.7%
Case Study B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
(&P D ) D 0 ) D 16.7% Case Study (P-1:P-1)
Pl P 4 P b 10 P 83.3%
Miscue Analysis B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
(&P D ) D | ] D 25.0% | Miscue Analysis (P-1:D-2)
D-2 P 4 P 5 9 P 13.0%
Total Students 6| Total Students _

Recommendation: (ED 312)

l.

See overall recommendation.
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ED 319 Children’s Literature

Table 14: 15wks ED 319

- Lance Glodowski Lany Purell Lamy Purcell Lamy Purcel ED319: Children's Literature Comparison:
Fall 2018 §PR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR2N 200 Sy - Wk s
Pvoled | Assessed | 2 ! ! ! ! ! | |
OW | Falled 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ok (o [ercenge (rteriz:
0
Reaction Analyss ~ (CA g g E g E 2 [B) (1) g E 20202; Reaction Analyss ~ (C8
WL
"N ] ] 0 1 e | 11 | 2 | "N
0
Research (Student g 2 E g E g 3 é 1 g g;f Reseach (Student
. LN -
Diversty: D-) ) "I T T T P o Diversty: 0-)
0
Iniidal Presentation g 2 [B) g E g [B) 8 2 [B) 101'01; Iniidual Presentation
(Mean. Leam. Exp.. 03 ) T T B 3 , 88:9“/: (Vean. Leam. Exp.. 03
)
ThematicUnit Plan (Vean. g 1 E g E ; [B) (1) i El) ﬁi; Thematic UnitPlan (Van.
WAL
Leam. By..P-) P T T T B P o Leam. Bp..P-)
TotlStdens 1| Totl St 1| ot S 1| ot St 4_
Table 14A: 10wks ED 319
odovt Purce Pureel Lavata £D 319: Children's Literature Comparison:
FALL2018 PR FALL 2019 SPR2020 \ .
T 3 7 7 1 1 6 6 Fall 2018 o Spring 2020 - 10 Week Sssion:
W | Rl [ 2 0 0 0 [ | I 0| Total: |Proficiencie:) Percentage: Criteri:
Readton Anals B ! 3 0 3 0 3 0 ) B [1$%
(& ) 1 ) J ) 0 ) 0 4 ) 233% | Reacton Analysis P-1:D5)
03 p ( P 4 P 1 P 6 il P 04.7%
Research B 1 3 0 3 0 3 0 | B 3
) D 1 D 0 ) 0 ) ! } ) 6% | Researh (P4DH)
M P 1 P I P 1 P 4 13 P T6.5%
IndiidualPreentation | B 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 0 B 0%
MLE D 0 D 0 D 0 D )i ] D [18% | Individual Presentaton (-5-3)
03 P J P I P 1 P 4 1§ P 820
ThematicUnitPln | B J 3 | 3 0 3 0 ! B JRRY
ME D ( D 4 ) 0 D ; § D | 40 {Thematic UnitPlan (-5:2-1)
Pl p ( P / P 1 P ) ) P 04%
TEEETTEETT T 890990 |




Table 14B: Summer ED 319
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- Eves Purcell ED 319 Children's Literature Comparison:
Enrolled hssessed 15 :J M19-Secon1<13 iUMZO-Seconi Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
/W Failed 0 1 0 0 Total: _|Proficiencies:| Percentage: Criteria:
Reaction Analys B 2 B 0 2 B 11.8%
C&P D 5 D 1 6 D 353% | Reaction Analysis (P-1:D-3)
D-3 P 6 P 3 9 P 52.9%
Research B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
SD D 12 D 2 14 D 82.4% Research (P-4:D-1)
D-1 P 1 P 2 3 P 17.6%
Individual Presentation B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
MLE D 0 D 0 0 D 0.0% Individual Presentation (P-5:D-3)
D-3 P 13 P 3 16 P 94.1%
Thematic Unit Plan B 2 B 0 2 B 11.8%
MLE D 7 D 0 ] D 412% | Thematic Unit Plan (P-5:P-1)
P-1 P 4 P 3 7 p 41.2%
otal Student 13 otal Student] 4

Recommendation: (ED319)

1. See overall recommendation.

ED 325 Principles of Child Development: The Samoan Child

Table 15: 15wks ED 325

- Lanry Purcell Larry Purcell Larry Purcell Feleni Alainuuese ED325: Principles of Child Development Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fll 2018 - Spring 2020 -1 Week Sesson
Enrolled | Assessed 2 2 2 1 2 2
DW Failed 0 0 0 0 0 0 |rotak Proficencies: |Percentage: (riteria;
0
(lassroom Manag. Plan (GE2 E g [B) g [B) 8 [B) g g g gg; (lassroom Manag. Plan (GE2
U
U P J p 2 p 1 P 2 i P 100.0% H
0
Research (Student [B) g g g [B) g [B) g g g ggf Research (Student
. . VA . .
Diversity : P-1) ) T T T T n 00 Diversity: P-1)
0,
Individual Presentation (C& E g g g E g E g g ; ggo//“ Individual Presentation (C&
A
Pl P I T | [ 7 p 100.0% riod
0)
Video Presentation (Student E g g 2 E) 2 E 1 i g gi; Video Presentation (Student
- AL -
Diversity : 0-2) ) T T T T ’ W Diversity : D-2)
0/
Comprehensive Exam (Sam. E 2 E) g [B) (1) [B) g 2 g 40209; Comprehensive Exam (Sam,
J/
Lang. & Cult.: £-2) . T T T T P o Lang, & Cul. £-2)
0
Professional Portfolio (Mean, [B) g g 8 [B) 8 [B) 2 2 g &ng/ Professional Portfolio (Mean,
I/
Leam. Exp.: D3] ) T T T T ’ P Leam. Bxp.: D3]
B o e e N




