Council for Teacher Education

Review of Evidence for Meeting State Standards

Introduction and Procedures

Your role as a reviewer and expert in a given field of study is to determine whether or not the Professional Education Preparation Program (PEPP) under review is in compliance with state standards.  Use the following information to guide your judgment, and consult the Chairs of the review if you have any questions.  The New Hampshire State Department of Education (NHDOE) and the Institution under review appreciate the time and effort that you are putting into this process. 

Please consider each standard (and the set of standards in your field) holistically, despite the fact that many are parsed into small segments in the matrix.  It is important to understand the specific intent of the standard when considering whether or not evidence provided addresses the standard and indicates compliance. (Reread the start of the standard, when in doubt:  “have the knowledge to…,”  “plan for…”, etc.)  Note that some standards may be considered to be “power standards,” such as Standard (b)(1) in the Social Studies.  If this overall standard is rated as Not Met, there may be some question as to whether or not the candidates will be adequately prepared as beginning teachers to teach the social studies curriculum.

	(b)  The social studies program for grades 5-12 shall provide the teaching candidate with the skills, competencies and knowledge gained through a combination of academic and supervised practical experience in the following areas:

	(1) In the area of content, the ability to explain the importance of knowledge in each of the following areas, including ways in which each subject area provides insight into contemporary society: 

a. Civics; 

b. Economics; 

c. Geography; 

d. United States and New Hampshire history; and 

e. World history and contemporary issues; 


	
	
	


Review all electronic submissions prior to the visit.  If there is no appropriate evidence addressing the standard, request that evidence at the time of the visit.  Much of the evidence will be gathered on site through interviews, classroom observations, and additional documentation.  While reviewing the electronic submissions, make notes regarding questions you need to ask of program personnel, students, etc. to gather additional evidence, if necessary, at the visit.  Take advantage of opportunities offered by the institution to communicate with faculty prior to the visit.  This will ensure an efficient use of your time at the visit.  Plan to sit down with your subject-matter counterpart at the visit to go over your ratings, understandings, and any additional evidence needed for you to make a fair judgment.  The review is a “user-friendly” process in which reviewers and PEPP representatives interact to effect a “continuous improvement” model of educator preparation.  Note that conversations with institutional personnel can help clarify why they offered a particular piece of evidence to support standards’ compliance.  Sometimes, you will find other or different evidence of compliance in the initial document or at the visit.  Such evidence should also be considered.  Below is a list of  acceptable “Evidence Types” and a rubric to help guide your review and judgments.  A single piece of evidence may serve as evidence for several standards or parts of standards (e.g., a portfolio entry that reflects content knowledge, knowledge of the learner, and an assessment). 

Any or all of the following should be considered as sources of evidence. Each heading indicates an “Evidence Type.”  Other sources of evidence can also be considered.  There should be some “mix” of Evidence Types throughout the document.  Syllabi should be available for all required courses. 

Types of Evidence

Data from Accepted Reports (e.g., NEASC, NCATE, TEAC)
             program evaluation data

             information about resources

             etc.
Evaluative Data

ratings of student work

summary evaluations

results of surveys, other assessment measures,

etc.

Candidate work samples

essays


journal entries


lesson plans


notes


performance


portfolios


reflections


reports


test responses


translations


etc.

Course  Materials

assignments

handouts

notes

lectures/lecture outlines

tests, quizzes, evaluation rubrics

etc.

Direct Observation of


college classes


candidates’ classes


communications


performances


etc.

Records/documents


advising materials


contracts


e-mails


organizational charts


plans


procedures

meeting minutes/notes


policy statements/booklets


program descriptions and requirements


reports from other program reviews:  local, regional, state, national


schedules


student records


etc.

Testimony from:


administrators


candidates


faculty


staff


others, as appropriate.

Rubrics

	On Standard
	Standard Not Met
	Recommendation
	Merits Commendation*

	Review of evidence provided by the institution and gathered at the visit indicates that the overall standard is met.  The nature of the evidence is a mix of the “evidence types” listed above.  Even if one portion of one standard is not supported by evidence, the overall standard is clearly met.
	Evidence of overall compliance with the standard was not available, even when requested.

 OR

Although some evidence was provided, this evidence did not indicate overall compliance with the standard.  (Note that “insufficient evidence” is a meaningless descriptor unless it is clear what makes the proffered evidence “insufficient.”)
	The recommendation reiterates the standard or part of the standard that is not met:  In the example from the matrix below:

Recommendation:

b. Provide candidates with the skills, competencies, and knowledge…in economics.

Institutions will be required to respond to recommendations in keeping with their own program philosophy and organization.
	Evidence indicates that the expectations inherent in the standards or in a particular “power standard” have been exceeded and show exemplary practice above and beyond what has been seen or known to be in practice at other institutions.

(More work will be done on the meaning of “commendation,” including examples and non-examples). 

*Craft a specific statement indicating the commendation.


Recording Notes and Ratings

The Social Studies example below shows the grid upon which judgments are recorded.

Recommendation

A recommendation is required if the standard or part of a standard is rated Not On Standard.  The recommendation repeats the standard or part of the standard that is Not On Standard.  (See Social Studies example below and rubric above.)

	Ed 612.28  Social Studies for Grades 5-12

	RATING

ON STANDARD

or

NOT ON STANDARD

	RATIONALE

[Required]

Describe the reviewed evidence that led to this rating
	RECOMMENDATION

[Required if rating is 

not ‘on standard’]

COMMENDATION

[Optional ]


	(a) In compliance with RSA 193-C:3, IV(f) and consistent with RSA 193-C:3, III, the teacher preparation program in social studies for grades 5-12 shall require candidate competency in the teaching of social studies, including techniques for enhancing student learning in these areas and the use of assessment results to improve instruction.

	(b)  The social studies program for grades 5-12 shall provide the teaching candidate with the skills, competencies and knowledge gained through a combination of academic and supervised practical experience in the following areas:

	(1) In the area of content, the ability to explain the importance of knowledge in each of the following areas, including ways in which each subject area provides insight into contemporary society: 

a. Civics; 

b. Economics; 

c. Geography; 

d. United States and New Hampshire history; and 

e. World history and contemporary issues; 


	(1) On standard
a. On standard

b. Not met 

c.  On standard
c. On standard

d. On standard


	2009-10 Catalog

Syllabi:

POLXXX

ICXXX

HSXXX

HSXXX

EDUCXXX

Interviews: 

 3 professors

 numerous students

Portfolios

3 student portfolios

b. Two workshops in economics does not provide the background required to address the standard, as evidenced in content of the workshops, which are the only offerings required, in economics.  The content of the workshops does not reflect the standard.
	(note that if the reviewer determined that the overall standard was not met because of the Economics portion rated as not met, she/he would make a recommendation here: “ In the area of ……society:  Economics. “)
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