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III. Program Description 

 

The BA Art Education program is intended to prepare students for a career in public 

education. Students enrolled in the Art Education program will complete a minor in 

professional education in addition to the major in studio art (art education). 

 

IV. Changes in Program 

 

• The Art Education program will begin using the new Core Visual Arts Standards in 

all lesson planning. 

 

• A new key assessment will be used in Art 3160 to take the place of the milestone 

assessment as a prelude to edTPA. 

 

• Art 3160 has been restructured to reflect its placement in the Residency I block. 

Particular focus is paid to preparation for the teaching component of Residency I. 

 

• The Art Praxis exam changed as of Fall 2011.  The three art exams were be 

condensed to one exam. A professor led study session will take place in academic 

year 2015-2016 to help students with the new format of the exam. 

 

• Students are encouraged to take Art  (Modern Art). This suggestion is designed to 

ease student anxiety concerning art Praxis exams. 

 

• The Art Education program has created a student chapter of the National Art 

Education Association. Students are encouraged to join and participate in their 

state and local art education associations and to attend the state conference. 

 

V.   Program Strengths 

• Students in the Art Education program consistently pass their licensure exams on 

the first or second attempt.  More pass on the first attempt. 

• Art students score consistently high on their ability to establish appropriate learning 

goals and objectives. 

• Evaluation of student learning earns consistently high marks on exit surveys. 

• Art students score consistently high on their ability to construct instruction that 

encourages thinking, problem solving and decision-making. 

 

VI.  Program Weaknesses 

• Art students sometimes struggle to show a thorough understanding of the content on their 



Praxis exams. This is often a result of being tested on content areas not offered at APSU. 

• Art students sometimes struggle with the correct use of critique methodologies. 

• Art students sometimes struggle to use assessment strategies, instruments and information 

appropriate to the learning expectations being evaluated. 

• Art students sometimes struggle to incorporate data into their assessment strategies. 

• Art students are advised to take Praxis I exams in a timely manner but often delay to take 

the exams until it impacts their application for Milestone II. 

  

 

VII. Assessment of Candidates 

 

Overall the art education candidates did very well in the 2015-2016 school year.  

Four students graduated with initial licensure in this cycle. Of the four students, all were 

female, three identified as Caucasian and one identified as Hispanic. 

 

Praxis scores bear out the excellent portfolio reviews. Fall 2015 pass rates indicate that 

two students attempted to take the Praxis art content test.  One required a retest to pass 

the exam.  The average score was 166.  A passing score is 157.  Spring 2016 pass rates 

indicate that two students attempted the art exam.  Both passed on the first attempt with 

an average score of 167.  Pass rates for Art Content Knowledge are still at 100% prior to 

Residency II. Overall, 75% of the students who took the exam passed on their first 

attempt. 

 

edTPA portfolios indicate that students in art education are more than qualified to teach 

in their subject area.  The students continue to struggle a bit with planning appropriate 

assessments and providing feedback to guide student learning.  The scores from Fall 2015 

(2 students) and Spring 2016 ( 2 students) indicate that the majority of graduates passed 

the edTPA with little difficulty. The average score for an APSU graduate was 43 versus a 

national average of 46.1 Fall semester students score below average on the analysis of 

student learning and above average on the analysis of student’s language use and content 

learning. Spring semester students scored above average in identifying and supporting 

language demands, planning assessments to monitor and support student learning and 

learning environment and below average in analysis of student learning, providing 

feedback to guide learning, student use of feedback and analyzing students’ language use 

and content learning. 

 

Exit surveys indicate that students throughout the education program would like more 

content specific courses and studio courses. The lowest scores in the clinical teaching 

evaluations come in the area of subject transition and learning styles.  Employer surveys 

indicate that graduates throughout the program continue to struggle with classroom 

management but the comments from the supervising teachers have been overwhelmingly 

positive.  

 

Short-term actions for 2015-2016 

 

• More focus on classroom management activities as they relate to the specific 

challenges of the art classroom in the form of additional readings and role-

playing activities. 

 

• More emphasis on incorporating art history into art lessons even in a production 



based environment. The incorporation on targeted bell ringer activities and 

journal assignments that support the lesson plans will be incorporated. 

 

• Focus on creating well-crafted lesson plans that incorporate a variety of learning 

styles. 

 

• Emphasis on incorporating academic language into all learning activities. 

 

Long-term action implications for 2016-2017 

 

• Students will gain additional knowledge about classroom management practices.  

 

• Students will become more comfortable writing about their own artwork, which will 

benefit them on the PRAXIS exam.  

 

• Students will learn additional assessment strategies for the art classroom that use 

data more efficiently. 

 

• Students will gain additional knowledge of the day-to-day activities of an art 

educator. 

 

• Students will have more contact hours with the art education professor and their 

fellow students. 

 

• Students will learn additional strategies to incorporate data and academic language 

into classroom activities. 

 

 

VIII. Assessment of Program Operations 

 

• Enrollment in the art education program has been slowly growing over the last ten 

academic years. The numbers tend to change semester to semester due to 

students changing majors within the art department. One area that has been 

steadily growing is in the area of graduate students or students who already have 

an art degree and wish to add art certification.  Currently there are approximately 

25 students with a declared major in Art Education. 

 

• There are very few minority students in the art department as a whole and the Art 

Education program is no different in that regard. Efforts are being made within 

the art department as a whole to increase our recruiting and consequently 

increase our minority population within the department.. 

 

• Principals in the employer surveys note that classroom management issues continue 

to be a struggle for new teachers regardless of subject area taught. 

 

• Students continue to delay taking PRAXIS I until the last possible moment thereby 

often not passing their Milestone II review in a timely manner.  As the advisor to 

the Art Education majors I will continue to encourage students to take the exam 

earlier in their academic career to prevent this result from occurring as frequently 

as it has in the last academic year. 



 

•  PRAXIS scores indicate that the curriculum in both the art department and the 

education department is successful in helping prepare students to pass the 

licensure exams. The Art Content Knowledge exam pass rate of 100% bears out 

this assumption.  Students that do not pass on the first attempt often struggle in 

writing about their own work, a skill that we will focus on in Art 3160. 

 

• As a result of our NASAD reaccreditation visit Art 1070 (Electronic Imaging) will 

be added back into the Art Education major. In order for this to be accomplished 

Education 3040 (Instruction Technology) will be replaced with Art 1070 on the 

major sheet.  Information not covered in Education 3040 will be incorporated 

into Art 3140 (Art Education I) 

 

 

IX.  Summary of Proposed Changes 

 

• More focus on classroom management activities as they relate to the specific 

challenges of the art classroom in the form of additional readings and role-playing 

activities.  

 

• More emphasis on writing about the student’s own artwork in the form of journal 

entries in Art 3160. 

 

• Students will be strongly encouraged to attend state and national art education 

conferences to expand their knowledge of the field of art education and meet other 

art educators from around the state.  

 

• The art education professor will talk to the art specific sections of APSU 1000 to 

discuss the Art Education major. 

 

• Students will gain additional knowledge about classroom management practices.  

 

• Students will become more comfortable writing about their own artwork, which will 

benefit them on the PRAXIS exam.  

 

• Students will gain additional knowledge of the day-to-day activities of an art 

educator. 

 

• Students will meet other art educators and have the opportunities to learn more 

about their chosen profession.  

 

• Students will have the opportunity to interact with the other art education majors 

outside of the traditional classroom setting. 

 

• Art 1070 will be added back into the Art Education major sheet.  Education 3040 

will be removed from the minor requirements. 

 

 

 

X. Assessment System 



 

The assessment system continues to improve the flow of data to the specialty areas. 
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