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Concerns About Pennsylvania Teacher Certification 
 

The 2000-2001 annual report of the Bureau of Teacher Certification and Preparation 
contains test results for college students who are seeking state certification to teach in an 
elementary or secondary school.  All of Pennsylvania’s public schools and many of the 
state’s private schools require a certificate for prospective teachers to be considered for 
employment.   
 
The results of the most recent tests are quite disappointing.  For example, in 43 of 58 (74 
percent) testing categories reported by the Bureau, the median score for Pennsylvania test 
takers was lower than the national median.  In many cases, the scores were woefully 
lower.  In such varied subjects as earth and space science, safety driver education, and 
health and physical education, the Pennsylvania median scores were well below the 
national median.  On the other hand, there were instances where the Pennsylvania median 
score exceeded the national median score.  Pennsylvania examinants scored above the 
national median on art education, chemistry, physics, and general science.  
 
Still, the test results create significant concern.  In chemistry, education in elementary 
school, home economics, mathematics, and Spanish, nearly 50 percent of Pennsylvania’s 
test takers did not pass.  That does not bode well for instruction prospects in these 
subjects at the state’s elementary and secondary schools, and it does not reflect favorably 
on the institutions that prepared these students.   
  
As soon as the certification test results were released, the education establishment was 
quick to explain away the numbers; "not all states use the same tests" or "the tests need to 
be rewritten" or "the passing score is not the same".  One official even suggested 
changing the exams so that more students could pass.  In other words, more tired and 
lame excuses for poor performance and even worse recommendations for remedial 
actions.   
 
Then too, the Bureau’s own analysis is suspect.  In several testing areas, such as English 
Language, Special Education, and Spanish (Content Knowledge), the Bureau reported a 
greater than 50 percent passing rate, when, in fact, the median score for test takers was 
below the score needed to pass.  For example, 62 percent of test takers on the Elementary 
Education (Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment) test were reported as passing 
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although the median score for Pennsylvania’s test takers was 153 and the passing score 
was 168. This is not statistically possible.  Attempts to get an explanation of overstated 
passing rates from the Bureau of Teacher Certification have been in vain.   
 
All in all, Pennsylvania taxpayers should not be happy with the unsatisfactory results on 
these certification tests.  And they should be more than a little upset that a large 
percentage of the test takers were trained at state-funded colleges and universities.  
Obviously, some accountability is called for, but with the influence the education 
establishment has over the legislature, we don’t expect any significant movement in the 
direction of improving accountability or performance.   
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