CONTINUING PROGRAM APPROVAL
(INITIAL)
INSTITUTIONS WHOSE PROGRAMS MEET THE FOLLOWING
CONDITION(S) SHOULD USE THIS APPLICATION:
a. Program previously fully recognized through a national SPA or at the State
level
b. Program previously recognized with conditions under the revised State process
c. Program previously recognized with conditions from a SPA with “data” being
the only condition
Review Criteria
• Graduates’ major GPA for the last 3 years at a 3.00 or above
• EPP verified candidates overall OSAT pass rate for the last 3 years at 80% or above the
state average for verified candidates for the last three years
• EPP verified candidates overall pass rate on an approved performance assessment for the
last 3 years at 80% or above or above the state average for verified candidates for the last
3 years
Recognition Decisions
•
•
•

•

1.

Approved with Distinction – Meets all 3 review criteria
Approved – Meets 2 out of 3 review criteria
Approved with Conditions – Meets 1 out of 3 criteria other than GPA and must
resubmit program for review and receive a recognition decision of “approved” within 24
months
Denied – Meets zero out of 3 criteria or only the GPA criteria

Oklahoma Wesleyan University

University:

___________________________________________

2. Program Name:

___________________________________________
(Include all subject concentrations i.e. American History,
World History, etc…)

3.

Program
Compiler:

4. Date of
Submission:

Elementary Education

Dr. Keri Bostwick, Jason Flick, and Stacy Gerth

___________________________________________

3/15/2020

___________________________________________
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5. PROGRAM NUMBERS FOR THE LAST THREE ACADEMIC YEARS:
(Please include any additional subject area concentrations listed in bullet #2 on Attachment A.)
Academic Year

Number of Graduates

Major GPA of Graduates

2016-2017

7

3.83

2017-2018

9

3.8

2018-2019

3

3.88

6. CANDIDATE OSAT SCORES FOR THE LAST THREE ACADEMIC YEARS:

(As provided in annual CEOE data.)
(Please include any additional subject area concentrations listed in bullet #2 on Attachment B.)
Academic Year

Academic Year

Academic Year

“N”

EPP
Pass
Rate

Overall
State
Verified
Pass
Rate

“N”

EPP
Pass
Rate

Overall
State
Verified
Pass
Rate

“N”

5

100

94.2

8

100

91.4

3

100

91.4

5

80

87.5

8

87.5

84.8

3

100

84

*

EPP Overall
Pass
State
Rate Verified
Pass
Rate

* Use Drop Down box for indicating Elementary Education Subtest 1 & 2.

7. CANDIDATE PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT SCORES FOR THE LAST
THREE ACADEMIC YEARS: (As provided in annual PPAT data.)
(Please include any additional subject area concentrations listed in bullet #2 on Attachment C.)
Academic Year

Academic Year

2016-2017

“N”

EPP
Pass
Rate

0

N/A

Overall State
Verified Pass
Rate

Academic Year
2018-2019

2017-2018

“N”

EPP
Pass
Rate

0

N/A

Overall State
Verified Pass
Rate

2

“N”

EPP
Pass
Rate

2

50%

Overall State
Verified Pass
Rate

8. DATA ANALYSIS
8.1 HOW ARE GPA DATA BEING USED TO IMPROVE CANDIDATE PERFORMANCE AND
FOR PROGRAM CONTINUOUS IMPROVEMENT?

Program cohort GPA data are reported and examined at Teacher Education Executive Council
(TEEC) meetings systematically. The current program GPA for graduates for the last three years in
the elementary program is 3.83.
Previously, the GPA required for admission to Teacher Education was a 2.5 on a 4-point scale.
During the 2018-2019 school year, the EPP agreed to make a change and raise that to a 3.0 on a
4-point scale. To be fully admitted to the Teacher Education program candidates must now meet the
following requirements: minimum GPA of 3.0, a passing score on the Oklahoma General Education
Test (OGET), completed at least one professional education course with a B- or better, and satisfied
all portfolio requirements.
Previously, the EPP required candidates to pass program courses with a 70%. During GPA
discussions in the 2019-2020 school year, the EPP agreed to make a change. The EPP now
requires candidates to pass education courses with an 80% or higher. If a candidate makes lower
than a B- in a major education course, the candidate must retake the course.
The EPP also engaged in a curriculum audit in 2017-2018 and aligned every professional education
course to InTASC (2011) substandards and CAEP Elementary (2018) substandards (see
attachment). This ensures all students receive instruction (including remediation and enrichment)
on the standards by which they will be assessed. All rubrics for all program and course artifacts
were also updated to align to the standards. Students are both formatively and summatively
assessed on these standards throughout the program.
Additionally, OKWU recently introduced the Academic Center for Excellence (ACE), which serves as
a writing remediation and tutoring center for OKWU students. An education faculty member serves
in ACE as a tutor for a minimum of two hours a week. The EPP also now refers students to ACE to
assist with writing and can require students to utilize the services of ACE on writing assignments.
ACE interventions have been proven with internal data (OKWU - HLC Mid-Cycle Report, 2020) to
have a positive impact on student performance on writing and GPA.
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8.2 HOW ARE OSAT DATA BEING USED TO IMPROVE CANDIDATE PERFORMANCE AND
FOR PROGRAM CONTINUOUS IMPROVEMENT?

