University of Georgia – Section II, Assessment 1

PRAXIS Data Table
	Year passed or graduated
	Percentage passed
	Average score
	Component:
Administration

Average correct %
	Component:
Collection 

Development

Average

Correct %
	Component:
Information 

Access

Average

Correct %
	Component:
Learning and Teaching

Average

Correct %
	Component:

Professional
Development

Average

Correct %

	2003
	100
	699
	83
	92
	78
	96
	92

	2004
	100
	671
	89
	83
	82
	83
	69

	2005
	100
	705
	88
	82
	83
	83
	73

	2006
	100
	716
	89
	75
	79
	84
	78


Description of assessment and its use in the program.  A minimum score of 620 on the PRAXIS II test in Library Media is required for certification in Georgia.  We do not recommend anyone for certification who has not achieved this passing score.  In the past, we have not required passing the test prior to graduation, although most candidates choose to go ahead and accomplish this.  

As an assessment, we consider the PRAXIS II to be a reliable instrument but a valid reflection of only minimal content and professional knowledge.  We believe it to be shallow and only a threshold measure of what school library media specialists must be able to do.  Passing the PRAXIS is a necessary but insufficient testament to a candidate’s ability.  Candidates tend to prepare rigorously for this exam, and we believe this study to be a useful review of a range of material that helps during induction into the field.

Alignment.  Specific questions seem to vary over different forms of the PRAXIS and different sections of the test receive different weights.  However, in general, the PRAXIS appears to provide some coverage for all the Standards.  

Summary of data findings. For several years, we expected to need only pass/fail information on candidates.  The Georgia Professional Standards Commission makes it very easy for us to determine if a candidate has passed this test through their online database.  However, it is not possible to determine if a candidate has attempted and failed.  Further, there has been no reliable transmission of aggregated scores from the Educational Testing Service to our program, despite our candidates’ assurance that they request the reports to be sent to the University.  In our data table, we report only the scores we have been able to collect.
In response to these data shortcomings, we now request that candidates provide us with a copy of their scores.  Many have been proud and happy to do this.  These scores account for the numerical data we have.  

Interpretation.  We draw two conclusions from and about our PRAXIS data.  First, our candidates are highly successful in passing this assessment.  Pass rates are 100% for program completers.  

The second conclusion we draw from PRAXIS data relates to subscores.  We calculated ratios of right answers to total questions, and averaged these ratios across candidates.  Subscore averages are:

	Subscore 
	Admininstration
	 Collection
	Information
	Learning
	Professional

	Average
	87.25
	83.0
	80.5
	86.5
	78


Again, these figures reflect only a subset of candidates due to the incompleteness of our data.  However, taken on face value, they seem to indicate that our candidates are strong in all five areas of the test.  They excel in the areas of Program Administration and Learning and Teaching.  The weakest component is Professional Development.  Since these scores are still strong, we have focused our program improvement efforts elsewhere.