Table 15A: 10wks ED 325
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Purcell Su'a Cancelled Cancelled ED 325 Principles of Child Development: The Samoan Child Comparison:
FAL I S 208 LD PRI Fall 2018 to Spring 2020- 10 Week Session:
Enrolled | Assessed 1 1 1 1
W Failed 0 0 0 0 Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
(v B 0 B 0 B B 0 B 00%
GE22A D 0 D 0 D D 0 ) 00% | Comprehensive Exam (GE2:2A)
P | P 1 P P 1 P 100.0%
Research B 0 B 0 B B 0 B 0.0%
5D D 1 D 0 D D | D 30.0% Rescarch (P4:P-1)
P P 0 P 1 P P | P 50.0%
Individual Presentation B 0 B 0 B B 0 B 0.0%
(&P D 0 D 0 D D 0 D 00% Tndividual Presentationa (P-1:D-))
D2 P 1 P 1 P P ] P 100.0%
Video Presentation B 0 B 0 B B 0 B 0.0%
5D D 0 D 0 D D 0 ) 00% | Video Presentation (P-4D-D)
D-2 P 1 P 1 P P ] P 100.0%
Comprehensive Exam B 0 B 0 B B 0 B 00%
Sam,, Lang, His D | D 0 D D | D 50.0%
k-2 P 0 P 1 P P | P 50.0% | Comprehensive Exam (P-2-2)
Professional Portfolio B 0 B 1 B B | B 30.0%
MLE D 0 D 0 D D 0 D 00%
D3 P 1 P 0 P P | P 500% | Professional Portfolio (P-5:0-3)
Total Students 1 Total Students 1 Total Students Total Students
Table 15B: Summer ED 325
- Tuigamala Langkilde ED 325: Principles of Child Development: The Samoan Child Comparison:
Sl Eo0d SV Summer 2019 and Summer 2020: 5 weeks sessions
Enrolled Assessed 13 1 7 6
D/W Failed 0 2 1 1 Total: Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
CMP B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
GE2:2A D 2 D 1 3 D 17.6% Classroom Management Plan (GE:2:2A)
P 9 P 5 14 P 82.4%
Research B 1 B 1 2 B 11.8%
SD D 3 D 2 5 D 29.4% Research (P-4:P-1)
P-1 P 7 P 3 10 P 58.8%
Individual Presentation B 0 B 1 1 B 5.9%
c&P D 2 D 1 3 D 17.6% Individual Presentation (P-1:D-2)
D-2 p 9 P 4 13 P 76.5%
Video Presentation B 0 B 1 1 B 5.9%
SD D 2 D 1 3 D 17.6% Video Presentation (P-4:D-2)
D-2 p 9 P 4 13 P 76.5%
Comprehensive Exam B 0 B 1 | B 5.9%
Sam., Lang. His D 2 D 2 4 D 23.5%
K-2 P 9 P 3 12 P 70.6% Comprehensive Exam (P-2:K-2)
Professional Portfolio B 0 B 1 | B 5.9%
MLE D 4 D 0 4 D 23.5%
D-3 P 7 P 5 12 P 70.6% Professional Portfolio (P-5:D-3)
_ Total Students 11 Total Students 6

Recommendation: (ED325)
- No recommendation for changes for this particular course.



ED 330 Elementary Mathematics Methods

Table 16: 15wks ED 330
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- Tero Talamoa N/A Tero Talamoa Tero Talama/Tauvela Fale ED330: Elem. Math Methods Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fll 2018 prig 2020- 15 Week Session
Enrolled | Assessed 2 2 3 3 5 1
W Failed 0 0 0 0 0 3 frotk Proficencies: | Percentage: (riteria;
Lesson Plan (Student b ¢ b g ¢ g ¢ B 00 Lesson Plan (Student
Diversity:0-2) b q 0 D a0 b4 D ST Diversiy : 0-2)
P 0 p p 3 P 0 3 P 2%
Unit lan (c d ¢ b ¢ ! B LELEE F (c
W p) D 0 0D 0 ] D 1 3 D 4.9% W:p)
P Jl p p 1 p 0 3 P 2%
Unit Plan Mean. b ¢ d ¢ i ! B 3 Unit Plan Mean.
Learn xp.: P-i) s h0 D - L D % Leam. xp.: P-i)
P ) P p 1 P 0 3 P 4.9%
Individual Presentation (C d ¢ b i ¢ i B L6 Individual Presentation (C
e D 0 D D 0 0D 1 1 D 143% W9
P J p p 2 P 0 4 P 57.1%

Individual Presentation b 0 8 d i ° i 2 B B84 Individual Presentation
(Mean, Lear. Exp. : P-2) b q 0 D a0 L D S (Mean, Leam, Exp.: P-2)
P ) P P 2 P 0 4 4 51.1%
_TotalStudems 2| TotalStudents TotalStudents 3| TotalStudents 2_

Table 16A: 10wks ED330

Tahmea Not Offered Talamoa Talamoa Noanany ED 330 Elmentary Mathematies Methods Comparison:
FALL20S8 SPR 2019 SUM FALL 2019 SPR200 : RIS Spn'ng Y- 0 Wk S

froled | Asessed | ! 1 ) ! Il 10 § §

W | Faled 0 0 | [ [ | [ [ Total: | Proficienies: | Percentage Critei;
Lesson Plan b 0 I} B 0 b ) b 0 ] B 118
) D 0 ) D ) ) § ) ) ] ) 120 | LesonPln(P4D-)
D P 1 P P 1 P } P } § P 471%
UnitPlan B 0 B B | B 0 B 0 | B 59
(% D 1 ) D ) ) ! ) ! § ) 04 UnitPlan P-L-)
3! P 0 P P | P § P ! i P 7%
UnitPlan B 0 B B | B 0 B 0 | B i
ME ) 0 ) ) 0 ) 1 ) 4 b ) 33 Unit Pl (P5-)
M P 1 P p | P ] p | 1l P %8

