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test Results (from information supplied in Assessment #1, if applicable) 
The program rneets or exceeds an 80% pass rate on state I icensure exams: 
..t;,.

\_} ·Yes 

0 No 

O Not applicable 

O Notable to determine 

Comments, if necessary, concerning Test Results : 

lt appeai-s-.tha:t-the:Universi,dad De P.üe1lo0:Rko·D.e ;Cay~yihas had·J3;elernentií~f'.oai11didates 'OVer the past 
hree years. Co rnmonwea lth of Puerto Rico results are reported as are the results for the institution . 

However, the institutional pass rateover 3 years is 45 candidates. The numbers of candidates in the 
programas noted by the number passing assessments 3-6 over the past three years (13) doesn't match the 
number of candidates for whom Commonwea lth licensure elata were repo rted. . . 

Summary of Strengths: 

~-;-;-ssments .3 , 4, 5, and 6 ai1: clearly clcfine·d-;.,~-cl¡:;ro¡Je;~fy ali gned. ~á..11 four assessments provicle c!ea;.- ·-· 
!ev idence of address ing the stanclards !'o ,vhich they have bcen aligned. 

PART B - STATUS OF lVIEF.TING SPA .STANDARDS 

DEVELOPi\.1ENT, L EARNING AND M.OHVATION 

Stnndn rd \ .O. Dev<: lupu1en t; J.Jearn ~:1 ~: ~~ r.. <l Il'J tri ivnt io:L (~t.; ~·¡didates kno,-..\ ¡.1nde 1·~J:~ ;!:·{~::.~-td ~:~;e the. 

rnnjor co1 :c. ~~pi::.;, princi r:!t:s: thtories, ~.:;C: re5t:~1r·:·l1 :·c~ ,·.ted t.::, Je·/et,Jpn1ent ·Yf c!l! idrt n r~n,J y1:1 :.!!:; 


adolesce nt:; to construct learning opporf:unities that support individual students' devtlopment, acquisil ion 

of knowlcclge, and moti vation. 


Met Met with Conclitions Not Met 
o. () 

Commcnt: 
,L.• , -<: • ;..:--·. ·: . -°:. : 1·-·. •~ .~- ~ ·: ,;- : ··(--. · . 1 • • •,:..r .. ,~r°· ..\~ '-,: ·;r· ;.· - ~~-.--", ---·· -·-----·--·-·-·--- - - ----­
!Assess1í1ents 1, 3 a11d 4 hcivé 15een a l1 gned tó ACEI stá i1 chi rcl 1.0. 

1The ·Profdsioi~ú·1\ : oi1~phén'tie'sTed1;is\ifrgn~H id A'CEI ~tki, dards 1.0, 3. 1, and 4.0. Three years of data 
fo r 135 ca~1d)cla.tes sh ow "averages" .of 89o/q, 96%, an~I 93%. Subscor<:; data are prov icled, bu.t the 
1¡rlóW1B€i f1aii 'higii~i" HWH itf-fe! c'ayéfiHé\1~füMtd,.~~~1Wl b'ii~:8 ín)he p}~vi6i:íi' t~st.'JhPtHtl(appd(¡fo't"t'ó be 
1~'pet ífic·t0'C'Á)1ey:.. Fó\i'i11staWc'é; data:'fHt ca1fH·/dKtés'&ih11s~~fs'i1fo,itf3} 4',~Aiid' 5'M\'3~,:ai¿fu '.·fc:N;l'.3 
tanclidáte's' o_,ve·r 3 years whi!e the staté ·licensuie tests siio\v·d~úa for 44-46 e'lei11é\1ti i·y test také'rs oll'e tli·at 
same time. 

v-\ ssess111ent #3 is a Teaching Unit or Unit Plans. 0 8ta are aligned to ACEI standarcls 1.0, 2. 1, 2.2, 2.3 , 
12.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 3. ! , 3.2, 3.3, 4.0 and 5. 1. Rows of the rnbric are a li gned to multi ple stanclards in the 
;case of2. I, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6 , and 2.7. Data, howeve:·, are repo rted by the rows of the rubrics. Seores 
!are sp l'eacl ovtr seven categories, ,vith a li except I cancl iclate scorin g at leve! 3, 4, 01· 5 0 11 a li iterns, 
jrclated ro each individual standard. 