The EPP at OKWU uses the Data Teams ® Process to analyze data and set goals for improvement.
Program cohort data are reported and examined at Teacher Education Executive Council (TEEC)
meetings systematically. After a Data Teams discussion about potential gaps in knowledge, the
curriculum for the program is adjusted or modified to allow for greater understanding. Additionally,
candidates meet individually with the content area advisor after receiving their score reports to
discuss strengths and gaps in their content knowledge. This discussion and dissection of data also
results in program improvement. Student feedback indicated that consistent rubrics would help
them on writing assignments, so the unit implemented a rubric for writing assignments. The
program is currently addressing Subarea 3: Constructed Response on the elementary OSAT Subtest 1.
The program set a goal to increase the Subarea 3: Constructed Response average score to 240 by
2022-2023. All courses now include a constructed response activity to allow the program to collect
formative assessment data and track candidate progress. Additionally, the majority of the courses in
the elementary program require written interaction on discussion boards weekly, so additional
formative writing feedback can be utilized.
Additionally, with the services of OKWU ACE, students can receive one-on-one writing instruction
from a qualified writing tutor. This helps the EPP utilize a triangulated approach to scholarly writing:
general education courses, program-specific courses, and in ACE. All three entities share
resources and rubrics to allow for a more streamlined instruction. The program-specific courses
also require a scholarly article analysis that is graded using the OSAT constructed response rubric.
This data help the EPP diagnose issues with constructed responses and implement interventions to
help students succeed on the OSAT.
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8.3 HOW ARE PPAT DATA BEING USED TO IMPROVE CANDIDATE PERFORMANCE AND
FOR PROGRAM CONTINUOUS IMPROVEMENT?

The EPP at OKWU uses the Data Teams ® Process to analyze data and set goals for improvement.
During the 2018-2019 academic year, the EPP discussed implementing the PPAT, and faculty
studied the PPAT. Because the EPP did not utilize the PPAT as a mandated assessment until the
2019-2020 academic year, no institutional data exist for these years. The EPP voted to require the
PPAT in all programs in the Spring of 2019 and agreed to pilot the PPAT during the 2019-2020
school year (see course description EDUC 4812). This would give the EPP baseline data for the
elementary program with two testers in this academic year. Because the EPP is a small program
and the n is limited, the EPP examined the pilot data from the 2019-2020 PPAT holistically and by
each program.
The EPP analyzed the PPAT data for gaps in knowledge and/or curricular improvements. PPAT
data are reported and examined initially by the clinical directors. After a group discussion about
potential gaps in knowledge, the curriculum for the program is adjusted or modified to allow for
greater understanding. When analyzing the scores, the EPP also interviewed the candidates to get
feedback on the PPAT process. Based on the Fall 2019 data, the strength of the elementary
program is Task 3: Designing Instruction for Student Learning. Based on the quantitative data from
the PPAT and the qualitative data from the candidates, the program is currently addressing Task 4:
Implementing/Analyzing Instruction.
The program set a goal to increase the Task 4: Implementing/Analyzing Instruction average score to
27 by 2022-2023. To help achieve this, the EPP has engaged in resources and practices related to
implementing and analyzing instruction. The EPP discussed an adjustment to the way we teach
reflection. To help improve candidate performance on this task, the EPP implemented a systematic
approach to critical reflection. Teacher candidates are now introduced to the concept earlier (EDUC
1302) and have multiple opportunities (EDUC 3113, EDUC 3462, and the methods classes) to
practice critical reflection. The EPP also invited a guest speaker to speak to candidates about the
process of critical reflection and its connection to learning. Additionally, the EPP will build on their
existing requirements in the methods courses (see attachment) to better align with the PPAT
requirements on Task 4. The data from the methods and practicum courses will provide formative
feedback on these changes for the EPP elementary program.
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