Infvidul resentation |~ B 0 b B ) b ) 3 ) 0 B 0%
(% D 0 ) ) 0 ) 0 ) } ) ) 178% | ndividualPresenaon (-1.0-3)
04 P 1 P P 1 P 10 P ] 4 P §14h

IndvidualPreentation | B 0 b B | b ! b 0 ] B 11§
ME ) 1 ) D 0 ) 0 ) 4 4 D B
P ? 0 P p | P J ? 1 Il p 647% (el Presenttion P52

TotlSdens| 1| Totl Studnt TotalStudents ! Total Students |~ 10| Total Sudents i




Recommendation: (ED 330)
- No recommendation was made for any changes to the coursework.

ED330P Elementary Mathematics Practicum

Table 17: 15wks ED330P
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Teno Talamoa A TooTdamoa | TeroToamea/TawelF. ED3309:lm, Mt Nethods Prct,Coparn
Fil 08 SR 019 Fal 208 SR . .
Fll 2018 Sping 2000 - 15 Week Session
ot | Aessed | 1 ! 3 3 ; !
W | Fied | 0 0 0 ! 0 Dol o [Panetage (nte
o] o8 b ol 8 |1 B U "
St (sl : St Professionelom:
M ) o 0 ) oI 0 (I D | Ul n
P |0 P I 7 I ) Pl T
. b 0B b o 8 |1 B U .
Foml Osenion~ (C6 ol Ot (Ch
) oD ) 0 I 1 D | Tk o
P | 0 P | 7 | ¢ Pl S |
1ol Tt 3ol St 2_
Table 17A: 10wks ED 330P
Toamoa Not Offeed Tl il Vomany D 35P ety MoemaisPraceum Conpar:
FALL0S SR SN Ity FALLIY . SR ' A g Wi
e | Aseed | 00| Y ] ! | fl § §
W | Fed | 1 ! [ ] [ | | D] Tk | oo | Peentge (rte
St B LB B 1 B 1 B 1 J b ITfh
Mesondin | D | 1 | D ) I ) i ) ] f D[ W | Sst(MR)
I Polobo|oe ; 1 Polof| ot 1 Pl |l
Foml Obsenatin |~ B L[ 3 B 1 b I b I | b i
] D | 3] ) [ ) [ ) 3 J D 11| Ford O P
M T b 1 Polon | A O D O A
TolSudas| 9 | Tol S TiolSdas | ToblStdms | 00 | TotlStudemty |

Recommendation: (ED330P)
1. The department to reevaluate the snapshot rubric for 300-400 level coursework.
2. The snapshot is the first 15 minutes of the class period.
3. Students will report and or write about what occurred within the first 15 minutes of class.




ED 335 Elementary Science Methods

Table 18: 15wks ED335
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- Tero Talamoa N/A N/A Murali Gopalan ED335: Elementary Science Methods Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
Enrolled Assessed 2 2 3 3
D/W Failed 0 0 1 Total: Proficiencies: _[Percentage: Criteria:
B 0) B B B 1 1 B 20.0%
. , Reacti )
(f;ea;tloln Anélgs;s) 5 0 D D D J 0 D 0% (Teaﬁtloln Anéll\)/swzs)
ECnoogy : p ol » p p 7| P 80.0% Ecinology - B
Unit Plan (c ?) g g g g (1) (1] E 2(?;% Unit Plan (C
LU/
&P:p P P P P 4 P 80.0% §°:p2
B 0) B B B 1 1 B 20.0%
i it Pl
Unit PIT; . Student b A > b 5 0 0 b 0 Uthi)r‘] . 'PStudem
ety p ol » P P I P 80.0% ey
Unit Plan (Mean. 8 0 B i B ! ! B ZO'OZA’ Unit Plan (Mean.
Learn. Exp. : P-2) D 0 D D D ! ! D 200k Learn. Exp. : P-2)
s P 2 p p p 1 3 P 60.0% T
; R B 0| B B B 1 1 B 20.0% ) )
Unit Plan Dll) b 0 > b 5 1 1 b O Unit Plan D(ﬁssessment,
] P 2 P P P 1 3 P 60.0% ]
Individual Presentation B B B B 0 B 00% Individual Presentation
Student Diversity : D-1) D D D D 0 D 0.0% (Student Diversity : D-1)
( v b p p b 0 P 0.0% v
. B | 8 B B of o B 0.0% ,
Compreh;n;llv[e) E;;am (o D 0 D D D 1 1 D 0% Compreh;n:{v; E;;am (c
- P 2 P P P 1 3 p £0.0% -
[ [P 2t sudns Toalsutrs Toalsens |
Table 18A: 10wks ED335
Not Offered Talamoa Talamoa Talamoa Sene ED 335 Elementary Science Methods Comparison:
FALL2018 SPR2019 SUM 2019 FALL 2019 SPR 200 )
Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
Enrolled | Assessed § 5 j 1 11 11 1 1 i
W Failed 0 1 1 ) | | ) | Total: | Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria;
Reactiona Analysis B B 1 B | B ] B | j B 19.2%
Technology D D 1 D | D 0 D 2 4 ) 154% [ Reaction Analysis (P-3:D-))
D2 P P 3 P | P 9 P 4 17 P 05.4%
Unt Plan B B 0 B | B ] B | 4 B 154%
(1] D D 0 D | D 5 D 2 § D 308% Unit Plan (-1:-2)
P2 P P 5 P 1 P 4 P 4 14 P 33.8%
Unt Plan B B 0 B 1 B 1 B 1 4 B 154%
5D D D 0 D | D 5 D 1 § D 308%
P P P 5 P | P 4 P 4 14 P 538 UnitPlan (P-4:-1)
Unit Plan B B 1 B | B 1 B 1 5 B 19.2%
MLE D D 0 D | D 5 D 1 § D 308%
P P ? 4 P | ? 4 P 4 3 3 50.% UnitPlan (P-5:-))
Unit Plan B B 0 B | B 1 B 1 4 B 154%
Assessment D D 1 D | D 5 D 1 9 D 346%
D1 P P 4 P | P 4 P 4 13 P 50.0% UnitPlan (P-6:0-1)
Individual Presentation B 3 0 B | B 0 3 0 | B 38%
) D D 0 D 0 D 0 D 0 0 D 0.0%
D1 P P 5 P ) P 1 P ] % P 96.2%  pdlidivual Presentation (P-4:D-
Comprehensive Exam B B 0 B | B 1 B 0 B B 11.5%
(&P D D 0 D 0 D 4 D 1 5 D 19.2%
D) P P 5 P 2 P 5 P § 1§ P 692%  Comprehensive Exam (P-10-)
_ Total Students Total Students 5 Total Students 3 Total Students 11 Total Students 1
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Recommendation: (ED 335)
1. Not offered in spring 19 and fall 19
2. Individual presentation not implemented in fall 18 and spring 20 for the 15wks thus no
data reported.