:'":. ._......._ 



IAssessrnent #4 is an assessrnent of student teaching. The ru brics are a li gned to ACEI standards ACEI 
~tandards 1.0, 2. 1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 , 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 3.1 , 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 4.0, 5.1, and 5.2. One rubric 
¡F.ocuses on pedagogy; the other on content. A fo ur-l evel rubric (0-3) is provided with clear descriptors in 
fhe ce lls of the rubric. Data are provided fo r 13 candidates o ver three years. Mea ns are pro vide without 
ranges . Without ranges, one is unable to deterrnine the percent pass ing the assessment. 

CURRICULUM 

Sta n_da rd 'l.J. Rend in g, Wdting, and Ond L;ü¡:_.;;nage. Cm1didates demonstrate a high lcvei of 
cornpetcnce in use of Eng! ish language arts and they know, unclerstand, ancl use concepts from reading, 
language and ch i Id deve loprnent, to tea ch read ing, wri ting, speak ing, viewi ng, 1istening, and th inking 
sk i lis ancl to help students successfu ll y apply their cleveloping skills to rnany clifferent situations, 
materials, and ideas. 
Met Met with Conditions 
o o 

Not Met 
o 

Com men t: 

ssessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been ali gned to ACEI standard 2.1. See comments for Assessments 1, 
3, and 4 in Standard 1.0. 

Assessmedt #2'.Codrse GFlides ·of cont'ehtcdürses;· is aligl1€d to ACEI standa'rds '2;']; 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. lt is not clear that the content 
l'courses rncntioned are required of a li cand idates or whether cho ices are given . Only means are provided, 
land _not ranges as requ ired in the NCATE gu idelines for Docurnenting Course Grades. Exce¡)t for a 2.98 
¡mean in sc ience over three years, a ll others are 3.0 or above. 

~ he Teacher Work Sa111 ple is provicled as Assessrnent 5. The narrative a li gns the TWS to ACEI 
¡standarcls 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, ancl 5.2. Data are al igned to these 
¡standards, showing elata (2.33-3.0) over time for three candidates in rnulti ple content areas. AII 
;canclidates sco red a 2 or 3, rncst ly 3s, on each i11dical01". Data show candidates address ing these 
1 '­

!~,landards i,~ T\VS work. 

St~1 nd21rd :?. .. 2. St\e~H.:e. C~nndida~_es kncr·.-'1 .. 1.i!~'-\~:-~l:}:jc: . t1nd usr; f\~ncl·:1,cnectr-d GC·nc:r;;p~s cf ~{:y.sieaL 1if~-. 
and t.,1rthispncc sc i,.:nces. Canclidates can áesign <1nd i111pk1~1e1~c age-a1J¡Hopriale inc¡u iry itsscns to i:each 
se ience. to .bu iId stucl~nt understancl i ng for perso nal ancl socia I appl ic.:iti ons, and to conv~y the nature of 
sc1ence. 
Met Met with Conditions Not Met 

('-,o .___, o 

Comment: . 

ÍAss~SSlllent~ 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 l~ ave been ali gnec!'t~ ACEI st; ,~dard 2.2. See comni'en_ts _iií 1.0 and 2.1 
relatecl to th1s. standard. · · · ·· · · · ·· · ·I ·. . . . . . 

~y~~~~.r9 ~·?·~?H~Jf?tJ.~s... can1 i1ft~~-k:;:8~~~,.-I\~~~1:sJ~'}A,,.~_n? ;~i~t .1:11_~-.'~J.~j_<?,1; -~-ºJ}~~pt~ ;~n9...(,... . : : ;~­
1~ro.ce9ures _t!~_ªr de0n,e ·nu1;1b~1·.and oper~t1 011s.,,~ lgebrn_,_. geó11'.etry, n1e_~sqre111~.11t, ·.a.11~ qat[;l}lllal1.s.15-" ~i.id_'.. : 
probab i I ity : I 11 doi 11g,so 'they consisten! ly enga'ge próble1i1 'so lv ing; reaso,i i ng ánd 'p,:oof, ~OlllfÍlLlliicátí'on, 
con 11ections. ·a11d representilt101i. · · · 

!\'!et Met with Conclilions Not Met 

http:qat[;l}lllal1.s.15
http:y~~~~.r9


( 
~ ,

' o o'--./ 

Comment: 
Assessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 2.3. See co111111ents in 1.0 and 2.1 
related to thi s standard. 

