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Faculty Quality/Productivity
Tenured/Tenure-Track Faculty Presentations

20052006

FFFFF

s

\\\\\
T

-

I
COE ter

p—
—

yay_Y

re

|| SU ter

il ﬁ .||l|| I;;.';;;il il

m
il
Ll

i ululiﬂ ﬂlﬂﬂh

Source: Semester Reports, Provost’'s Office, COE Dean's Office



e COE tenure-track faculty represent 18%
of the SHSU faculty.

h

e COE faculty produced 34% of SHSU’s {“‘x
publications and 38% of SHSU’s a
presentations in 2006-2007.
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Teachlng Scores by Indicator
COE % Exceeding SHSU Mean
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Source: Spring 2007 IDEA COE Summary Report
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COE Undergraduate SCH Production
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COE Doctoral SCH Production
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Change In Student Teaching
Program 2003-2007
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Are our candidates learning?

TEXES PASS RATES
Undergraduate and Graduate Certifications
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EC-4 TEXES Exam Performance by Domain
Fall 2006 - Spring 2007
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| tudent Teacher Performance

SHSU Overall Teacher Work Sample Results
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Student Teacher Performance

Professional Development Appraisal System
Fall 2006 - Spring 2007

@ Fall 2006 m Spring 2007

3.5

Mean Score
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Participation in the Learning Student Progress Discipline, Instructional
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* As rated by the university supervisor ) =)

Source: SHSU Office of Field Experience



Student Teacher Performance

Student Teaching Summative Evaluation - State Pedagogy and
Professional Responsibility Skill Standards
Fall 2006 - Spring 2007
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Standard IIl: Management Standard Ill: Student Learning Standard IV: Professionalism
Standard
* As rated by the classroom mentor teacher

Source: SHSU Office of Field Experience



Student Teacher Performance

Student Teaching Summative Evaluation - SHSU Dispositions Standards
Fall 2006 - Spring 2007
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Where do our candidates go ?
Distribution of Student Teacher Placements
Fall 2006 - Spring 2007
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SHSU Graduate Saturation

1994-2006
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Source; SHSU COE 2006 Survey of Graduates
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