	Report Title and Link 

Recent Trends in Mean Scores and Characteristics of Test-Takers on Praxis II Licensure Tests (www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/opepd/ppss/reports.html#tq)

	Program/Policy 

· Over the last 20 years, there have been many policy and program activities at the federal, state and local levels that have aimed to raise teachers’ content knowledge. 

· HEA of 1998 required reporting institutions to report licensure pass rates of teacher education students; 

· ESEA of 1965, as amended, Title I Part A contains the highly qualified teacher provisions.



	Main Study Questions

· What are the trends in the scores of individuals who took the different Praxis II tests from 1999 through 2006?  
· What are the trends for those who passed the test and for those who did not pass the test?  (It is important to examine trends of those who pass and of those who fail separately; this is because only those who pass will go into teaching and trends appear very different when all test takers are combined.)


	Findings and Implications

· Regression analyses show that changes in mean test scores over the years 1999 – 2006 for those passing the Praxis II were minimal.  This suggests that recent policy measures have not increased the content knowledge of teachers who are taking licensure tests as measured by Praxis II scores. 

· For most of the tests examined, the percentage of test takers who failed rose over time.  This trend was the most pronounced for the Mathematics Content Knowledge exam – in 1999, 17.8% failed this exam compared to 29.1% in 2006. 
· Those who pass the Praxis II tests have scores substantially higher than those who do not.  For example, on the Mathematics Content Knowledge test there was a 36-point difference in the mean scores between those who passed and those who failed.  (Scores are on a 100-point scale, so 36 points is substantial.)
· States with higher passing standards typically have higher passing scores but they often also have lower passing rates, suggesting that raising passing standards could reduce the teacher pool if other measures are not taken. 

· The findings of a prior study comparing SAT scores of Praxis II passers over the longer period 1994 to 2005 found that the SAT scores had improved significantly. The failure to find similar improvements in Praxis II scores may be due to many factors such as:
· the time period that was examined in the earlier study with the SAT score increase compared a cohort from an earlier period (1994 to 1997) to a cohort from a later period (2002-2005).  The time period reflected by that earlier cohort was not examined in the current study which covered 1999 to 2006. 

· the SAT score trend is not a good predictor of the Praxis II score trend.   

	Study Rationale Office of Elementary and Secondary Education request



	Study Design 

· Descriptive.  The study focuses on trends for those who pass the Praxis tests, as these are individuals who are eligible to enter teaching.  Analyses are disaggregated by passing status, gender, race and whether or not the test candidate has prior teaching experience.  

· Multiple regression models were used to analyze the trend of Praxis II scores across years.  One set of models only examined the changes in scores across years.  A second set of models also controlled for gender, race, and prior teaching experience.


	Data Sources

Praxis II data maintained by ETS



	Study Limitations

· Praxis states are not representative of country, although Praxis II is the most common test for teacher licensure. 

· Mix of teachers who have to take and pass the Praxis may have expanded because of NCLB.
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