ED 335P Elementary Science Methods Practicum

Table 19: 15wks ED 335P

- Teto Talmog NA WA Murali Gopalan ED335P:Elem, Math MethodsPract, Comparisn
Fall 2018 bt Rl SR 200 : .
Fall 201 - Spring 2020- 15 Wegk Sssion
oled | Asesed | 2 ! } ]
W | Filed | 0 0 | O T (it
- B o 8 B B 0 B 000 -
Snapshot Prfessionalom — St Pl
" ) | 0 [ 0 0 00 "
P I P P ! P 0
. B o 8 B B I 1 B Jull .
Forml Obsenvation (& —FomalOhenein (&
o ) | 0 [ 0 0 0 00 o
' P ] ! P P I | P 800 '
-Totalsmdents HLEERTS Tt S Tt S 3_
Table 19A: 10wks ED335P
Not ffred Taamoa Talamoa Talamoa Sne ED335P: Elementary Sience Methods Practieum Comparison:
FALL2018 SPR2019 SO0 FALL2019 SER200 . .
. — 6 5 3 3 m m 7 7 Fall 2018 o Spring 2020- 10 Week Sesson:
W | Fald 0 | 1 1 0 1 1 I || Totl: |Proficences Poroetages | Crieri
Formal Oservation |~ B 3 0 B l B [ b 0 l B 3%
ME D ) 0 ) ) ) l ) ! j D | 113% {Fomal Oservation P5-)
P P Pl p ! p I P j ) P gk
FormalObseneton | B 3 0 B l ) 0 B 0 l ) 3
Asessment ) ) 0 ) [ ) l ) l ) ) 17% | Fomal Oservaton (P55-1)
Ik P P 5 P ! P Il P b U P LRI
FormalObsenetion | B b 0 B l B 0 3 0 l B 3
Asessment ) ) 0 ) 0 ) ! ) ! ) ) 17h
)3 P P 5 P ) p () p b i P 863" {Formel Observaton -6+
FormalObsenvetion | B 3 0 B l B 0 3 0 | B 3
Professonalisn ) ) 0 ) 0 ) ! ) 0 l D 3
P P p 5 P ) p 10 p ] ] § 0)3% | FormalObsenvtion [P$74)
FormalObservtion |~ B ) 0 3 l 3 0 B 0 l B 3
Profssonam ) ) 0 ) 0 ) l ) 0 l D 3
P P P 5 P ) P il p ] I P 062% | FormalObsenvtion [P$2-)
| M990 |
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Recommendation: (ED335P)

l.

Recommendation from core faculty pertaining the practicum for mathematics and science
is for the department to reevaluate the two practicum courses. The rationale indicated
that teaching mathematics and the teaching of science are two distinct features.

Data is showing students performing at the proficiency level in teaching science hence,
the proposal to assess new CLO’s aligned to the learning outcomes and purpose of course
(10wks only).

However, the discrepancy in the data reflects the reliability and validity of the data for
ED335P (15wks) is noted here for such an occurrence was due to the submission of the
wrong data sheet to the faculty and adjunct.
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ED340 Tests, Measurements, and Assessment

