
Palo Alto Unified School District BTSA Consortium, Program # 213
	Biennial Report Response, Fall 2010

	Part A

Program(s) 
	Candidate/Program

Data Submitted
	Components  

(+ Well addressed; √ Acceptable;  0 Not Evident)
	Comments/Additional Information Required

	BTSA Induction 
	Data Presented
· Continuum Of Teacher Development
· Professional Growth Plan (PGP)
· Participating Teacher Focus Groups
· Coach (Support Provider) Focus Group
· Workshop Verification – Reflection on Professional Development
· Participating Teacher Mid-Year Survey

· Data discussed but not presented


	Context
	   √ 
	Data, analysis, and program modifications were clearly presented, and analysis supported proposed program modifications. 
In future reports, it would be helpful to see more specific linkages between assessment results and specific standards besides the descriptor of  “all” (Common/Program standards), as indicated in Section A, Part IV.



	
	
	Changes since last BR/SV
	NA
	

	
	
	Assessments tied to Competencies
	+ 
	

	
	
	Aggregated Data
	+
	

	
	
	Analyzed/Discussed Data
	+
	

	
	
	Modifications linked to Data
	+
	

	
	
	Modifications linked to Standards
	√ 
	

	Part B:  Institutional Summary and Plan of Action
	The Institutional Summary indicates that leadership has reviewed the biennial report information submitted for the program.  It demonstrates a thoughtful review of the program’s report and identifies areas of strength and areas in need of improvements.  Meets Commission requirements.



	Submission of a Biennial Report for each approved educator preparation program is required as part of the Commission’s accreditation activities but does not, in and of itself, imply that any of the Commission’s Common or Program Standards are Met .  The decision if each standard is met or not is the responsibility of the site visit team.
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