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GOALS OF THIS PRESENTATION

1. Outline a brief historical perspective relative to our institution and the 

resulting challenges.

2. Challenges presented by CAEP Standards 2 and 4 that were not issues for 

us under NCATE accreditation standards.

3. Definitions of learning and development per InTASC

4. An approach to meeting the challenges by including LCAS

5. Questions and discussion



HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE
ÅIn the NCATE era, documentation about program/candidate positive impact on  P-12 

student learningwas required.  Our broad solution was the Teacher Work Sample

consisting of the following sections

ÅContextual Factors ðthe òwhere and whoó for instruction

ÅLearning Goals ðthe òwhat and how deeplyó for instruction

ÅPlan for Assessment ðòhow will you know they learned?ó

ÅDesign for Instruction ðorganization and presentation of content

ÅInstructional Decision-Making ðthe òwhat iféó for instruction

ÅAnalysis of Student Learning ðmeasurement and evaluation of learning

ÅReflection and Self-Evaluation ðòhow did it go and how would you make it better next time?ó

These are primarily

pedagogical and do

not provide òimpactó

data.



SUPPORT FOR STANDARD 4 - PROGRAM IMPACT?

SAMPLE DATA FROM SECTIONS 6 AND 7 OF THE TWS

TWS Section 6: Analysis of Student Learning

6.1 Clarity and Accuracy of Presentation 217 1% 30% 69%

6.2 Alignment with Learning Goals 216 0% 17% 83%

6.3 Interpretation of Data 217 1% 22% 77%

6.4 Evidence of Impact on Student Learning 217 1% 17% 82%

TWS Section 7: Reflection and Self Evaluation

7.1 Interpretation of Student Learning 217 0% 22% 78%

7.2 Insights on Effective Instruction and Assessment 217 0% 31% 69%

7.3 Alignment Among Goals, Instruction and Assessment 217 0% 20% 80%

7.4 Implications for Future Teaching 217 1% 20% 78%

7.5 Implications for Professional Development 216 4% 31% 65%
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Student Teaching Teacher Work Sample Data 

ÅOf the 32 subsections of the TWS, only 3 (6.3, 6.4 and 7.1) may contribute to understanding student learning.  

ÅMissing entirely is tracking of student development both in the classic sense and as learners.