Table 20: 15wks ED 340

- Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde Moresa Langkilde ED340: Tests & Measurments Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fl 2018 Sping 02015 Wee Sesson
Envolled | Assessed 4 4 3 3 3 3 1 /J
D/W Failed 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 |Totak Proficiencies:  |Percentage: (riteria;
0
Individual Presentation (GE b h ¢ h ¢ ¢ 0 0 B il Individual Presentation (GE
3 D ] 0 ] 0 | [E D | um 3
' p A ¢ 1 P 1 ¢ 1 7 p 58.3% '
()
Grade Record Book  (GE3 b n_® n_® 8 i ! B 8'3/: Grade Record Book  (GE3
3 D o | o 1 0 o 6 I 3
' p 1 p ) p 1 p 1 5 P 4L7% '
0)
Assessment Plan~ (GE 1 b i q ¢ ¢ i 4 b B3 Assessment Plan~ (GE 1
‘ D 0 D ) D ) D 1 5 D 47% ‘
] P | v o | R P | s ]
0/
Moodle Course (GE b n_® n_® 0 8 i ! B 3% Moodle Course (GE
230 D A 0 of o f 0D o 3 D 25.0% 231
' p A ¢ i » 1 ¢ | p 66.7% '
)
Thematic Unit Plan ~ (GE b n_® n_® 0 8 i ! B 3 Thematic UnitPlan ~ (GE
D 3 D 2 )] 2 D 0 i D 58.3%
LY P | v o | v ¢ Y LY
/0
0y
Thematic Unit Plan (Mean, b n_® n_® 0 8 i ! B b3 Thematic Unit Plan (Mean.
D 11 D of o i1 oD 1| . D 4.7%
Lean. Exp.: D)) ’ T T T T b 0 Learn. Exp.: D-2)
U/
()
Thematic Unit Plan b n_® n_® 0 8 i ! B 8'3/: Thematic Unit Plan
(Assessment: k-1) 0 a0 10 1 0 n D b3 (Assessment : K-1)
' p 1 p 1 p 1 p 1 4 P 33% '
0/
Thematic Unit Plan b n_® n® 8 i 1 B b3 Thematic Unit Plan
" ) D I 0D A 0 A o 0 7 D 58.3% " )
ssessment: k- 7 T T T T 7 w ssessment : K-
0
Thematic Unit Plan b n® i ® i ¢ i B L Thematic Unit Plan
R—; D A 0 A 0 if D o 5 D W7 R
EEO0gY: P E BE BE 4 P | naw | o
()
Assessment Plan b 0 _® n_® 0 s i ! B 3 Assessment Plan
1] D 0 ] 0 ] of ¢ LI TV [
ssessment : D- 7 T T T T > e ssessment : D-
0)
Assessment Plan b ) ° n_® 0 8 i ¢ B B3 Assessment Plan
D of 0D A 0 1 D I 5 D 4.7
(Technology : D-1) ’ T T T I b o0 (Technology : D-1)
0)
Case Study ~ (Assessment d n_® ik 0 8 i ! B 675 Case Study ~ (Assessment
m D 3 D 2 ] 2 D 0 7 D 58.3% "
' P I [E I i 3 P | LB '
. e Yo e T




Table 20A: 10wks ED340
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Langkide Langkide DeLaRosa DeLaRosa Langkilde ED34: Tess, Measurements, and Assesment Comparison:
FALL 2018 SPR2019 ST : FALL 2009 : SPR20N Sty -0 ek e
Evoled | Assessed | 10 § 10 1 b { § § 1l 1l
OW | Falled | ! 4 0 | 1 | | | [ Total: | Proficiencies; | Percentage: Crteria;
Ind, Presentation B 3 B 1 B 0 b 4 b 0 J B BI%
GE33B D 3 D 5 D ) D 0 ) § 16 ) A10%  {Individual Presentaion (GE:3:3B)
P 3 P 3 P 1 P | P § 14 P 3590
(rade Record Book B 1 } 3 B 3 4 b } 1} ]} KRR}
GE33 D ] ) b D } D 0 D 6 i ) %% | Grade Book (GE3:3B)
P 0 P 0 P 0 P | P 1 ] P I
Assessment Plan } 5 B 3 } 0 b | b ! 10 B 1%
GELLAL D 3 D b D I D l D 1 [} D 8%
P 1 p 0 p 3 p 1 P 3 $ p 05% | Assessment Plan (GEL1A1)
MOODLE COURSE B | B 3 B I B 1 B 1 § B 0%
GE33A D b D 5 D 0 D l D 5 1§ D 420%
p ! p 1 P 3 p ! p 4 1) p 308% | MOODLE Course GE: 334)
Thematic Unit Plan B 3 B 5 B 0 b 3 b ! 12 B 8%
GE1LAL D 5 D 4 D 1 D 1 D 1 1 D 8%
P ! p 0 p ) p 1 p 3 ] p 179% | ThematicUntPln (GEL 1A
Thematic Unit Plan } 1 B 4 } I b b ! § B 2105%
MLE D 0 D 0 D I D 1 D § 10 D B
M P ] p 5 p ) p 3 p ! 9 p 887% | Tematc UnitPlan P-5:-2)
Thematic Unit Plan B 3 B 5 B 0 b 3 b 1 12 B 08%
Rssessment D 5 D 4 D y D | D 1 19 D 87
2 P ! P 0 p ) p 1 p 3 7 p 179% | ThematicUntPln (P-61:)
Thematic Unit Plan B 3 b 5 B I B 1 B 1 Il b ]
Technology ) 5 ) 1 ) | ) | ) 4 1} ) RAR}
M P ! P ) P ) p 3 p b i p 3% | Tematic UnitPlan P-3.0-)
Assessment Plan B 1 3 3 B I B 1 B 1 § b 03
Assessment D 4 D 3 D I D | D 4 13 D 3%
M p 4 p ! p ) p ) p b 18 p 1624 | Asessment Plan P-50-1)
Assessment Plan B 5 B 3 B 0 b 1 b 1 Il B 8%
Technology ) 3 ) b ) ! ) | ) 1 Al ) 538
M p ! p 0 p 0 p ) p 3 § p 340 | Assessment Plan P30-)
(ase Sudy B ! B b B ! b 4 b 3 1 B 8%
Assessment ) 4 ) 1 ) | ) 0 ) b 1] ) 308
1} p ! p 3 p ! p 1 p ! ] p 0% | CaseStudyP6KY
_ ToolStudents| 9 |TotlStudens| 10 | Totl Sudents [ Total Students |~ § Total Student 1l

Recommendation: (ED340)

1. The core faculty teaching ED340 indicated and highlighted the CLO’s and necessary

recommendations for the course.