Standard 2.4. Social studies. .Candidates know, understand, and use the rnajor concepts and rnodes 
of inqu iry from the soc ia I stucl ies-the integrated stucly of history, geography, the social sciences, and 
other related areas- to promote e lementary students' abiiit ic~ to makc inforrned decisions as citizens of a 
cu lturally diverse democrat ic society and interclependent world. 
i\'let tvlet with Co nd itions · Not íVlet 

o o 

Comm ent:- --·-----·-- ·· ------·---------·----·------ ·----------·---- --···---­
Assessments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 have been aligned to ACEI strlndard 2.4. See commcnts in 1.0 and 2 .1! 
ire lated to thi s standard. · 

Standard 2.5. The arts. Candidates know, understand , and use- as appropriate to their own 
understanding and skills- the content, functi ons, ancl ac hi evements of the perfonning arts (dance, music, 
theatel') and the visual arts as primary media fo r COl11111L)ll icºation, inqÚiry, and engagement a111011g 
elernentary.studénts. · · ' · · · · 

Me~ Met with Conditions 

Comment: 
[As~:é_s;1\,:~:1~tt7.; 3, 4, and 5 have been al igne.d to 1\CE-J standard 2.5 . See·cornrnent/5· in l .O and 2; 1 related 
lto th1s standard. · · 

. . 

Standard 2.6. Hcalth education. Candic!ates k.now, understancl, and use the _major concepts in the 
su bject matter of hea lth cducnti on to create opponun:ties for studen t. developmei.t and practice of skills 
thnt éo:itr;bute to goce! health . · 

fvlct Met witli Cond :tions Nol -\ •1ct 
(- .., () <:)ºJ 

Con,mc:111:
r-·---·-----·-- - . --------,- -----····-- ··-·· .--···-- - .-··-..- ,- --- ------- ...... -- --· ---------·- ··---. - , -- ----- ----,.. .. . -------- ---­
,A si;c:s~111c11ls .3, 4, and ) have becn al1g11ecl to /.C.!: , srnnd:_:ircl L..6. See corn rnems In , .ú and .!... 1 re1ated i:<j

hhis standard. · . - · - ­
' - . 

Stándard 2.7. Physical education. Candidates know, u11clerstand , and use-as appropriate to their 
own understancling and skills- hurnan movement and physica l activity as centra l e lements to foster 
active, hea lthy lifo s'tyJe~ ~\11d e11hancecl qual ity of life for elenie1itaÍ-y StLÍdents. . . , , . 
Jylet . -. Met yJ it]í c·~i,c\Jtions . .. ,. ' . . . . ' . Not Met 
d . . o o 

. '' ·• ..'. 

Comm ent: · 

~y,1.~1\~l\~,2, 3, 4, ancl 5 llave been aligned to .ACEI standard 2.7. See cornments in 1.0 and 2. 1 related r;~-J;,~; st.'.'l nda rcl. .. . . . . . . . . . - . . . . 
1 . .• .• . • . ' ; • : . - . ,.: -, 1 f : • ·. : ...: ;_.: .· . ... . :" . .: . . t 1 : •• _i • • ·.; ', , ! ·: 

. ··- ·----·--·--­



Standard 3.1. Integrating _and applyii1g knowledge for instruction. Candidates plan and implement 
instruction based on knowledge of students, learning theory, connections across the currículum, curricul ar 
goa ls, and community. 
Met Met with Conditions Not Met 
o o o 

Comment: 

!Assessrnen! s 1, 3, 4, 5, ánd Ghave bcen a li gncd l,> A.CE! st:'indard J.!. See cornrnen ts in 1.0 rincl 2. l 
;:~e lr1ted to ti~·!:~ stand:-1rd. 

diffor in their developrncnt and approaches ro lea riüng, <'!r:d cceate instructional opportunit ies thar are 
aclapted to di verse students . . 
rvlet Met with Concliti ons Not Met 
,..... 
1 ' o o"--' 

Comment: 
!Assessment.s), 4, 5, and 6 have been aligned ·to-ACE(;tn~dard 32-.-------·---­

