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Cumicularssouree

A Candidate work during field experiences
Learning Assessment Model Project (LAMP)

Institutional Sources

A Unit Assessment System Data

A Data from surveys of employers, candidates
and supervisors



Canditiate \Wokkouripgikield
Expelieneces
Learning Assessment Model Project (LAMP)

A Ten day standardéased teaching unit required
for all BSU student teachers

A LAMP allows BSU student teachers to showcase
knowledge acquired throughout teacher
education program

A Projects allow students to thoughtfully apply
Instructional strategies to impact student
learning In classroom environment

A Used as key assessment in all of the SPA Report
A Includes five components



LAMP campoaents

The Instructional Unit

U Inclusion of academic content standards/variety
of instructional strategies

U Accommodation of developmental difficulties
U Incorporation of media and technology

Assessments (pre/post measures)
U Validity and reliability of assessments

U Presence of specific and appropriate criteria for
mastery levels

U Well constructed test items




LAMIP (Gampobnents (cantinued)

K-12 Student Project

U Incorporation of state and national standards In
the project

U Presentation of evaluation criteria

Assessments (pre/post measures)

U Appropriately addresses standards incorporated
In the project

U Evaluates both processes and conventions

U Presence of specific and appropriate criteria for
mastery level




LAMIP (Gampobnents (cantinued)

K-12 Student Learning Evaluation
U Pretest performance graph with interpretation

U Rationale for instructional modifications based
on pre-test

U Interpretation of project performance
U Posttest performance graph with interpretation

U Comparison of prdest, posttest, and project
performance

U Reflection of data and rationale for
modifications for future instruction
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Institutional Sourees



Unit Assessment\Systemalata

A Faculty analyze candidate performance,
Including performance on LAMP and other
assessments related to impact on student
learning

A Candidates may check their performance

A Faculty can create reports to see aggregated
or disaggregated LAMP assessment data



ExamplecofiRubr e Rkovw fanWAMP

Unsatisfactory Basic Proficient Distinguished

Standards aligned to this row:
» INTASC P1K1, 6 P2K3, PaK1

5. Interpretation |nterpretation does  Interpretation reflects Interpretation reflects Interpretation reflects

of Post-test not accurately reflect whole class whole class and whole class and
Performance data. Analysis does performance. either compares specific student
not address students’ Analysis does not specific student performance on the
content area identify individual performance onthe  post-test and class
understanding, differences in content pretest and post-test performance on each
area understanding. or class performance element. Analysis
on separate reflects critical
standards. Analysis  thinking in
reflects students’ relationship to
knowladge of students’ knowledge
individual content of content area
area concepts. concepts.

Standards aligned to this row:
» INTASCP1K2 P2K3, P3P4
e TESOL - 5 Domains 5.c
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LAMPCompafison
Date

Faculty can compare
different data sets. In this
example, each blue bar
represents LAMP Data for
Language Arts candidates
who were assessed
between July 1, 2008une
30, 2009 and the red bar
represents candidates

assessed between July 1,
2009 June 30, 2010.

Average Rubric Performance

- Assessment 1 (default)

[} LAMP Assessm

© ALL Semesters
@ 07/01/2008
START (MM/DD/YYYY
Currently Enrolled
All Students

© Qe

Graph Format ~

1. Content Standards

2. Additional
Standards

3. Developmental
Appropriateness

4. Authentic Skills

5. Instructional
Strategies

6. Technology and/or
Media

7. Development of Unif

Plan
1. Validity

2. Reliability

3a. Objective Test
ltems

3b. Other Quantifiable

Measures
4. Testing
Accommodations for

Students with Special

Needs

5. Criteria for Mastery

6. Content
Assessment

1. Student Leaming
Graphs

2. Interpretation of
Pretest Performance
3. Rationale for
Instruction
Modifications Based
on Pretest Analysis
4_ Interpretation of
Project Performance
5. Interpretation of
Post-test
Performance

6. Analysis of
Instructional
Approaches

1. Standards
Addressed within the
Rubric

2. Procedures and
Mechanics within the
Rubric

3. Rubric
Construction

4. Criteria for Mastery

Overall

ent (Fall07 - present)

-

[ oerz0r2009 |

END (MMDD/YYYY)

Students

D

c

==}
o

StdDev.

0.71
0.71
0.71
0.80
0.00
0.67
0.71
0.73
0.00
0.71
0.00
0.81
071

0.00
0.62
071
0.75
0.71
0.67
071
0.69

141
0.64

0.71
0.83
0.71
0.77
0.00
0.62
0.71
0.59

0.00
0.76

co oo
mo o~
ne B3

0.00
0.67

0.00
0.64

0.00
0.69

0.00
0.71
0.00
0.84
0.00
0.59

v

- Assessment 2 (comparison)
[} LAMP Assessment (Fall07 - present)

ALL Semesters v
® [mr2009 [ [era0r2010 B

START (MM/DD/YYYY) END (MMDD/YYYY)

) Currently Enrolled Students
© All Students



Sunveyata

A Candidates, employers, and supervisors are asked to
respond to questions related to impact on student
learning In a variety of surveys

A Exit Survey Data shared with Professional Education
Committee with focus on areas of concern

A Disaggregated Exit Survey Data shared with Program
Managers

A Educational Leadership Alumni Survey includes
guestions related to impact on student learning

A While current surveys help in effort, unit is seeking
help from institution to encourage higher response
rate

A Professional Development Focus Groups




Exdemndl Datas Sources



Potential BxternalbDat&ources

A Indiana Mentoring and Assessment Program
(IMAP)

A Data from statewide teacher evaluation
system

A Statewide R12 testing and Student Growth
Model

A Data systems that link 22 schools teacher
performance to the educator preparation
unit



Indiana IVientoring & /Assessment

Progtam ((NVIAR)
Al 2YLX SGSR RdzNAy 3 f A O
years of employment

A Required for all beginning teachers,
administrators, and school service personnel

A IMAP Assessment based on INTASC Principle

A Assessment completed by building principal
(or appropriate supervisor)






