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NCATE recognition of this program is dependent on the review of the program by representatives of the
Association for Childhood Education International {(ACEI).
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. Further development required O Maticnally recognized with probation QR Not nationally
recognized [See Part G]

Test Results (from information supplied in Assessment #1, if applicable)
The program meets or exceeds an 80% pass rate on state licensure exams:
O Yes
O No
' Not applicable
> Not able to determine

Comments, if necessary, concerning Test Results:
It appears:that-the-Universidad De Puerto:Rico DeCayeyihay ad 13 elementarycandidates:over the past
hree years. Commonwealth of Puerto Rico results are reported as are the results for the institution.
However, the institutional pass rate over 3 years is 45 candidates. The numbers of candidates in the
program as noted by the number passing assessments 3-6 over the past three years (13) doesn't match the
number of candidates for whom Commonwealth licensure data were reported.

Summary of Strengths:

;Assemnents 3,4, 5, and 6 are clearly defined and inopulv lened All four assessments provide clear
evidence ol"‘lelf,stg the standards to which they have been allgned.

PART B - STATUS OF MEETING SPA STANDARDS

DEVELOPMENT, LEARNING AND MOTYIVATION

qclolcscents 10 LOHQULIC[ lenmmﬂ O;J])OIFUH'I’LS that :Uppou mdmdual tLuIcntS uev::lu};menl ..,.C(.]LH.‘:.HI(‘II
of' knowledge, and motivation.
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Assessments l 'md s have been allcrned 10 ACI:I stanééi.d 1.0.

The Profedsional Competencnes Testis '1I|onecf {6 ACEI Standards 1. 0, 3.1, and 4.0. Three years of data
for 135 cand|dates show “averages” of 89%, 96%, and 93%. Subscore data are provided, but the
HEmbErs ate' h]O‘hE‘l tht He Cayey‘b"’ﬁ i’dhfesgmeﬁtmnéﬁ inthic p ious test T ppal ot 1o be
Specific to ‘Cayey o' ifétance - data'fot Caiididates Gii-dssasintents 3,547 dild 5 5hoW data o3
candidates over 3 3 years while the state licensure tests show data for 44-46 elementary test takers one that
same time.

Assessment #3 is a Teaching Unit or Unit Plans. Data are aligned to ACEI standards 1.0, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3,
i2.4, 2.5,2.6,2.7,3.1,3.2,3.3,4.0 and 5.1. Rows of the rubric are aligned to multiple standards in the
caseof 2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4,2.5,2.6, and 2.7. Data, however, are reported by the rows of the rubrics. Scores
tare spread over seven ("ITLUOIIE:S with all except | candidate scoring at level 3. 4, or 5 on all items,
Iu‘idle‘.. to each individual standard,




!Assessment #4 is an assessment of student teaching. The rubrics are aligned to ACEI standards ACEI
Standards 1.0, 2.1, 2.2, 23,24, 2.5, 2.6,2.7,2.8,3,1,3.2,3.3,34,3.5,4.0, 5.1;.and 5.2. Onsxubric
{?ocuses on pedagogy; the other on content. A four-level rubric (0-3) is provided with clear descriptors in
the cells of the rubric. Data are provided for 13 candidates over three years. Means are provide without
ranges. Without ranges, one is unable to determine the percent passing the assessment.

CURRICULUM

Standard 2.i. Reading, Writing, and Oral Laniguage, Candidates demonsiraie & high levei of
competence in use of Enn ish Ianou"lce arts and they know, understand, and use concepts from reading,
language and child development, to teach reading, writing, speaking, viewing, listening, and thinking

skills and to help students successfully apply their developing skills to many different situations,
materials, and ideas.

Met Met with Conditions Not Met
O o O
Comment:

IAssessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 2.1. See comments for Assessments 1,
3, and 4 in'Standard 1.0.

Assessment #2' Course Grades of content:courses; is atighed to ACEI standards2:1; 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5,
and 2.7. Grades are not reported for the courses themselves, but for four of the six the content areas,
those related to 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, and by cohorts of program completers. It is not clear that the content
courses mentioned are required of all candidates or whether choices are given. Only means are provided,
and not ranges as required in the NCATE guidelines for Documenting Course Grades. Except for a 2.98
mean in science over three years, all others are 3.0 or above.