,Á ~sés¡,i1e11t ·#3 ;sa·,readü,,g U;~¡t ó~~ Unit J>-tani ·o~t; ~)e'at¡giie'ci' t6.kt1~:1·~¡aíidai·3~ -1-_-.o, 'i~1-,:i{ 2.3·, . 
12.4','2.5, i:6,'2:'"!; fi'.°3.2, 3.3, 4.0 and 5.1. Rows of the rubri care aligned to multiple standards in the 
case of2.I , 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 , 2.6, and 2.7. Data, however, are reportee! by the rows of the rubrics. Seores 
are 's/)reatJ¡ote:r sev•e,ii;:-'<r~tii:goties; ,W;ith ,a-111 e\1€Jpp Q.· d i1Ltirda:.l:etr;co,~i'i~~ •trf,;J¡,n,ie!liG'f4~·1gtí·~ ror¡~·al1,iwns-;·,. 
i-efated to eádr indi:vidLral ·standard. , : ··, , .. ,: ,·· ' · ·, .. -... · · : '· · ' · · 

ssessment #4 is an assessrn ent of student teaching. The rubrics are a li gned to ACEI standards ACEI 
Standards 1.0, 2. 1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 3 .1 , 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 4.0, 5.1 , and 5.2. One rubric 
foc uses on pedagogy; the other on content. A four-level rubri c (0-3) is provided with clear descriptors in 
·he 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. 

1,n,e Teacher Work Sample is provided as Assessment 5. The narrative aligns the TWS to ACEI 
ls tandards 2.1 , 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 , 2.6, 2.7, 3.1 , 3.2, :u, 3.4, 3.5, 4.0, 5. 1, ancl 5.2. Data are al igned to these 
!standards, showing data (2 .33-3.0) over time for three candidates in multiple content areas. Ali 
!cand ilfotes scored a 2 or"3, rnostly 3s, on each indicator. Data show cand idatef acldress ing these 
ls tanclards in TWS wor!<. 
1 . 

1 

!Assessrne1~t #6 is the. Cornmun ity Service ProjccL a! igncd to /-\C Eí s1.anclards .3 .1, 3.2, 3.4, 4.O, 5 .1 , ~md 
!:S.2. Five sc:rnesters cf (bta are provicled for 2l: c~nc! id[i lr:: :: S::ores r.'.lnge from 1;1L·,1ns of 2.3 to 3.0 across 

1 1;li '-" ~.. '-· li') l"' ' l ... jo ,-..- ':) • [··- .-.t· ¡\· ·_, .- 1, 11' ·d Dr tr· ;, ,., .. .. . ··,-.1 ·· jj -l , :- - 1..: ') r ,•,'3 ,•,··J ,rJ t' ~,.. :. et, , 1 ·'··11·,-: t'j 11 ·., .> \. \ .,_,, _ c.~.llL11 ., u , .. I<;; .,.:1 , .0::1 1 _ . d (le,;\.)',\ C.-i .,C .l:,:1•.C-~ ,:.·'.L1. ... •, _·,.l 11:- .nv,,C .:, , ., l .U:.. _,.,. 

Staudard ·J.J. De1:dopment of critic<'li rhinking ::rn d probk:rn soiving. Crn1d idátes unJer~, tand ai~ci 

use a variety or teaching strntegies lhat encourngc e:ernt:ntary students ' developrn-:nt of critica ! thinking 
and problern s,:>!ving. 

!'vlet l'vlet wi th Co nclitions . · . ·.Not-tvlct 

.... ::, . ; . ·· .· : .. ·. •, . ~... :~ ,· ·. .. ~ . . •• • ~! 

. '. . . ·.. : ·. '·. . . ! 0 ' · ) . : -. : - ~· l _: ' . ; . :_ ~_:: ,• . 



o o 

Comment: 

IIAssess ments 3, 4, 5, and 6 have been aligned to ACEI standard 3.3 . See comrnents related to these 
assessments in Standa rd 3.2. 

i . . 

