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Figure 2 : New Values, Skills and Knowledge (V3SK) Model

Developing
ducation Professional

Attributes of the 21* Century Teaching Professional

¥1 - Learmer-Centered V2 -Teacher Identity - i )
Values Profession and Community

= Aims for high standards
l!lﬂ‘ﬂ'ﬂtlld‘i:l‘!‘l - Enquiring nature
can leam = Quest for learming
- Commitment to = Strive to im prowve
nurturing the potential =~ - Passion
im each child - Adaptive and resilient
- Waluing of diversity -EIHmI

- Reflective skills & thinking dispositions
- Pedagogical skills

= People management skills

- Self~-management skills

= Administrative & managment skills

- Communication skills

= Fadlitative skills

- Technological skills

- Imnawvation and entreprensurship skills

= Social and emotional intelligence

V3-Service to the

= Self

- Pupil

= Community

= Subject comtent

- Pedagogy

- Educational foundation and polices
= Curriculum

- Multicuttural literacy

- Global awareness

= Emvironrment awarensss




MY TH OF THE TEACHHERRO

Underlying thestand-alone
teaching traditionis the mythical
belief that a single persomthe
teacherhero 6 can meet all of the
Individual learning needs of the
diverse students in a classroomit
IS time to abandon this obsolete
notion. The future of education will
be built around a clear | "
understanding that quality teachin 1
and learning are not individual
accompli shments. o

Nati onal Commi si on on Teaching and A



oQuality teachi ng a ncdlective a
effort of individuals who join forces to teach and learn
at a level that isbeyond what any of them can
accomplish aloned teachers, principals, parents and
students working together to prepare students for
successful participation in a complex world. In a
successful learning organlzatlon guality teaching is a
team SpOHD (pg.

Schools as Learnln
Organlzatlon

Nati onal Commi ssion on Teaching and /



From Dr. Kildare to Medical Teams




From Perry Mason....to Legal




From Superheroes to Super Teams




From Flash Gordon... to NASA Teams




From the Stand Alone Teacher of the 1950s...
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to the Stand Alone Teacher of the 21st Century




WHAT IS THE IMPACT ON STUDENTS?
THEIR LEARNING? ENGAGEMENT?

Test & survey from teaching pairs at St Cloud
University in Minnesota (20042008)

Teacher reports from UC Santa Barbara Pilot
(2010-2011)



K-6 READING PROFICIENCY

@ Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment
® NCLB proficiency test for Minnesota

@ Statistically significant findings in all three
years

MCA Reading Not
Proficiency Co-Taught Co-Taught X+

2004-2005 82.1% (N=318)  74.7% (N-1035)

2005-2006 78.7% (N=484) 72.7% (N=1597)

2006-2007 74.9% (N=398) 64.1% (N=1937)

SCSU Teacher Quality Enhancement 2008



K-6 MATH PROFICIENCY

® Minnesota Comprehensive Assessment

® NCLB Approved proficiency test for Minnesota

® Statistically significant findings in all three
years

MCA Math Not
Proficiency Co-Taught Co-Taught X2

2004-2005 82.3% (N=317) 73.3% (N-1032)

2005-2006 68.9% (N-524) 64.1% (N=1831)

2006-2007 69.0% (N-364) 61.5% (N-1984)

S5CS5U Teacher Quality Enhancement 2008
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K-6 READING PROFICIENCY

MINNESOTA COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT

MCA Reading Proficiency MCA Reading Proficiency
2004-2005 2005-2006
82.1 100
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40
20
T T _fff ﬂ'
Co-Teaching One Teacher Traditional Co-Teaching One Teacher Traditional
Candidate (N=334) Student Candidate (N=1597) Student
(N=318) Teacher (N=484) Teacher
(N=101) (N=160)

SC5U Teacher Quality Enhancement 2008
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K-6 MATH PROFICIENCY

MINNESOTA COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT

MCA Math Proficiency

2004-2005
100
82.3
75.8 B0
70.5
60
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: o
Co-Teaching One Teacher Traditional
Candidate (N=82T7) Student
(WN=317) Teacher
(N=105)

MCA Math Proficiency
2005-2006

Co-Teaching One Teacher

Traditional
Candidate (N=934) Student
(N=318) Teacher
{N=101)

SC5U Teacher Quality Enhancement 2008
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WHAT STUDENTS REPORT

Able to work Iin smaller groups
More individualized time from a teacher

Get guestions answered more often in the
moment (rather than later at lunch, e.g.)

Students behave better

Less interruptions, more efficiency (passing ou
papers, homework checked, etc.)

Data from St Cloud Survey of GrI2 students (N=149) and focus groups (N=596)
And selfreport data from teachers in UC Santa Barbara pilot



CO‘T EAC H I N G (UC SANTA BARBARA 2010)

What are they doing?
How are they teaching together?
What seems possible or more effective as deachers, what can be improved?
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