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JOIN THE SESSIONON THE APP

ÁFollow along with the slides or handouts

ÁSend in questions through the "Ask a 
Question" feature on this session
ÁUp-vote the questions of others if you would also like it 

answered



ÁIdentify and evaluate strategies for measuring completer and program 
effectiveness.

ÁExplain how case study research can be used to establish priorities and foster 
continuous improvement.

ÁConsider use of the replicable case study protocol to provide evidence for CAEP 
Standard 4.1 and 4.2.

ÁDiscuss efficiency and feasibility of case study.





http://ndacte.org/
http://ndacte.org/




Standard 4: PROGRAM IMPACT

The provider demonstrates the impact of its completers on P-12 student learning and development, classroom 

instruction, and schools, and the satisfaction of its completers with the relevance and effectiveness of their 

preparation.

Initial Program Component Evidence

Impact on P-12 Student Learning and Development

4.1 The provider documents, using multiple measures that program completers 

contribute to an expected level of student-learning growth. Multiple measures 

shall include all available growth measures (including value-added measures, 

student-growth percentiles, and student learning and development objectives) 

required by the state for its teachers and available to educator preparation 

providers, other state-supported P-12 impact measures, and any other measures 

employed by the provider.

Evidence for this element is not currently 

available to institutions of higher 

education in ND.

Indicators of Teaching Effectiveness

4.2 The provider demonstrates, through structured and validated observation 

instruments and/or student surveys, that completers effectively apply the 

professional knowledge, skills, and dispositions that the preparation experiences 

were designed to achieve.* 

Evidence for this element is not currently 

available to institutions of higher 

education in ND.
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1. Examine data on program completers for continuous improvement

2. Create accreditation evidence for Standards 4.1 & 4.2 -Program Impact

3. Produce a replicable case study protocol

4. Share process & results with other EPPõs 

5. Produce a manuscript for submission to a scholarly journal



Á1 ðKnowledge, Skills, Dispositions (under review) -Evidence

Á2 ðK-12 student impact (draft form)

Á3 ðEPP Impact (after scale up)



ÁPhase 1: Institutional CAEP writing team for development

ÁOnly elementary education completers

ÁPhase 2: Research Team + NDSU Scale Up

ÁElementary education

ÁAdded secondary education

ÁPhase 3: MaSU+ NDSU Research Team

ÁContinue elementary and secondary

ÁAdd early childhood, special education and MAT initial licensure 

Spring 2018







SOP 1.0 Research

òProjects conducted for the sole purpose of evaluating or measuring a particular 
program or procedure generally do not constitute ôresearchõ as defined by HHS and FDA 
regulations. However, such programs may sometimes include ôresearchõ when the results 
are also intended to be used to contribute to generalizable knowledge . Prospective IRB 
review and oversight is required even when ôresearchõ is a secondary goal of such 
projects.ó



ÁValidity & Reliability

ÁRelevance

ÁRepresentativeness

ÁCumulativeness

ÁFairness

ÁRobustness

ÁActionability

CAEP. (January, 2015).  CAEP evidence guide: Version 2.0 Appendix I: Applying principles of ògood 

evidenceó to typical accreditation measures. (pp. 35-46). Author.