Standard 3.4. Active engagement in learning. Candidates use their knowledge and undérstanding of 
individual and group motivati on and behav ior arnong students at the K-6 level to foster active 
engagernent in learning, self rnoti vati on, and positi,,e socia! interacticn and to create supportive k:arning 
é.nvi rcnrnents. 
l\1et Met with Conditions f~ot Met 
() o o 

Comment: 

[Assessrnen ts.4, 5, and 6 have been aligned to ACEi° standard 3.4. See co rnrnents r; lated to these 
lassessments 111 Standard 3.2. · 

Standard 3.5. Communication to foster colla bora tion. Candidates use the ir knowledge and 
understanding of effecti ve ve rbal, nonverbal, and media co rnmunication techniques to foster active 
inqt1 iry, co fl aboi·ation, and sui)porti ve interactioi1 in the elementary classroón'i . · . · · 
¡vrét . .. Met \•Vith C~nditi~ns . . . .. . . . . . . . .. Ndt Met 

o o o.. ' . .~ .. .~ . 

Comment: 

Assessments 4 and 5 have been aligned to ACEI standard 3.5. See comments related to these 

assessments in Standa rd 3.2. · 


ASSESSMENT 

Sta nda rd 4.0. Assessment for instrnction. Candiclates know, unclerstand , and use fo rmal ancl informa l 
assessment strategies to plan, eva lua te ancl strengthen instruct ion that will promote continuous 
inte llectua l, soc ial, ernotiona!, ancl phys ica l development of each clementary student. 
iV1et Met with Condi ti ons Not 1Vlet 

C<rn1rncnt: 

!Asse~sn:enls 1, ."i, 4, 5, and 6 &re aligned to AC[¡ Stanchrd 4.0. 
i 
1 

¡Assessment # 1. The Pro fcss ional Competencies Test Í'., a li gnecl to ACEI Standards i .O, 3. 1, ancl 4.0. 
1Three years of data fo r 135 candiclates show "averages" of 89%, 96%, and 93%. Subscore data are 
1prov idecl, but the numbers·are higher than the Cnyey cancl idates mentioned in thé! prev ious test. The data 
!a¡::ipear not to be spec ifi c to Cayey. . · . · · - · · 

IAssessment #3 i's a·ªr'e·a~l~i1ig Unit or Unit P'la ns. Data' are ali gnecl .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 ancl 5. 1. Rows of the rubricare alignecl to mu ltip le standards in the 
case of2. 1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, ancl 2.7. Data, however, are repo rtee! by the rows of the rub.rics. Seores 
i3re spreacl over seven catego ries, with all except I candicla te scoring at leve! 3, 4, or 5 on ali items, 
¡re laletj :l@·e;aph ind iv id ual standard. · 

. ' . 
1 ••• • • ! , , " •}. 



-

1 

V\ss~ssrne11t #4 is a11 assessme11t of student teachi11g. The rubrics are aligned to ACEI standards ACEl 
lsta11dards 1.0, 2. 1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 , 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 3. 1, 3.2, 3 .3, 3.4, 3.5, 4.0, 5.1, and 5.2. One rnbric 
¡rocuses on pedagogy; the other on co11te11t. A four-leve l rubric (0-3) is prov icled with clear descriptors in 
.the ce l Is of the rubric. Data are provided for 13 cand idates o ver three years . Ivleans are provide without 
\·a11ges. Without rnnges , one is unable to determine lhe percent passing the assessment. 
1 . 

[fhe Teachcr \York Sarnple !S provided as Assess1~·1c11t 5. The naiTc1.tive align" the TVilS to ACEI 
~tr-tnda rds 2.1, 2.2, 2 . .3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 3. 1, 3.2. 3.3, 3A, 3.5, 4.0, S. l , and 5.2. Data are ali gneci to these 
~tanclards, :,hO\ving data (2. 33 -3.0) over time for thrce cu nd idates in rnultiple content areas. Al! 
1~candidates scored a 2 or 3,. mostly 3s, 011 each indicato r. Data show candidates address ing these 
tandards in TWS work. 

. . 

ssessment #6 is the Community Servke Project, alignecl to ACEI standards 3.1 , 3.2, 3.4; 4.0, 5.1 , and 
.i Five semesters of data are provided for 24 candidates. Seores rnnge from means of 2.3 to 3.0 across 

lthe severa! e·lernents of the standard. Data show cai1d idates address ing these standards. · 
. . : . . . . . . ' , . · · : . 

