Teacher Work Sample

Undergraduate Only

Fall 2018
AREA Alignment ( f‘ st[;r)oach:;)g (2?)?2)6 ptabol/toe 3 ptl)a rget% n Mean | Mode Stdev
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of
community, school, and classroom [INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
factors
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of a5 2013.2 o | ow | o | 0% | 10 [100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.0
characteristics of students
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of
students’ varied approaches to INTASC-2013.1 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
learning
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of |\ 5013 2 o | ow | 1 |10% | 9 | 9% | 10 |29 | 300 | 030
students' skills and prior learning
Contextual Factors: Implications for
instructional planning and INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 1 10% 9 90% 10 2.90 3.00 0.30
assessmen
Learning Goals: Significance, INTASC-2013.7 o | 0% | 1 |10% | 9 |9% | 10 |29 | 300 ]| o030
challenge, and variety
Learning Goals: Clarity INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
'S'E;rg:]’:g Goals: Appropriateness for |\ ) 5013 7 0 0% 0 0% 10 |100% | 120 | 3.00 | 3.00 0.00
Learning Goals: Alignment with INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 0 0% 10 [1200% | 10 | 3.00 | 3.00 0.00
national, state and standards
Assessment Plan: Aligned with INTASC-2013.6 o | 0% | o | 0% | 10 [1200%| 120 | 300 | 3.00 0.00
learning goals and instruction
Assessment Plan: Clarity of criteria |\ ra5c.2013.6 o | ow | 2 |20% | 8 | 8% | 10 | 28 | 300 | 040
and standards for performance
Assessment Plan: Multiple modes |\ rasc.2013.6 o | ow | 1 |10% | 9 |90% | 10 |29 | 300 | 030
and approaches
Assessment Plan: Technical INTASC-2013.6 o | o% 1 [ 120% | 9 | 9% | 10 | 29 | 3.00 0.30
soundness
Assessment Plan: Adaptations
based on the individual needs of INTASC-2013.6 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
students
Design for Instruction: Alignment |\ .-\ o 5013 8 0 0% 1 | 10% | 9 | 9% | 10 | 29 | 3.00 0.30
with learning goals
Design for Instruction: Accurate \rasc 2013.4 o | ow | o | 0% | 10 [100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.0
representation of content
Design for Instruction: Lessons and |\ rasc 20138 1 [10% | o [ ow | 9 | 9% | 10 |28 |300]| o060
unit structure
Design for Instruction: Use of variety
of instruction activities, assignments [INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 1 10% 9 90% 10 2.90 3.00 0.30
and resources
Design for Instruction: Use of
contextual information and data to
select appropriate and relevant INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 1 10% 9 90% 10 2.90 3.00 0.30
activities, assignments and
resources
Design for Instruction: Use of INTASC-2013.8 o | 0% | o | 0% | 10 [1200%| 10 | 300 | 3.00 0.00
technology
Instructional Decision Making: INTASC-2013.5 o | ow | o | 0% | 10 [100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.00
Sound professional practice
Instructional Decision Making:
Modifications based on analysis of |INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
student learning
Instructional Decision Making:
Congruence between modifications [INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
and learning goals
Use of Assessment Data: Clarity a5 20136 o | ow | o | 0% | 9 [100%| 9 | 300 300 | o000
and accuracy of presentation
Use of Assessment Data: Alignment |\ rasc 2013.6 o | ow | o | o% | 10 [100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.0
with learning goals




Use of Assessment Data: INTASC-2013.6 o | 0% | 1 |10% | 9 | 9% | 10 | 290 | 300 | 030
Interpretation of data
Use of Assessment Data: Evidence |\ rasc 20136 o | 0% | o | 0% | 10 |100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.0
of impact on student learning
Reflection and Self-Evaluation: |\ a5¢ 20136 o | 0% | 1 |10%| 9 | 9% | 10 | 290 | 300 | 030
Interpretation of student learning
Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Insights on effective instruction and |INTASC-2013.6 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
assessment
Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Alignment among goals, instruction |INTASC-2013.6 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
and assessment
Reflection and Self-Evaluation: A5 201310 o | ow | o | 0% | 10 [100%| 10 | 300 | 300 | 0.0
Implications for future teaching
Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Implications for professional INTASC-2013.9 0 0% 0 0% 10 100% 10 3.00 3.00 0.00
development
Undergraduate Only
Spring 2019
. Approaching Acceptable Target

