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Program Level LEARNING OUTCOMES | = Introduce; R= Reinforce; M = Mastery; and A = Assessment Opportunity

Program Name: SPU Visually Impaired Birth-21

PROFESSIONAL
Elementary Education PreK-4 LEARNER LEARNING  |LEARNING coNTENT  |apPucaTiON OF PLANNING FOR |INSTRUCTIONAL |LEARNING &  |LEADERSHIP &
DEVELOPMENT | DIFFERENCES [ENVIRONMENTS |KNOWLEDGE |CONTENT ASSESSMENT | vstRucTion  [sTRATEGIES ETHICAL COLLABORATION

PRACTICES

SPU 101 Early Intervention | I 1 | | 1

SPU 201 Cognitive Development 1 1 1 1 | 1 1

SPU 316 Literacy Development R R R M R R

SPU 330 Low Incidence Disabilities M M M R M M

SPU 200 Teachig Unified Emlish Braille 1 1 1 I 1 R

SPU 202 Orientation and Mobility R I 1 R |

SPU 204 Anatomy of the Eye R R R R R

SPU 221 Assessment Visual Impairments R R R R M R R R

SPU 300 Teaching Unified English Braille I R R R R R

SPU 302 Adapting Materials and Methods A [0 [ [T A M ] M A M

SPU 3904391 Clinical Experience Birth-21 A A A A A A A A A A

EEU 205 Teaching Science in Early Childhood R R R R, M R, M R R R I 1

EEU 209 Math Foundations for Pre-K-1 R IR R M R, M | | | I 1

EEU 211 Family Collaboration and Diversity IR LR R R R LR IR R R

EEU 215 Introduction to Early Childhood Education | 1 IRA LA | | 1

EEU 300 Early Literacy Dev. & Acquisition Pre-K-1 I IR | 1 1

EEU 301 Teaching Literacy in Grades 2-4 R R I R R R LR

EEU 303 Language Development & Teaching Arts in R R R R R R R R

EEU 304 Teaching Social Studies in Pre-K-4 | LR R R R

EEU 306 Integrating Principles of Learning in Pre-K-4 R R R M M M M M R

EEU 309 Teaching Math in Grades 2-4 R R R R R R R R

EEU 390 Clinical Experience | Pre-K-4 RA RA RA RA R,A RA R,A RA R,A

EEU 391 Clinical Experience |l Pre-K-4 MA M,A M.A M, A M,A M,A M.A M,A M,A

LLT 321: Technologles for the 21st Century R R R R R I R I R




200 level courses: Technologies and Histories of Writing, 9 credits







REQUIRED COURSES
AND EXPERIENCES

Program Level LEARNING OUTCOMES

Students will be
able to read

Students will be
able to use

Students will be
able to
effectively

Students will be
able to think

Students will
recognize the

and interpret appropriate g critically and connections
texts... forms, media, et L develop an among
technologi identify, retrieve, t coursework,
echnologies.  |evaluate, and |[Qrgvument... professional
and writing synthesize goals...
practices... research
materials...
I = Introduce;
Example: UBW100: Intro R= Reinforce;
to Underwater M = Mastery; and
Basketweaving A = Assessment
Opportunity
ENG/WRI 100 I, A I, A I, A I, A 1, A
100-level courses R, A R R R, A
200-level courses R R, A R, A R
300-level courses R, A R R, A R, A
ENG/WRI 380 M, A M, A M, A M, A R, A
ENG/WRI 390

M, A

AN







Exceeds Expectations

Meeting Expectations

Inconsistently
Meets

Assessment &
Instructional Design

Learner evaluation

CEC Standard 4
Assessment

4.0,&43
ISCI 4 K1-K5
ISCI 457 & S8

B&VIS1-55

The teacher candidate in
collaboration with colleagues and
families consistently uses a variety of
assessment and data sources in
making educational decisions about
individuals with visual impairments.

The teacher candidate in
collaboration with
colleagues and families
uses appropriate methods
of assessment and data
sources in making
educational decisions
about individuals with
visual impairments.

The teacher
candidate does not
use methods of
assessment and data
sources in making
educational decisions
about individuals
with visual
impairments.

Assessment design

CEC Standard 4
Assessment 4.1

1SCI 4 51-59

B&VI451-5

The teacher candidate selects and
uses a wide range of technically
sound formal and informal
assessments that minimize bias.