PROFESSIONALISM 

S_ta.ndard,5 ..1.,Professi_o.nal g1:owth, reilecti9A, .aqd evahta~iP._t) •. <;a1;ididat<e~ are a.w.~re of an~ t'.eílect 011 
thei r practice in li ght of re.search 011 teac hing, profes:. io1wl ethics; ancl resoLt rces a\'..ai lable for pi:ofess ional 
ieárning; tht:ycontinualiy evaluate the effecls of tl"Íe,i professional ciecisio,:,s and acdon~ 011 students, . 
frrni li es ancl other professionals in the learning cornrnunity .and activdy seek out opportunities to grov,1 

professiona ll y. · · · 

rvlet iV!et with Co nclitions Not Met 

o o 

Comment: 
~'.\'.;;Zss1~;e;-1t;-3' 4, 5,-Dlld 6; ·;.-e-a Iignecl t; -ACEi-3t:~ncl~rd-5. i . D,1.ta fromtl~;;~~sessmcntsd~~urne1~-t­
!1hat (:lndichres address these standards. · 

Standard 5.2. Coilaborntion with t'am i.lies, colleag tws.; nn d comn1unity agcndcs . Canciiclates know 
lhe importance of estabi ishing and maintain(ng ¡;¡ po.,itive co ll abo rative relati·;)llS Í1ip with farn¡lies, school 
co!leagues, and agencies in the larger communily to promote the inte.llectual , socia l, emotional, physical 
gi·owth a11d wé ll ~bcing of chilclren. · ' · · ··· · · · 

Met Met wilh Conditions Not Met 
'·. . ­ n·_...,,o 

Comment: 
~?1~1e(it,__s_4_,-5,- a-.nd _6 are ali gned to ACEiSt~n?ird 5_,l:, Da:ta_fron_,y1e5.~ ~ss_essrne:n_~~ 9ocun_~~nt that 
lc'ai1d1dates·add ress these stanclards. · · · ·· · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · ·. 

. . •, - · .. . . . , ... . ·- . . ·. . 

C.l. Cand idntes' l~n~w!cdge of co.ntent. . . . . 
¡;:;----.---- ' - 1 ' --·--- - ·-· . · - --- --··· - · . • - ·----- .- · ·---- ·-­

!.:"llatc L1ce1~:,ure lests sanü Course Grades have b1;:e 11 used to document cancl 1date know!eclge of content. 

C.~. C::rndid :nes' abilit-y to un dci-s tand nml npply peciagogirai and profossiona l content 

- - - . . . ... -· _________, ________________ 



--
knowledge, skills, and dispositions 

To document candidates' al;>ility to understand and apply pedagogical and professional content 
knowledge and sk ills, a teaching unit, the student teaching eva luation, anda community service project 
have been submitted. 

C.3. Candidate effects on P-12 student learning 

!The.Teacher Work Sarnp!e clocuments candiclate 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 frorn the diversity refl ecti ons in the Teacher Work Sarnple and Teaching Unit, the 
institution has begun to track candidate reflections over time to assure that these were sufficie nt. 

'The teaching unit appears to be working we ll for the institution. lt "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 
currículum but to manifest as well creativity básed on th~ory and res~arch." 

"The field experience co urse has strengthen the TPP program as expected providing the need for 
extended experiences in schoo L Even though only 20 hoprs of direct contactare required Candidates 

1

frequently exceed thern. The prograrn faculty is co111111itted 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 tlie last time it was offered January 20 14 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." 

1 

l"The commun ity service is an emblernat ic prnject of UPR Cayey and has been widely dissern inated. 
Comp leters come back during the ir professional practice to offer their working place as Centers for the 
I,project. lt has been a strnng rneans in creating a liaison arn ong candidates , Schools and the University." 

PARTE - AREAS FOR CONSIDERATION 

Areas for considerntíon 
1 . 

i 

PART F - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

F.1. Con1111ents 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: 
. ··­~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

... ;".~ . . . . :, .. 

p ART' G'-.DECISIONS·>·:' 

Dccisíon: 
(~) 

National Recognition with Conditions. Thc prngrarn wi ll be listecl as nationally recognizecl on 

~. ·- --------­



. •. . • ... =.'·· -~ i ·~: . 

websites and/or other públications ofthe SPA and NCATE. The instituti on may designate its 
programas nationally regognized by NCATE, through th e time pe ri od spec ified be low, in its 
published materials. Nationa l recognition is dependent upon NCATE accreditation. 

