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For each year of the assessment cycle, data is collected through internal and external sources. 
These assessment measures are aligned with the Mission and Vision of the University as well as 
with the respective CTC standards. (Please see Candidate Learning Outcomes and Curriculum 
Maps for this alignment.)   
 
Using Taskstream as the primary data storage system, the program analyzes assessment data 
biennially to gauge candidates’ progress throughout their course of study and ensure CTC 
program standards are met.  This evidence of candidate learning is reported in the CTC Biennial 
Report. (Please see the Biennial Report 2012-14 in Points of Distinction for actual data tables 
citing evidence of student learning.)  
 
In the analysis, strengths and areas for improvement are identified to include: a) candidate 
competence; and b) program effectiveness. Based upon the findings, the programmatic changes 
and improvements are implemented to improve candidate performance, program quality and 
program operations. 
 

Analyses and Discussion of Candidate and Program Data 

CalTPA for Moderate/ Severe Education Specialist Candidates 
 

Criteria Strengths Areas for Improvement 

Task 1 No data reported. No data reported. 

Task 2 

The candidates gave considerable effort to 
learning about their students.  The 

candidates are receiving solid exposure to 
and practice of how to design effective 

instruction.  75% of our candidates passed 
this task on the 2nd  attempt. The average 

mean score was only 2.87/4 

Our program needs to continue 
encouraging the practice of making 

appropriate instructional and content 
adaptations to meet the needs of  

students. 

Task #3 

Candidates are gaining proficiency in 
planning developmentally appropriate 
activities and reflecting on evidence of 

student learning based on those 
assessments.  60% of our candidates passed 
this task on the 1st attempt; 100% on the 2nd 

attempt. 

Candidates continue to be challenged 
in making adaptations to their 

instruction, content, and assessment 
in the effort to meet the needs of their 

English Learners and children who 
pose different learning challenges. 



Task #4 

The criteria in Task 4 became one of the 
higher scoring criteria.  Candidates passed 

this task on the first attempt, with an 
average mean score of 3.21/4 

Candidates are in the final clinical 
practice experience and they continue 

to be challenged with developing 
appropriate adaptations to meet the 

learning needs of all students. 

 
 

EDU 600 Philosophy of Education Signature Assignment 
 

Criteria Strengths Areas for Improvement 
Knowledge of research-based 

theories and principles of 
human learning and 

development 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with a mean score of 4.0/4 No improvement needed 

Knowledge about how these 
theories affect classroom 

practice. 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.17/4 – 4.0/4. 

No improvement needed but 
continued emphasis 

recommended. 

Reflection on how these 
theories affect and resonate 

with candidates' beliefs. 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.0/4 – 4.0/4. 

No improvement needed but 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Presentation is grammatically 
correct, spelling is correct, 

layout is organized. 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with a mean score of 4.0/4 No improvement needed. 

 

EDU 610 Methods of Teaching Reading and Writing Signature Assignment 
 

Criteria Strengths Areas for Improvement 

Data collection through 
anecdotal observation and 

student conferences 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.75/4 – 4.0/4. 
No improvement needed. 

Data collection to determine 
student ELD abilities 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.50/4 – 4.0/4. 
No improvement needed. 



Data collection through 
administration of literacy 
assessment instruments 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.25/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Reflection on student 
strengths and areas for growth 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.0/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Setting learning goals or next 
steps for student growth 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.0/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

 

EDU 650 Assessment and Services for Students with Disabilities signature assignment 

Criteria Strengths Areas for Improvement 

Ecological Inventory 
Candidates passed this criteria 

with means scores ranging from 
3.22/4 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Target behavior interfering 
with learning 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.67/4 – 4.0/4 

 
 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

 

 

Data collection of presence 
and absence of behavior 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.22/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended.. 

Functional analysis of data 
with hypothesis and rationale 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.22/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Goal development: reduce 
behavior interfering with 

learning 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.22/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 



Goal development: teach a 
replacement behavior that is 
socially acceptable and leads 

to self-regulation 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.11/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Goal development: access to 
an activity that enhances the 

quality of one’s life. 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.11/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Reflection 
Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.11/4 – 4.0/4 

No improvement needed with 
continued emphasis recommended. 

 

EDU 652 Consultation and Collaboration for IEPs signature assignment 

Criteria Strengths Areas for Improvement 

Common core standards and 
lesson plan objectives 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

2.5/4 – 4.0/4 

Program team needs to review Intern 
performance on this signature 

assignment. 

Additional considerations for 
students 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.5/4 – 4.0/4 
No improvement needed. 

Considerations for enhancing, 
materials (content) and 

assessment (student product) 
with co-teaching staff 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

3.0/4 – 4.0/4. 

No improvement needed but 
continued emphasis recommended. 

Considerations for enhancing 
instruction (process) with co-

teaching staff 

Candidates passed this criteria 
with mean scores ranging from 

2.5/4 – 4.0/4 

Program team needs to review Intern 
performance on this signature 

assignment. 

 