AREA Alignment 1 pts) % 2 pis) % @ pis) % n Mean | Mode Stdev
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of
community, school, and classroom |INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 3 15% 17 85% 20 2.85 3.00 0.36
factors
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of 1, r7qc 513 2 o | o 1 | 5% | 19 | 95% | 20 | 295 | 3.00 0.22
characteristics of students
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of
students’ varied approaches to INTASC-2013.1 0 0% 3 15% 17 85% 20 2.85 3.00 0.36
learning
Contextual Factors: Knowledge of 1\ .- g 5413 o | o 3 | 15% | 17 | 8% | 20 | 2:85 | 3.00 0.36
students' skills and prior learning
Contextual Factors: Implications for
instructional planning and INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 1 5% 19 95% 20 2.95 3.00 0.22
assessmen
Learning Goals: Significance, INTASC-2013.7 o [ 0% | 1 | 5% | 19 [95% [ 20 | 295 | 300 | o022
challenge, and variety
Learning Goals: Clarity INTASC-2013.7 0 0% 1 5% 19 95% 20 2.95 3.00 0.22
Loamnd Goals: Appropriateness for |, +2s ¢ 2013.7 o | 0% | 2 |10% | 18 [90% | 20 | 200 | 300 | 030
Learning Goals: Alignment with 1, 7o 5013 7 o | o% | 1 | 5% | 19 |95% | 20 | 205 | 300 | o022
national, state and standards
Assessment Plan: Aligned with |, rx5¢.2013.6 o | 0% | 3 | 15% | 17 | 8% | 20 | 285 | 300 | 036
learning goals and instruction
Assessment Plan: Clarity of criteria. |\ .ra5c.0013.6 o | ow 1 | 5% | 19 | 95% | 20 | 295 | 3.00 0.22
and standards for performance
Assessment Plan: Multiple modes |\ .ras5c.0013.6 o | ow > | 10% | 18 | 9% | 20 | 290 | 3.00 0.30
and approaches
Assessment Plan: Technical INTASC-2013.6 o | ow | 1 | 5% | 19 | 95% | 20 | 295 | 300 | 022
soundness
Assessment Plan: Adaptations
based on the individual needs of INTASC-2013.6 0 0% 4 20% 16 80% 20 2.80 3.00 0.40
students
Design for Instruction: Alignment

. . INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 2 10% 18 90% 20 2.90 3.00 0.30
with learning goals
Design for Instruction: Accurate ,\rasc 2013.4 o | 0% | o | 0% | 20 |100%| 20 | 300 | 300 | 0.00
representation of content
Design for Instruction: Lessons and |\ rasc 2013.8 o | 0% | 1 | 5% | 19 |95% | 20 | 295 | 300 | o022
unit structure
Design for Instruction: Use of variety
of instruction activities, assignments [INTASC-2013.8 0 0% 2 10% 18 90% 20 2.90 3.00 0.30
and resources




Design for Instruction: Use of
contextual information and data to
select appropriate and relevant
activities, assignments and
resources

INTASC-2013.8

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Design for Instruction: Use of
technology

INTASC-2013.8

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Instructional Decision Making:
Sound professional practice

INTASC-2013.5

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Instructional Decision Making:
Modifications based on analysis of
student learning

INTASC-2013.8

0%

15%

17

85%

20

2.85

3.00

0.36

Instructional Decision Making:
Congruence between modifications
and learning goals

INTASC-2013.8

0%

10%

18

90%

20

2.90

3.00

0.30

Use of Assessment Data: Clarity
and accuracy of presentation

INTASC-2013.6

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Use of Assessment Data: Alignment
with learning goals

INTASC-2013.6

0%

15%

17

85%

20

2.85

3.00

0.36

Use of Assessment Data:
Interpretation of data

INTASC-2013.6

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Use of Assessment Data: Evidence
of impact on student learning

INTASC-2013.6

0%

10%

18

90%

20

2.90

3.00

0.30

Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Interpretation of student learning

INTASC-2013.6

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Insights on effective instruction and
assessment

INTASC-2013.6

0%

10%

18

90%

20

2.90

3.00

0.30

Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Alignment among goals, instruction
and assessment

INTASC-2013.6

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Implications for future teaching

INTASC-2013.10

0%

5%

19

95%

20

2.95

3.00

0.22

Reflection and Self-Evaluation:
Implications for professional
development

INTASC-2013.9

0%

25%

15

75%

20

2.75

3.00

0.43