NATIONAL RECOGNITION WITH CONDITIONS 

The program is recognized through: 

Mívl DO YYYY
¡o2_,_, /!01 ! f2017_.._..N 

Subsequent nction by the institution: To retain national recognition, a rep.ort addressing the 
conditions to recognition rnust be subrnitted in accordance with the instructions below. The program has 
up to two opportunities to address conditions. lf the prograrn is subrnitting a Response to Conditions 
Report for the first time, the poss ible deadlines fo r submitting that reportare 3/15/15, 9/15/15, 3115116, 
or 9/15/16. Note that the oppor/unity to submit a second Response to Conditions report (ifneeded), is 
only possible !Í!hefirst Response to Conditions report is submitted 011 orbe/ore the 3/15116 submission 
deadline; however, the progrnm should NOT submil its ReJponse to Conditions until it is confident that it 
has addressed ali the conditions in Par! G of!his recognition report. 

1f the .p1:ograrn .is cur.rently Recogn ized with Cond itions and is subm itting a second Response to 
Cohditions·.Report; the next report must be subrnitted by th.e date below. Failure to submit a report by the 
date below will result in loss of national recognition. 

MM DO YYYY 


~ /ris- /12016 


T he 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. 

¡--·------- ·---- ·--·· ---- . --·­
¡Because thi s is an Option C report, the rev iewers exarn ined the prev ious assessments and results as 
¡presented in the last rev:ew to rnake decisions about the assessrnents in thi s report. Since the time of the 
Jlast repo rt, ACE I is now cxamining the alignrnent ofthe rubrics in terms of getting "e lean" data, by 
!assuring that each elerne11tírov1 of each rubric is rdigned t0 ::i single ACEI srnndard. The foll o\.ving 
l"conditions" shou!d be :1~c!uded in a "respon::e 1::-, conclitions'' fo 1· f:il l recogr:ittcn .
! . . 
iTh•',. fnll('" ...l \.'¡ 0 ¡<~ 1' (·•·,d itior¡~. . ll"IS'• b:· met .lo' be f, :ll ·•1 .'· .:, • , , .1 _ • ,;:, ..• . .. ..• " " : . .,i·r-c,·,c,1¡i·.·e... ,.:

~ 

l/'.\:;sessinent i+ i , the ( ie:,cnd Knowleuge Test and ~he. Professio!ial Compet~ncies ·rest prnvide scvres 'i'or 
a rnuch hi gher nuniber of candidates than the other assessments. lt is unclear vvhether the elata from the 
licensure tests are specific to Puerto Rico in genera l orto the Univers idad De Puerto Rico De Cayey 
candidates. Data on rnost Un ivers idad De Puerto Rico De Cayey candidates has srnall nurnbers ... 13 
ovet' three years. 

1 . . . . . . . . 

¡1-\ ssessment #2 Course Gr~cle~: NCATE's Qu icl:I i_nes fot Docu1_11enti_ng Cour~e ~racl_es h~ve:n~t been . 
used. Pleasefine! those ?u1de l111es on the NC~l E \>vebs 1te .~ncl 111 the resubrn15.s 1~n, provid.e ~vt~~nce as 
lrequested. 0'Ali SPAs w11l now accept grades 111 SPA-spec1fic content courses ... 'Note, th1s 1nd1cates 
l"conte'nt" éourses, whi cl~· ,:ve· translate as not toúrses othefthán "CO(lten_t" COLi°rs~s: "Courses ,:mist' be 

. ,·· . . ·, : ~ . ··,.,. .... . . . .. ';_: ,::-t .• , • \ }• t • 

. .. •. ·-·- .. .. . -~. . -.-. ¡ . 

. - . - - ------..-----·--- ­



1 

equi red fa r al I cand idates i11-the prograrn ; e lec ti ve courses may not be u sed as ev idence." GPA (mean, 
ange) shou ld be included. lf candidates are allowed choices of courses between two or three contenttOlllses, those co u rses s ho u Id not be used beca use they a re not "requ i red" o f all candi dates. . 

Please cliclc "Next" 

_, 
- -------·---------- - - - --­


