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	1.  Prepare candidates to use technology


	CSU Exit Survey: 

73% Adequately to well prepared to use technology for instruction.

78% Adequately to well prepared to use technology for research and record keeping

CSU System-wide Evaluation of Teachers 04-05 survey data: 70% of first-year teachers and their employers indicate “Adequately Prepared” to “Well Prepared” to use Educational Technology


	1. Hold a series of technology meetings to create an action plan and infuse technology in coursework.

2. Create a technology matrix that identifies where technology occurs in coursework.

3.Develop technology surveys for candidates cooperating teachers to find out how frequently they used certain technologies themselves and with their students.

4. Schedule candidate focus groups for additional data.


	1.  Meetings began in 05-06 and in progress during 06=-7

2. Matrix has been created.

3. Technology Survey

· Candidates (n=16) Student teachers most frequently used technology for technical reinforcement of students’ learning (44%) and projects/reports (25%) CTs (n=77) most often use technology for reinforcement (38%) and adapting instruction for special needs students (21%). 

4. Focus group took place (need data).

Additional Findings:

CSU Exit Survey 2006 (n=78 ): 

· How valuable was instruction in “using computer technology for classroom instruction?” 25% answered “Very”. 15th of 15 areas of instruction. 

· How prepared are you “to use computer-based technology for instruction, research, and record keeping” 21% thought they were well prepared. Lowest rating of 23 areas.

· Qualitative data suggests that EDTE 526 could be improved. One student wrote the course “ was insufficient in providing concrete and practical applications in a school setting.”


	Based on our findings, technology should remain a program improvement goal.

1. Analyze technology matrix to identify where technology goals are currently met in coursework.

2. Articulate where technology goals can be met throughout program coursework. Articulation should include technology applications that candidates will most likely use in the classroom (technical reinforcement and supporting special needs students)

3. Change course assignments as needed to reflect this articulation. 

4. Continue to collect data. Focus group should specifically consider technology.
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	2. Prepare candidates to meet the needs of students with special needs


	04-05 CSU Exit Survey: 73.6%

 Adequately to well prepared to to meet the instructional needs of students with special learning needs
CSU System-wide Evaluation of Teachers 04-05 survey data: 79% of first-year teachers and their employers indicate “Adequately Prepared” to “Well Prepared” to Teach Special Learners in Inclusive Schools
 
	1. Hold department meetings focusing on course content for EDTE 527. Goal to raise awareness of course content.

2. Arrange special education faculty presentations about assistive technologies

3. Hold student focus groups
	Meetings, presentations and focus groups occurred (need focus group data)

1. Meetings held for faculty to become more familiar with content of EDTE 534 Special Populations. 

2. Presentations occurred about assistive technologies, such as Camtasia.

3. Focus groups occurred.

Additional Data

05-06 CSU Exit Survey (n=78).

As a new teacher I am prepared to …

meet the instructional needs of students with special learning needs-- 29 % felt well prepared. This rating was 20th of 23 areas (such as lesson planning, management, etc).

How valuable was instruction in “teaching students with special needs?” 48% answered “Very”. This was rated as the 8th most valuable area of instruction of 15 areas. 

05-06 TPA Task B. In Spring of 06 77% of students scored in the “target” range in adapting instruction for special needs students, compared to 59.6% in the fall of 04.  In general, there is an upward trend for all items pertaining to instructing special needs students.


	Based on our findings, special needs should remain a program improvement goal.

1. Identify where special needs students are addressed in coursework.

2. Articulate where issues impacting instruction of special needs students can be addressed in coursework

3. Change courses as needed to reflect this articulation. 

4. Continue to collect data . 

· Question: why is there a difference between candidates’ perceptions of preparedness and their TPA scores in regard to teaching students with special needs? 

· Focus group should specifically consider how our program addresses teaching students with special needs.