The Teacher Work Sample is provided as Assessment 5. The narrative aligns the TWS to ACEI
standards 2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4,2.5,2.6,2.7,3.1,3.2,3.3,3.4,3.5,4.0, 5.1, and 5.2. Data are aligned to these
standards, showing data (2 33-3.0) over time for three candidates in multiple content areas. All

,camhdates scored a 2 or 3, mestly 3s, on each indicator. Data show candidates addressing these
;.;[andcndb i TWS \\:0=I\.

Standard 7.2 Science, Candidates bnow, virdomstand, and use fndaments! ¢ s of ciysical, |
and carth/space sciences. Candidates can L.ealgll and mqm Ment age-appropriate inguiry fesscns to each
science, to build student understanding for personal and social ﬂp])!lL'}ElOH.;, and to convey the nature of

science.

Met Met with Conditions ] Not Met
O O ©

—

Comment:

‘L‘\ssessments 1, 2.3.4 and 5 h'we been aligned to ACEI St‘llldald 2 2 See comments in ] 0 and 2.
related to th]s btandald '

Standard 2.3. Mathematics. Candidates knov{ u_ndelstand and use t the majo: concepts and _ .
proceduies’ that def:1e Mifiber and opemtlons algebra, geoinetry, igastirernét, and datct ana1ysy' and’”

probability . I domo SO thev COHS]SIenﬂy e'ngaoe ploblem 50|V|ng leasomna and ploof con"mwmcatlon,
connections, and representation.

Met Met with Conditions Not Met
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Comment:

[Assessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 2.3. See comments in 1.0 and 2.1
related to this standard.

Standard 2.4. Social studies. .Candidates know, understand, and use the major concepts and modes
of inquiry from the social studies—the integrated study of history, geography, the social sciences, and
other related areas—to promote elementary students’ abilities to make informed decisions as citizens of a
culturally diverse democratic society and interdependent world.

Met Met with Conditions - Not Mt
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Comment:

|Assessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEIl stancl'ud 2.4. See comments in 1.0 and 2.1
related to this standard.

Standard 2.5. The arts. Candidates know, understand, and use—as appropriate to their own
understanding and skills—the content, functions, and achievements of the performing arts (dance, music,
theater) and the visual arts as primary media fol LOITIITIUI‘]]CHUOI'I mquuv and engagement among
elementary, students.

Met Met with Conditions . R Not Met
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Abseqsments 2,3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI stand 1d 2.5: See: comments in 1.0 and 2:1 related
to this standard.

Standard 2.6. Health education. Candidates know, understand, and use the rajor concepts in the
subject matier of health education to create opportunities for student development and practice of skills
that contribuie to good health,

Met Met with Conditions

HE G |
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f-‘m~.Lss netnits 2, 4, and 3 have been alloned o~
;Th]s standard.

Jmmi ul 6. See cormments in 1.0 and 2.1 related o

Standard 2.7. Physical education. Candidates know, understand, and use—as appropriate to their
own understanding and skills—human movement and physical activity as central elemenrs to fostel
active, hea]thy life SIers and enhanced qua]nty oi IrFe for elementaly students

Met ~ ° Metwith C‘ondltlons ‘Not Met

|""; . r"‘f‘u (-.-1
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Comment:

Asrebsmems 2, 3,4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 2.7. See comments in 1.0 and 2.1 related
ito this ::["Hld?!d : : ' N —




Standard 3.1, Integrating and applying knowledge for instruction. Candidates plan and implement
instruction based on knowledge of students, learning theory, connections across the curriculum, curricular
goals, and community.

Met Met with Conditions Not Met
I ~ N
- k) &)
Comment:
‘r\sqcsdlr‘ -nts 1, 3,4, 3, and & have been dnunu 1o ACE] standard 3.1, See comm ents in 1.0 and 2.1

related to this standaid.

