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Additional Information for Electronic Evidences

Required/Givens

1. The evidence must show a clear and primary relationship to the descriptors it addresses.

2. The same requirements must apply to all candidates in the program area.

3. Actual rubrics must be submitted by July 1, 2010.

4. Public school involvement is more than simply sending a survey to public school partners.

5. Formative assessment must include the use of technology.

6. Artifacts can be linked between evidences, but the same artifact is not to be used for multiple evidences.

7. Within each electronic evidence, there must be a connection or thread that ties the artifacts together.  An electronic evidence is not just a collection of things.

8. 21st century assessments are authentic, performance-based, rigorous, and require the application of knowledge and skills.

9. Videotapes must include parental permission.

10. Electronic evidence #2 must focus on content (scholarship), not pedagogy.

	For….
	Appropriate Content is….

	B-K
	child development, policy, interagency service delivery, the core subjects (English, reading/language arts, math, science, social studies, arts)

	K-6
	the core subjects (English, reading/language arts, math, science, social studies, arts)

	Reading
	linguistics, psychology of reading, reading disabilities

	EC
	EC laws, current policies, definitions, the core subjects (English, reading/language arts, math, science, social studies, arts)

	ESL
	English and linguistics

	AIG
	laws, current policies, definitions


11. Impact on student learning must be positive.  If it is not, it needs to be redone.

12. Electronic evidence #5 should focus on content, 21st century technologies, and 21st century skills and dispositions as reflected in the following diagram.  EOC and EOG scores are not appropriate evidences for student teachers.
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13. For add-on licenses, only electronic evidences 1 and 2 are needed.  For AIG add-on programs electronic evidence 1 will be 12 semester hours rather than 24.

Additional Suggested Dos and Don’ts for Electronic Evidences
	(  Do    (
	(  Don’t   (

	  General

· One assignment or complete (stand alone) parts of a larger assignment

· Most comprehensive and advanced of such assignments; generally upper level assignments

· Unit with several connected lesson plans and strategies for differentiation

· Indicates performance in authentic experience related to standard
· Indicates current performance
	General
· Tangential relationship to descriptor that is also covered with other evidences
· More than one assignment; pieces of different assignments

· Optional requirement for candidates in the program area

· Collection of attempts to develop units, IEPs, management plans, etc.

· Single lesson plan
· Grades for one or more courses

	Evidence 2 – Depth of Content Knowledge
· Shows deep knowledge and application in core content

· One assignment

· Capstone experience 
· Focuses on scholarship
	Evidence 2 – Depth of Content Knowledge
· Attempts to cover more than one discipline

· Is a kitchen-sink approach

· Collection of assignments throughout program
· Emphasizes pedagogy and implementation

	
	Evidence 5 – Positive Impact on Student Learning

· Focus only on isolated knowledge or skills
· Use EOC or EOG scores for student teachers


April 16, 2009 Updates (Based on Questions/Requests for Clarification we have received)
1. Formative Assessments, Diversity (including working with Exceptional Children and ELL), 21st century content and skills, and genuine involvement of public school partners continue to be of great interest.

2. Be succinct and clear in describing the electronic evidences. 

3. “Cutting and pasting” are fine, just be careful “cutting and pasting” between documents (e.g., you don’t need to cut and paste information about the 9-12 English program into the K-6 program).
4. The Timeline included in the blueprint should be “going forward,” (i.e., when the program will be implemented;  where the new program is in the campus curriculum approval process; if/how current students will be transitioned into the new program; NOT what you did to get to this point).
5. In Part C (of the blueprint), Section III, (descriptions of the evidences)
a. for question #3 (how the evidence specifically addresses the descriptors for which it is cited in Sections I and II) be sure to provide a narrative description. This is NOT just listing the descriptors.  You have already listed the descriptors. 
b. For Electronic Evidence 1, focus on clearly identifying the 24 (or more) semester hours of coursework that satisfies this evidence.  You don’t have to respond specifically to questions #2, 3, and 4.
c. For Electronic Evidence 4 (LEA/IHE Certification of Teaching Capacity) you do not need to respond to question #3 (how the evidence specifically addresses the descriptors).  Your response can be as simple and direct as:
The LEA/IHE Certification of Teaching Capacity will be administered during the student teaching (or graduate internship) semester, as part of a more extensive evaluative process using the U of X Student Teaching Assessment Rubric.  Candidates must score at the "Met" level on all items in order to be recommended for licensure.

6. Middle Grades areas (language arts, math, science, social studies) will be submitted as individual blueprints.
7. Submissions will be accepted July 1, 2009, December 20, 2009, July 1, 2010.  Students cannot be admitted to current programs after the 2009-2010 school year.

8. Current requirements (e.g., Praxis I, 2.5 gpa for admission, methods faculty licenses) are in place until students are admitted to the new programs.
9. Undergraduate and graduate programs leading to “A” level licensure may be submitted separately.

10. Individuals adding-on teaching areas only need to submit EE 1 and EE 2.
11. A ning has been set up at the following website:  http://ncteachereducationrevisioning.ning.com/  It can be used to post documents, have on-line discussions, solicit feedback on ideas, etc.
12. The following options have been identified for the lateral entry teachers you are working with:

	For Lateral Entry Teachers ONLY

	Option 1

(Approved Program Evidences)
	Option 2

(Alternative Evidences)
	Option 3

(LEA/IHE CoTC*/ No Evidences)

	IHEs prescribe programs and lateral entry teachers complete the same evidences as other candidates seeking an initial teaching license
	IHEs prescribe programs, letter verifying 1 year of successful teaching and offer of re-employment, and utilize alternative evidences for the approved electronic evidences
	IHEs prescribe programs, letter verifying 1 year of successful teaching and offer of re-employment, and a copy of the LEA/IHE Certification of Teaching Capacity with ratings of met on all descriptors.



	· Coursework

· Electronic Evidences (6)

No Praxis II (except as required by NCLB) – PENDING SBE approval
	· Coursework

· Letter verifying 1 year of successful teaching, with LEA offer of re-employment

· Alternative Evidences (6) – Same Rubric as Traditional Program


	· Coursework

· Letter verifying 1 year of successful teaching, with LEA offer of re-employment

· Copy of LEA/IHE Certification of Capacity with all ratings of MET
* LEA/IHE Certification of Teaching Capacity
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