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Mid Visit Report
Institution A
Date B
This Mid-Visit Report identifies the questions and concerns that the team has at this time.  Additional questions or concerns may be identified during the second day of interviews and evidence gathering.  
	Common Standards
	Questions and Concerns at this Time

	1: Educational Leadership
	Governance, active involvement of credential program faculty unclear in one or more programs—not sure about involvement of faculty beyond the key faculty—especially the adjunct faculty.  Cohesiveness in management (”resolves each program’s administrative needs as promptly as feasible”) is a concern with one or more programs. Policies in the handbooks reviewed do not seem to reflect what takes place in the programs.  

	2: Unit and Program Assessment and Evaluation
	Documentation is not available on what data is collected for program evaluation or how that data is used to improve programs

	3: Resources
	Talking to Library and IT people on Tuesday

	4: Faculty and Instructional Personnel
	“Evaluates performance of instructors and field supervisors and retains only those that are effective”; need more information on process of faculty evaluation.”

	7: Field Experience and Clinical Practice
	Some questions about how actual field placements are made

	8: District-Employed Supervisors
	Training of supervisors (master teachers) is still being investigated. Single Subject Program has quite a few questions here


	Programs
	Questions or Concerns about Programs

	Multiple Subject, with Internship
	2: Looking for more info on partnerships and collaboration…signed MOUs would help
8: Physical Ed…syllabi do not seem to cover the requirement of the standard
    Health syllabi does not seem to meet the requirements of the standard 
9: Technology a, b, d, h still investigating

10. a, c, d looking for more information
16: c, e looking for more information

	Single Subject, with Internship
	1: The document is not how the stakeholders describe the program.  a) “Grounded in well designed…” g) hearing conflicting reports on evaluation of candidate competence.  Would like to see secondary portfolios, if there are any…
 8: Comments that candidates would like more content specific pedagogy
10: Not seeing content related to this standard

11: Have not seen this yet

14: Not enough information yet
15b: Feedback on TPEs, inconsistent evidence

16: Selection of fieldwork sites…hear about candidates finding own sites—need more information here!

17: Not sure yet, need to talk to students
18: Need more info still

19: Not Met: Assessment of candidate competence is unclear…what is the measure of competence?  Need to see field work evaluations… Very wide range of observations…
Need to talk with supervisors and faculty (methodology)

Need to talk to Master Teachers if possible.

	Education Specialist: Mild-Moderate, Level I 
	14: Qualifications supervisors and selection of field sites: Supervisors report no orientation or training.  Frequency of observations is variable.  Documentation of the evaluation of field work has not bee found.  Intern: Mid Term—evaluation interview info does not match what document says.  Role of supervisors is unclear

15: Self Advocacy in the standard has not been found in courses.
17: Review of course syllabi have not shown supplementary aid or technology as required by the standard…Where in coursework are these elements addressed?

18: “Field Supervisors verify competence in IEP…”Who determines candidate competence and grades the candidates?
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