Standard L2 Adantation fo diverse st
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differ in their development and approaches 1o lean iing, and create instructicnal opportunities that are
adapted to diverse students.
Met Met with Conditions Not Met
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Comment:
Assessments,3, 4, 5, and 6 have been '111gnf:d to ACEI standard 3.2.

Assessment #3 |s a Feachmg Umt or Umt Plans D'ita are allgned 0 ACEi stand'uds 1.0, 2 1, 2 2 2 3,
P N M e T ) 3 3,4.0and 5.1. Rows of the rubric are aligned to multiple standards in the

case of 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2 4,2.5,2.6,and 2.7. Data, however, are reported by the rows of the rubrics. Scores
are’spread ovel sevel «asﬁf@g@nes withall emept’l]‘canduﬂaiefgéormwa‘ﬁJe\‘eh‘?: vl S oliall-iteims,
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Assessment #4 is an assessment of student teaching. The rubrics are aligned to ACEI standards ACEI
Standards 1.0,2.1,2.2,23,24,2.5,2.6, 2.7, 2.8,3.1,3.2, 33,34, 3.5, 4.0, 5.1, and 5.2, Ori¢ mubric
focuses on pedagogy; the other on content. A four-level rubric (0-3) is provided with clear descriptors in
the cells of the rubric. Data are provided for 13 candidates over three years. Means are provide without
ranges. Without ranges, one is unable to determine the percent passing the assessment.

The Teacher Work Sample is provided as Asqessment 5. The narrative aligns the TWS to ACEI
standards2.1,.2.2, 2.3, 24 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 3:1, 3.3,3.4,3.5,4.0,5.1, and 5.2, Data are aligned to these
standards, showing d‘at’t (2 33-3.0) over time fm three candidates in multlple content areas. AII
candidates scored a 2 ar’3, mostly 3s, on each indicator. Data show candidates addressing these
standards in TWS work.

o

|Assessment #6 is the C Community Service Project, aligned to ACE! standards 3.1, 3.2, 3.4,4.0, 5.1, and
5.2, Five saemesters of L.mt are provided for 24 ﬂ"f‘ld e Sml:*a range rrom means of 7 5 to 3, J ACross
the several elements of the standard. Data show candidaies ad

| 1r_; tr-\,;. e r(' ,1(_' |!;‘u

Standard 3.3, Development of ceritical 'ilmhmg and problem soiving. Candidates understand and
use a variety u[ ie m,hmd strategies that encourage elementary students” development of critical thinking

and problem solving,

Met - Met with Conditions : i ; - i i Not-Met .
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Comment:

i[Assessments 3,4, 5, and 6 have been aligned to ACEI standard 3.3. See comments related to these
assessments in Standard 3.2.

Standard 3.4. Active engagement in learning. Candidates use their knowledge and understanding of
individual and group motivation and behavior among students at the K-6 level to foster active
engagement in learning, self motivation, and positive social interaction and to create supportive learning
envirenments.

Met. Met with Conditions Not Met
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Comment:

ssessiments 4, 5, and 6 have been aligned to ACEI standard 3.4. See comments related to these
lassessments in Standard 3.2.

Standard 3.5. Communication to foster collaboration. Candidates use their knowledge and
understanding of effective verbal, nonverbal, and media communication techniques to foste: active
inquiry, collabmanon and supportive mtelactlon in the elementaly classnoom

Met  Met with Conditions " "Not Met
“.__:{ ':) ] ;s O e
Comment:

Assessments 4 and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 3.5. See comments lehted to these
assessments in Standard 3.2. -

ASSESSMENT

Standard 4.0. Assessment for instruction. Candidates know, understand, and use formal and informal
assessment strategies to plan, evaluate and strengthen instruction that will promote continuous
intellectual, social, emotional, and physical d\,velopmenl of each elementary student.

et Met with Conditions Not Met
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Comment:

Assessmients Lo & 4 S 5 and 6 are 2 hgued to ACE] Standard 4.0,

Assessment #1. The Professional Competenmes Test is aligned to ACEI Standards 1.0, 3.1, and 4.0.
Three years of data for 135 candidates show “averages’ > of 89%, 96%, and 93%. Subscore data are
provided, but the numbers are higher than the Cdyev candidates mentioned n the previous lest The data
appear not to be specific to Cayey.

