State Advisory Commission on Teacher Education and Certification Meeting 2/23/10
The State Advisory Commission on Teacher Education and Certification met on February 23, 2010.  The purpose of the meeting was to make recommendations regarding qualifying scores or cut scores for the following PRAXIS exams:  Business Education: Content Knowledge (0101), Teaching Reading (0204), World Languages Pedagogy (0841), French: World Language (0174), German: World Language (0183) and Spanish: World Language (0195).  
The following persons serve on the Commission:
	Member
	Affiliation

	Lee Ann Wall

	NBCT,  Instructional Assistant , Acadia Parish Schools
Association of Professional Educators of Louisiana

	Joel Hilbun
	Teacher, Lafayette Parish Schools
Louisiana Association of Educators

	Dr. Vickie Gentry
	Dean of Education, Northwestern State University
Louisiana Association of Colleges for Teacher Education

	Earl Martinez
	Superintendent, Assumption Parish Schools
Louisiana Association of School Superintendents

	Martin Guillory
	Principal, Calcasieu Parish Schools
Louisiana Association of Principals

	Cathy Lutz
	Teacher, Jefferson Parish Schools
Louisiana Federation of Teachers

	Mary Rideaux
	Special Education Teacher, St. Landry Parish
J. K. Haynes Foundation

	Cynthia Henderson
	Teacher, Caddo Parish Schools
Louisiana Association of Educators

	Dr. Jeanne Burns
	Associate Commissioner for Teacher and Leadership Initiatives, Board of Regents



Members present were Lee Ann Wall, Joel Hilbun, Earl Martinez, Martin Guillory, Cathy Lutz, Mary Rideau and Dr. Jeanne Burns.  Department of Education staff present: Andrew Vaughan, Barbara Burke, Blanche Adams, Michelle Handy, and Terri Hammatt.  Also present, Dr. Ruth E. Smith, Louisiana Foreign Language Teachers' Association (LFLTA) and ULM professor, and Dr. Cory Murphy, Client Relations Director with Educational Testing Service (ETS).
STANDARD SETTING STUDIES
ETS developed new editions of all of the above mentioned exams which will be administered for the first time this year in all user states.  Dr. Murphy informed the Commission that no national data is available at this time since these are brand new exams.  Louisiana is required to set passing scores for each exam. 
 In the spring/summer of 2009, ETS facilitated two multi-state standard setting study panels for each new exam in Princeton, New Jersey.  (In addition, ETS conducted a separate Louisiana study in Baton Rouge for the Teaching Reading exam in December 2009.) Approximately 50 teachers/teacher educators were selected from participating states and assigned to one of the two panels so that, overall, the two panels were comparable in terms of representation and expertise.   Participants  took the exams, reviewed the results, provided independent judgments, and engaged in panel-wide discussions as each panel considered the minimum score needed to be considered qualified to enter the teaching profession in that specific teaching area (e.g., business, French, etc.)
ADVISORY COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS 
The Advisory Commission considered expectations of what entering teachers need to know and be able to do; supply/demand; and demographics when setting the passing scores. 
In addition, the Advisory Commission reviewed the Praxis Test at a Glance (which provided test specifications) and examined the study value results of the standard setting study.  
All Praxis exams have a scale score range of 100-200.  
Teaching Reading (#0204)
The Advisory Commission recommended a qualifying score of 157.
NOTE:  This exam will be used to meet the reading competency assessment requirement by candidates enrolled in an alternate teacher certification program (e.g., Practitioner Teacher Program). The policy requires that all candidates entering an alternate certification program after May 1, 2004, must demonstrate proficiency in the Reading Competencies as adopted by the BESE through either successfully completing the same number of semester hours in reading as required for undergraduate teacher preparation programs: early childhood PK-3 and elementary 1-5, nine hours; middle grades 4-8, six hours; secondary 6-12  and all-level K-12, three hours; special education areas (early interventionist, hearing impaired, significant disabilities, or visually impaired), nine hours; or pass a reading competency assessment.
Rationale:
· This is a new test that has never been administered.  Therefore, national or state specific data was not available for review.
· The Advisory Commission recommends the state should review the test performance after one to two years utilizing state specific data to consider raising or lowering the recommended qualifying score.
· The study value ranged from 144-167.  Teachers participating in the panel study recommended a cut score of 155.
· Based on value added data there are teacher education programs that are not doing an effective job in reading.  The test content covers phonemic awareness, phonics, fluency, comprehension and vocabulary.  The questions call on the individual’s knowledge of reading theory and practice as well as the ability to apply knowledge and principles to instructional situations.
· Require that only PK-3, 1-5, and special education alternate candidates take this exam because the test is designed for individuals whose preparatory program has included intensive training in the teaching of reading.  Middle and secondary grade levels will be required to take the required course credit hours or equivalent contact hours until an appropriate exam is developed and adopted for these grade levels.



Business Education (#0101)
The Advisory Commission recommended a qualifying score of 154. 
Rationale:
· This is a new test that has never been administered.  Therefore, national or state specific data was not available for review.  It will replace the current Business Education (0100) exam that had an old NTE passing score scale of 570.  
· The Advisory Commission recommends the state should review the test performance after one to two years utilizing state specific data to consider raising or lowering the recommended qualifying score.
· The study value ranged from 142-167.  The panels participating in the study recommended 154.
· The only states that have set cut scores for this exam are Hawaii and North Dakota.  They both set a passing score of 154.
World Language Pedagogy (#0841)
The Advisory Commission recommended a qualifying score of 158. 
Rationale:
· This is a new test that has never been administered.  Therefore, national or state specific data was not available for review.
· Currently foreign language teachers are required to take one of the Principles of Learning and Teaching (PLT K-6, 5-9 or 7-12) exams which tests general pedagogy to obtain certification.  However, the World Language Pedagogy will replace the PLT and will test pedagogical knowledge in foreign languages specifically.
· There is a need to redesign current teacher preparation programs to address language acquisition in methodology courses.  Universities must have time for the redesign process.  Due to this, foreign language candidates will be given the option of taking Principles of Learning and Teaching 7-12 or World Language Pedagogy exams until redesign programs are implemented.  We are proposing an effective date of July 1, 2013 for all world language candidates to begin taking the World Language Pedagogy (#0841) exam.
· The study value ranged from 143-176.  The panel participating in the study recommended 158.
· The Advisory Commissions recommends the state should review the test performance after one to two years utilizing state specific data to consider raising or lowering the recommended qualifying score.
WORLD LANGUAGE CONTENT EXAMS
French: World Language (#0174)
German: World Language (#0183)
Spanish: World Language (#0195)
 The Advisory Commission recommended a qualifying score of 157 for all three of the content exams.
Rationale:
·  The format and content categories for the French, German and Spanish World Language exams are identical (e.g., listening, reading, speaking, writing and cultural knowledge) with 75 multiple choice questions and 6 constructed response questions.
· These are new tests that have never been administered.  Therefore, national or state specific data was not available for review.
· The Advisory Commission recommends the state should review the test performance after one to two years utilizing state specific data to consider raising or lowering the recommended qualifying scores.