2. The data indicated an even spread of numbers across the board. The multitude of the
coursework especially the CLO’s addressed and assessed is a challenge to the students
but the data had shown progress and an even spread in the different levels of

competencies: beginning, developing, and proficient.
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ED 350 Health and Fitness Education for Elementary School Teachers

Table 21: 15wks ED350

N/ Tero Talamoa NJA N/A ED350: Health & Fitnss Comparison:
—— Fall 2018 4SPRZ[]194 Fall 2019 SPR 200 1S - 5 WS
DW | Falled 0 0 Tota Proficences: | Percetag: (ritri:
Inividual Presentation [B) E 2 E E 2 [B) 205000; Inividual Presentation
(Technology:D-) ) ) T P 3 P 75:00/: (Technology:D-)
Actiiy Project(Assessment [B) E ? E E 2 E 2050[;:/0 Actity Project (Assessment
) : : | 7 P IR Y
B B B B 0 B 0.0%
0 D D D 0 D 0.0%
P P P P 0 P 0.0%
B B B B 0 B 0.0%
) D D D 0 D 0.0%
p P P P 0 P 0.0%
ToalStunts ToalStuents A1 ot Studens ToalStudnts _
Table 21A: 10wks ED 350
(e ot fed Nty Chud -~ alfnd s i for o, el s Comprio
dll | WA SRbl . .
ol et T T EEREEE Fall 8o Spig U0 1 ek e
D/_W bl | )| bbb | bk b Pt | Crer
e I RN
Ty | ) | (] ) D] D1 0 L) | (0 |l e P2
M HERE NN RN
Midyboed | 3 | 0 | B AR
et | ) 0 0[] T O I O
M Pl Py e
-olal bl ¢ ol TolSoded 3 lSule _
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Table 21B: Summer ED350

(handl

(anel~— Healthand Fines Educaton for lem, S, Teachrs Comparisn

SN[
foled | Asessed | §
|

W | Fe )| Tiah o Prente | Cre
]
[
1

N
0 ﬂg Surmner 2019 and Smmer 02§ ek sesions

1

Idividual Presentaton
Technology
)

B
] ]
P

AdiyRoget | B
]
P

L

Yy | il P P

e — N E—A I ——]

]
]
B {0
ol Suden| B

= | ==
— =
=

—

Hesessment
)

Illlllllmmwm

Recommendation: (ED350)

1. Because the data showed proficiency across the board with both CLO’s the
recommendation is to add-on CLO’s to be assessed for students are performing well and
are mastering the current CLO’s.

2. Another recommendation is to address issues like: bullying, sexting, healthy lifestyles,
etc....

3. The course title is Health & Fitness Education, yet the course itself is rooted in phys ed. —
so recommendation to add-on a health component or rethink the course text so there is a
health component implemented when teaching the course.

4. Recommended to omit P6:D1 — for the particular CLO requires students to observe but
ED350 does not have a practicum component which means students won’t be observing.

5. P4:K2 that was address will not be assessed.

6. Modified P8:P1-P7 to P8:P4 — P7

7. Added P5:D3 to be assessed for the activity project.
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ED410 Elementary Social Studies Methods

Table 22: 15wks ED 410
e NOTE: ED410 was not offered in the 15wks due to low enrollment.

Table 22A: 10wks ED410
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Not Offered Not Ofered Purce Sua Sia D 410: Elementary Social Studies Methods Comparison:
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M D D DL Pl VT D17y | em
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Recommendation: (ED410)
1. Reevaluate the inclusion of P6:D-1 thus the department omitted from the lesson plan and
thematic unit plan.

ED 410P Elementary Social Studies Methods Practicum



Table 23: 15wks ED410P
e NOTE: ED410P was not offered in the 15wks due to low enrollment.

Table 23A: 10wks ED410P add on the 10wks I modified
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Recommendation: (ED410P)

¢ See overall recommendation.

ED435 Creative Dramatics




Table 24: 15wks ED435
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- N/A N/A N/A Larry Purcell ED435: Elementary Creative Dramatics Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
Enrolled | Assessed 3 3
D/W Failed 0 0 Total: Proficiencies:  [Percentage: (riteria:
Reaction Analysis (C& B B B B 0 0 B O'OZA Reaction Analysis (cg
02 D D D D | o D 0% b1
' p p p p 3 3 p 100.0% '
B B B B 0 0 B 0.0%
Lesson Plan : 1(Technology : 5 > 5 5 0 0 5 W Lesson Plan : 1(Techno\ogy :
) p P P p 3 P 100.0% .
Individual Presentation (C& B B B B 0 0 B 0'0:/“ Individual Presentation (C&
b D D D D | o D 0% 0p2
' p p p p 3 3 p 100.0% '
Individual Presentation E E g E g g g gg?ﬁ Individual Presentation
(Student Diversity : P-2) p p > ? 3 3 ? 106 0; (Student Diversity : P-2)
— B B B B 0 0 B 0.0% o
Themat\.c Um.t Plan (Student 5 > D D ; N b T Thematllc Um‘t Plan (Student
Diversity : P-2) ? > > > 3 3 ? 000 Diversity : P-2)
o B B B B 1 1 B 33.3% i
Thematic Unit Plan (Mean. 5 D D 5 ; N b T Thematic Unit Plan (Mean.
Learn. Exp. : P-2) > > > > ) ) > e Leam. Exp.: P-2)
T o o e
Table 24A: 10wks ED435
Not Offered Alainuuese Purcell Sene ED 435 Creative Dramatics Comparison:
T2 RO FALL 2019 SPR 2020 . )
Evoled | Assessed 3 g 1 1 ) ) Fall 2018 to Spring 2020 - 10 Week Session:
DW | Faled 0 0 0 0 0 0 Total: _|Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Reaction Analysis B B 0 B 0 B 0 | B 0.0%
(&P D D 2 D 0 D 0 ) D 18.2% | Reaction Analysis (P-1:D-2)
D2 P P b P | P 1 9 P 81.8%
Lesson Plan B B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
Technology D D 1 D 0 D 0 | D 9.1% | LessonPlan (P-3:D-1)
D1 p P 1 P | P 1 10 P 90.9%
Individual Presentation| B B 0 B 0 B 0 ( B 0.0%
(&P D D 1 D 0 D 0 | D 9.1%
P2 P P 7 P 1 P ] 10 P 00.9%  |dividual Presentation (P-1.P-
Individual Presentation| B B 0 B 0 B 0 ( B 0.0%
50 D D 0 D 0 D 0 0 D 0.0%
P2 P P 8 P 1 P ] 1l P 100.0%  dividual Presentation (P-4:P-
Thematic Unit Plan B B 0 B 0 B 0 0 B 0.0%
0 D D 0 D 0 D 0 0 D 0.0%
P2 P P 8 P 1 P 2 1l P 100.0% | Thematic Unit Plan (P-4:P-2)
ofal Students Total Studen{ 8 otal Student] 1 [Total Studenty 2