Assessment #3 is a Teachirig Unit or Unit Plans. Data are aligned to ACEI standards 1.0, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3,
2.4,2.5,2.6,2.7,3.1,3.2,3.3, 4.0 and 5.1. Rows of the rubric are aligned to multiple standards in the
caseof 2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4, 2.5, 2.6, and 2.7. Data, however, are reported by the rows of the rubrics. Scores
are spread over seven categories, with all except | candidate scoring at level 3, 4, or 5 on all items,
related te-gach individual standard.




Assessment #4 is an assessment of student teaching. The rubrics are aligned to ACEI standards ACEI
Standards 1.0, 2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4,2.5,2.6,2.7, 2.8, 3 3 153.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 4.0, 5.1, .and 5.2, One rubric
focuses on pe(lagogy, the other on content. A four-level rubric (0-3) is provided with clear descriptors in
the cells of the rubric. Data are provided for 13 candidates over three years. Means are provide without
ranges. Without ranges, one is unable to determine the percent passing the assessment.

The Teacher \‘fOtl\ Sample is provided as A"ff‘c 3441 u1t 5. The nanefn'e aligns the TWS to ACEl
standards 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 24, 2.5,2.6,2.7,3.1,3.2. %3, 34, 3.5, 4.0, 3.1, dml 5.2. Data are aligned to these
standards, showing data (2.33-3.0) over time for lhree candidates in multiple content areas. All
candidates scored a 2 or 3, mostly 3s, on each indicator. Data show candidates addressing these
Ist'andards in TWS work.

r\ssessment #6 is the Community Service Project, aligned to ACEI standards 3.1, 3.2, 3.4; 4.0, 5.1, and
5.2. Five semesters of data are provided for 24 candidates. Scores range from means of2 3 to 3.0 across
the several elements of the standard. Data show" candldates addtessmg these standalds

. PROFESSIONALISM |

Standard,5.1. Professional growth, reflection, and evaluation., Candidates are aware of and reflect on
theu plaCthG in light of research on teaching, |\1ofesclonal cthics; and resources 'wallable for professional
learning; they continually evaluate the effects of their orofessional decisions and actions on students,
families and other professionals in the learning community and actively seek out opportunities to grow
professionally.

Met Met with Conditions Not Met
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J\e,sussm\, s 3, 4 3 and 6 ave aligned to ACEi Standard 5.1. Data from these assessments r‘ocu‘nem
rlhqt candidates u.uches..s these standalds.

Standard 3.2, Coitaboration with families, colieagues, and community agencies. Candidates know
the importance of eblabu;hmg and maintaining a positive coliaborative yelationship with tamilies, schcol
colleagues, and agencies in the larger community to promote the intellectual, social, emotional, physical
growth and well-being of children. | .
Met Met with Conditions - Not Met
o e

A, Q

Comment:

|/\ssessments 4,5, and 6 are. ".Ilgned to ACEl Smndald 5 D'—tta ﬂom Lhese assessments document that
|e1nd]d'1tes 'zcidless these st’mdmds “““

PART C - EVALUATION OF PROGRAM REPORT EVIDENCE
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C.1. Landlddtes knowkdce of oontcnt

umte Licensure Tests sana Course Grades have been used to doeumenl Landldate i\nov\ ‘\.dt‘t of eontent

C.2. Candidazes' ability to understand and apply pedagogical and professienal content



knowledge, skills, and dispositions

To document candidates’ ability to understand and apply pedagogical and professional content
knowledge and skills, a teaching unit, the student teaching evaluation, and a community service project
have been submitted.

C.3. Candidate effects on P-12 student learning
iTheATeacher Work Sample documents candidate effects on student learning.

PART D - EVALUATION OF THE USE OF ASSESSMENT RESULTS

Evidence that assessment results are evaluated and applied to the improvement of candidate
performance and strengthening of the program (as discussed in Section V of the program report)

Based on data from the diversity reflections in the Teacher Work Sample and Teaching Unit, the
institution has begun to track candidate reflections over time to assure that these were sufficient.