The teacher candidate
selects and uses technically
sound formal and informal
assessments that minimize
bias.

The teacher
candidate
inappropriately
selects formal and
informal assessments
and fails to minimize
bias.




Btudent Learning Outcome (SLO) #2: Students will be able to use appropriate forms, media, technologies, and
writing practices when composing and designing texts.

This SLO aligns with Institutional SLO #1: Communicate clearly and effectively orally and in writing.

Performance Levels

4

3

2

1

ENG 380: Senior
Seminar student
final projects

Genre: Deftly composes in a
genre appropriate to audience
and purpose, using the genre's
characteristics consistently and
effectively

Design: Deftly composes with
evidence of effective
multimodal design

Practice: Deftly deploys writing
process appropriate to project,
effectively composing with a
recursive process

Genre: Competently composes
in a genre appropriate to
purpose and audience

Design: Competently
composes with multimodal
design

Practice: Competently deploys
writing process appropriate to
project

Genre: Uses some
characteristics, or uses
characteristics inconsistently, of
a genre appropriate to purpose
and audience

Design: Composes in more
than one mode, butto a
minimal degree

Practice: Demonstrates
minimal engagement with the
writing process appropriate to
project

Genre: Demonstrates
insufficient evidence of
appropriate genre for purpose
and audience

Design: Composes in only one
mode

Practice: Demonstrates
insufficient evidence of effective
writing process appropriate to
project






















Evaluation/Score View Work Evaluation

RATIONALE & INSTRUCTIONAL TIME CEC STANDARD 1: LEARNER DEVELOPMENT AND INDIVIDUAL LEARNING DIFFERENCES & STANDARD 3: CURRICULAR CONTENT KNOWLEDGE

B&VIK1-K6 B&VIIS1-S3 B&VI3K1 .

2. EXCEEDS EXCEPTIONS

The teacher candidates recommended instructional time is fully

based on student needs including visual functioning, reflects a

thorough understanding of the intervention, and is justified with
current best practices including an individual’s abilities, interests,
learning environments, and cultural/linguistic factors.

CRITERION SCORE :

2.00

1. MEETS EXPECTATIONS

The teacher candidates justifies instructional time based on
student needs including visual functioning, reflects a clear
understanding of the intervention, and can be justified with
current best practices including an individual’s abilities, interests,

learning environments, and cultural/linguistic factors.

ASSESSMENT STANDARD 4: ASSESSMENT 4.3 ISCI4K1-K4 ISCI14S1-S9 B&VI4S1-S5

2. EXCEEDS EXCEPTIONS

The teacher candidate initiates the appropriate assessment tools
consistently in collaboration with colleagues and families for the
purpose of making instructional decisions for students with visual
impairments.

CRITERION SCORE :

1.00

1. MEETS EXPECTATIONS

The teacher candidate demonstrates the ability to develop

appropriate 1t tools in collaboration with coll jes and

0. INCONSISTENTLY MEETS EXPECTATIONS
The teacher candidate recommended instructional time is not
based on student needs including visual functioning, reflects a lack

of understanding of the intervention, and cannot be justified with
current best practices.

0. INCONSISTENTLY MEETS EXPECTATIONS

The teacher candidate rarely demonstrates the ability to develop

families for the purpose of making instructional decisions for
students with visual impairments.

t tools and does not collaborate with colleagues and
families for the purpose of making instructional decisions for
students with visual impairments.




SPU 200 - Instructional I | vo = 2.9213(97.33%)
Unit
Assessment 2
Passed Comprehensive _ 34 Meets Requirement/0 Does
Exam not Meet (100.00%)
Assessment 3 - SPU 202
Lesson Planning _ Avg.=2.98/3 (99.33%) e
Lesson Planning Fall 15 I | Avo - 19272 (96.00%) EH
Lesson Planning Fall 15 I | Ao =171/2(85.50%) e
Assessment 4 - SPU 390/391
PDE430 - General PA _ Avg. = 11.80 /12 (98.33%)
Requirement
PDEA430 - Specific VI I | vo - 18072 (90.00%) EH
Requirement
Assessment 5 - SPU 390/391
Progress Monitoring _:l Avg.=1.83/2 (91.50%) =)
Fall 2015
Assessment 6 - SPU 302
IEP Fall 2015 I | Avo = 17972 (89.50%) Ef