Recommendation: (ED435)
1. One recommendation is for the department to rethink reaction analysis assessed in the
course for it is more of a performance-based course.

2. Omitted RA from ED435.

3. The recommendation is to consider Group Presentation thus we’ve added P5:D1

4. Recommendation to draft a rubric for Group Presentation for ED435.

ED440 Elementary Samoan Language Methods



Table 25: 15wks ED440
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Tasia Talamoni N/A Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni ED440: Methods of Teach, Sam. Lang. & Cult. Comparison:
E— : Fall 2018 4 SPR 2019 : Fall 2019 : 3 SPR 2020 3 Fal 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Sssion
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Table 25A: 10wks ED440
Not Offered Not Offered Talemon Talamoni Talamoni ED440 Elementary Samoan Language Methods Comparison:
8 T ST | RAILD SR I . "
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Recommendation: (ED440)
—> See Figure 3 as to the proposed modification and differentiating of ED285 & ED440.

ED440P Elementary Samoan Language Methods Field Practicum



Table 26: 15wks ED440P
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- Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni Tasia Talamoni ED440: Meth, of Teach, Sam. Lang. & Cult, Pract. Comparison:
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Recommendation: (ED440P) — See Figure 3
ED 490 Student Teaching Seminar



Table 27: 15wks ED490
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N
Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese EDA90: Student Teaching Seminar Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
11 11 3 3 10 10
0 0 0 0 0 0 Total: Proficiencies: |Percentage: Criteria:
Philosophy of Educati : 9 3 o o S OO oiosoohy of Educat
|oso(pA|\|/l(’JLOS)ucat|on D 0 D 0 D 3 D 3 o o |050(pA|\|/ ISLOS)ucatlon
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(All PLOS) — (Al PLOS)
p 11] p 3 P 8 p 0 91.7%

o B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 0.0% o
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Table 28: 15wks ED491
Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese Feleni Alainuuese ED491: Student Teaching Fieldwork Comparison:
Fall 2018 SPR 2019 Fall 2019 SPR 2020 Fall 2018 - Spring 2020 - 15 Week Session
11 11 3 3 10 10
0 0 0 0 0 0 Total: Proficiencies: | Percentage: Criteria:
Philosophy of Educati 5 - q s a s 0 B o0 Philosophy of Educati
ilosophy of Education ilosophy of Education
D D D D D 12.59
(All PLOS) 0 0 3 3 % (AIl PLOS)
P 11 P 3 p 7 P 21 P 87.5%
B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0.0%
Formal/Informal Obs. 5 0 5 5 5 > 5 7 b m 7:/ Formal/Informal Obs.
(All PLOS) — (All PLOS)
P 11 P 1 p 8 P 20 P 83.3%

- B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0 B 0.0% N
Thematic Unit Plan D 0 5 3 D 0 5 5 5 Y Thematic Unit Plan
(AIl PLOs) — (All PLOs)

P 11 P 1 p 10 P 22 P 91.7%

Comprehensive Exam 8 0 B 0 8 0 8 0 8 0.0% Comprehensive Exam

0,
(All PLOS) D 0 D 0 D 0 D 0 D 0.0% (All PLOS)
P 11 P 3 p 10 P 24 P 100.0%
Parental Involvement B 0 B g 8 0 B 0 8 0.0% Parental Involvement
0,
(All PLOs) D 0 D L D 0 D ! D 4.2% (All PLOS)
P 11 P 2 p 10 P 23 P 95.8%
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39

Recommendation: (ED490/491)
* No drastic changes to student teaching seminar & fieldwork.
* However, the proposed modifications to the student teaching manual is the inclusion of
the requirement for in-service
* Figure 1 identifies modifications made to the manual: defining pre-service student
teacher and in-service student teacher. Redefining fieldwork requirement for in-service
student teacher.

Figure 1: Modifications to the student teaching manual

Student Teacher Candidates seeking teacher certification are enrolled as (a).
Pre-service student teacher: The student teacher candidate enrolled as a full-
time student and (b) In-service student teacher: Educators teaching full-time

while enrolled in the bachelor’s degree program.

Description of Observation:

In-service student teacher candidate:
— The in-service student teacher candidate will utilize respective grade-
level placement and classroom assignment as the student teaching site for
the student teaching fieldwork placement.

— All required observations for the student teaching fieldwork and course
assignments for the semester will be implemented, assessed, and
evaluated in the classroom placement at the school site.

— A cooperating teacher will be assigned to work with the in-service
student teacher candidate.

— Critical information pertaining to instructional practices: classroom
management plan, in-service candidate’s vision and mission, long-term
and short-term goals, school policies, and students learning styles will be
listed in the student teacher candidate’s schedule submitted after the
second week of instruction.

Observation Requirement:

In-service Formal Observations: Cooperating Teacher
— All four formal observations must be of four different subject matter.