The teaching unit appears to be working well for the institution. It "measures a candidate’s ability to
plan is a very strong tool that does not only show a candidate’s capacity to plan instruction and to design
curriculum but to manifest as well creativity based on theory and research."

"The field experience course has strengthen the TPP program as expected providing the need for
extended experiences in school. Even thouoh only 20 hours of direct contact are required Candidates
frequently exceed them. The program faculty is committed not only to supervise the Clinical experience
but to be part of the schools being available to give in service training to Teachers. The Cooperating
Teacher course had in the last time it was offered January 2014 a school Teacher as one of the resources
and it is expected to be offered the next time in a school using faculty and teachers as resources."

"The community service is an emblematic project of UPR Cayey and has been widely disseminated.
Completers come back during their professional practice to offer their working place as Centers for the
project. It has been a strong means in creating a liaison among candidates, Schools and the University."

PART E - AREAS FOR CONSIDERATION

Areas for consideration

PART F - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

F.1. Comments on Section I (Context) and other topics not covered in Parts B-E:

F.2. Concerns for possible follow-up by the Board of Examiners:

PART G-DECISIONS
Decision:

National Recognition with Conditions. The program will be listed as nationally recognized on



websites and/or other publications of the SPA and NCATE. The institution may designate its
program as nationally recognized by NCATE., through the time period specified below, in its
published materials. National recognition is dependent upon NCATE accreditation.

NATIONAL RECOGNITION WITH CONDITIONS

The program is recognized through:
MM DD YYYY

o2 /ot o7

Subsequent action by the institution : To retain national recognition, a report addressing the
conditions to recognition must be submitted in accordance with the instructions below. The program has
up to two opportunities to address conditions. If the program is submitting a Response to Conditions
Report for the first time, the possible deadlines for submitting that report are 3/15/15, 9/15/15, 3/15/16,
or 9/15/16. Note that the opportunity to submit a second Response to Conditions report (if needed), is
only possible if the first Response to Conditions report is submitted on or before the 3/15/16 submission

deadline; however, the program should NOT submit its Response to Conditions until it is confident that it
has addressed all the conditions in Part G of this recognition report.

If the program is currently Recognized with Conditions and is submitting a second Response to

Conditions Report; the next report must be submitted by the date below. Failure to submit a report by the
date below will result in loss of national recognition.

MM DD  YYYY
loo /15 /|2016

The following conditions must be addressed within 18 months (or within the time period

specified above if the program's recognition with conditions has been continued). See above for
specific date.

lBCL’]LISb this is an Optlon C report, the reviewers rs examined the plewous assessments and results as
lplt:,ented in the last review to make decisions about the assessments in this report. Since the time of the
last report, ACEI is now examining the alignment of the rubrics in terms of getting "clean" data, by
lassuring that each element/row of each rubric is aligned to a single ACE! standard. The foliowing
I“(‘(‘I]dlil’)l“i should be included in a "response 10 conditions” Tor full recogniticn.

he following conditions must be met to be {illy recognized.
‘Assessiient # 1 , the General Knowledge Test and the Faoimb;unﬂl Competencies Test provide scores for
a much higher number of candidates than the other assessments. It is unclear whether the data from the
licensure tests are specific to Puerto Rico in general or to the Universidad De Puerto Rico De Cayey

candidates. Data on most Universidad De Puerto Rico De Cayey candidates has smal! numbers...13
over three years.

Assessment #2 Course Grades: NCATE's Guidelines for Documenlmo Coume Grades have not been
used. Please find those guidelines on the NCA TE iwebsite anid in the resubmission, provide evidence as
mquested "All SPAs will now accept g cnades in SPA specnﬂc content courses..." Note, this mdlcates
"content” courses, wlmh we tnanslate as not comses othm than conten[ comses "Courses must be




-equired for all candidates in-the program; elective courses may not be used as evidence." GPA (mean,
L‘ange) should be included. If candidates are allowed choices of courses between-two or three content
ourses, those courses should not be used because they are not "required” of all candidates.

Please click ""Next"

Fhis is the end of the report. Please click "Next” o proceed.