— All four formal observations must be completed before the

irmanlarmantatrinn Aftha Frsir raranlbre tharnmatic sinits mlan



Figure 2: Proposed changes to ED285 & ED440

ED285 Teaching Samoan
Language and Culture(3)
Prerequisite(s): SAM111 OR

ED285P Teaching Samoan

ED440 Elementary

Language and Culture
Practicum (1)

This course offers a thorough
study of the ASDOE K-12
Samoan Language curriculum,
emphasizing master of
sequencing of levels and
scope. It will help students
use the whole language
approach to plan, implement,
and assess/evaluate the
teaching of Samoa Language
in their classrooms. It
reviews the theories of
language acquisition
introduced in other teacher
education courses.

Pre-requisite: SAM 111 or

40

ED440P Elementary Samoan
Language Methods Field

Note: Must be taken

This course will provide
students the opportunity to
be observed by mentor
teachers with years of
professional teaching
experience. Students will
meet with their mentor
teacher/college instructor to
discuss feedback and
implement
recommendations for the
classroom. (Note: 1
practicum credit; students
are required to take both
lecture and practicum during
the same semester)

theories of language
acquisition. A distinction
between literature-based
and language-based
curriculum will be
surveyed and examined.
Also, the focus will be on
the integration of the
Whole Language to the
teaching of the Samoan
Language in the learning
environment. The
students will be given the
opportunity to construct,
interpret, and evaluate
meaningful learning
experiences conforming
to Matai’a and Alafua o le
Gagana Samoa set forth
by the American Samoa
Department of Education.

simultaneously with ED440
This course is a field
experience and practical
requirement for all
students in the B.Ed.
program. Students are
involved in applying and
implementing course
required assignments with
emphasis on theoretical,
pedagogical, and content-
based practices learned in
their work in elementary
schools as pre-
professionals under the
guidance and supervision
of the ASCC Field
Coordinator, Teacher
Education faculty, and K-8
school system cooperating
teachers. A minimum of
five hours per week is
required in conjunction
with professional
education courses. This
course also requires a 15-
hour seminar component
for expected field training
course work and the
monitoring of the field
training experience. (Note:
1 practicum credit)

- Language Attitudes

(CALP)

I Aspects of Language

- Study of Language
(Psycholinguistics, neurolinguistics,
and sociolinguistics)

- Subsystems of Language
(Phonological system,
morphological system, syntax,
semantics, & pragmatics)

Paralinguistic and nonlinguistic
- Implications for Teachers

- - language Variation (standards,
dialect, pidgins, etc..)
2. Cognitive/Academic Language Proficiency

1. Language-based

Literature-based
- Defining the two
- Differentiating
- Exemplars of
- Alignment to teaching of the
Samoan Language & Culture

2. Language-based vs. Literature-based
- Transfer of language-skills




- Define

- Exemplars

- Alignment to teaching Samoan
Language & culture

3. Research in Language and Brain development:

- Plato

- Descartes

- Locke’s Tabula Rasa

- Skinner’s Behaviorism

- Noam Chomsky

- Lev Vygotsky

- Stephen Krashen’s Monitor Model

- Whole Language Approach - linking to the

teaching of the Samoan Language & Culture
4.Alignment of research and theory to
teaching the Samoan Language.

- Planning: Lesson Planning -
Samoan Language & Samoan
culture

- Classroom Management — Mood,
feel, and atmosphere of the
classroom when teaching Samoan
Language/culture; organization of
instruction, etc..

- Lesson Delivery — methods and
technique aligned to the teaching
of the Samoan Language & Culture

5.Content Standards/Benchmark:

a. Matati’a & Alafua

b. Taua o le Gagana tautala & Gagana
tusitusi

c. Au’iliili vaega o le Gagana o lo’o nono |
totonu o Matati’a & Alafua faavae e le

Ofisa o Aoga.

Recommendation: (ED285) & ED440
* Identify course text for both courses

- Primary language instruction

* Dual Language Approach Models

* Second Language Instruction

- Literature-based instruction

- Alignment of Language-based & Literacy-
based to teaching Samoan Language &
culture.

3. Cultural influence to the teaching and
learning of Language:

* Language Pedagogy:

- Intercultural Communication

- Innovation

- Activity

- Dialogue

- Critique

4.Implications of the Language Pedagogy to
the teaching of the Samoan Language &
Culture

41

a. How identified language pedagogy
aligns to lessons written — Gagana
Samoa.

b. Linking language pedagogy to the
language of instruction when
teaching Gagana Samoa.

c. Connecting to iinstructional
practices.

5. Content Standards/Benchmark:
a. Matati’a & Alafua
b. So’otaga o le Gagana & Aganuu

e Alignment of course text to the course learning outcomes, course description, and

the scope of work for the two classes.

* Proposing a hold on the implementation of the changes until the department has

secured course texts for the two classes.
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Overall Recommendation:

1.

2.

Critical that ALL faculty report accurate numbers for reliability of data.

ALL faculty and adjunct have the same understanding of the scope of work
required for respective course.

Significance for all faculty to have a shared understanding. Paramount that
calibration is scheduled on a semester basis for the department.

Department proposing Blended Learning instead of a full-fledged online learning as
indicated especially for the ASCC-ASDOE/TED certification coursework.

Professional Training on the completion of the assessment data sheet for faculty and
adjuncts share opinions and details that do not concern assessment.

Critical that all FACULTY and ADJUNCT understand that recommendation needs
to be supported by data.

Crucial that all FACULTY have a shared understanding of RIGOR when it comes
to 100-200 versus 300-400 level coursework.

Identified summative assignments for particular coursework are now awarded
double the point value as indicated in the rubrics while formative ratings will
receive the point value as identified in the course rubrics. However, all other
summative assignments for most of the courses are awarded 100 pts.
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