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1. Participants’ reaction
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Five Levels of Professional Development Evaluation

What questions are addressed?

Was the facilitator knowledgeable and helpful?
Did you have the opportunity during the session to
effectively practice or apply the concepts

the session facili

ing the session?
Were the facilities and equipment conducive to
Icaming?
Were the stated session objectives met’
hlnmoqu:n‘h;ymlodnynujobbmu how

would you rate the overall quality of the session?
Did the participants acquire the intended knowledge

Did participants” antitudes, beliefs or dispositions

Was implementation advocated, facilitated. and
ed?

support

Was the support public and overt?

Were problems addressed quickly & efficiently?
Were sufficient resources allocat ed?

Were successes recognized and shared?

What was the impact on the organization?
Did it affect the organization's climate and
procedures?

Did panticipants
knowledge and ski
Did teachers’

Are the teach
knowledge &

ively apply the new

What was the impact on students?

Did it affect student performance or achievement?
Did it influence students’ physical or emotional
‘well-being?

Are students more confident as leamers?

Is student attendance improving?

Are dropouts decreasing?

How will information be

Paper-and-pencil instruments,
including self assessments and tests
Simulations & demonstrations
Participant reflections

Participant portfolios

Case study malyses

District and school records
Minutes hm Tfollow-up meetings

Questionnaires
Structured interviews with
participants and district/ school

administrators
Participant portfolios
Questionnaires

Participant reflect
Direct observations
Video or audio tapes

What is measured or
assessed?
Initial satisfaction with the
experience.

New knowledge and skills of
cipants

Degree and quality of
implementation

Ay
o Psychomotor (skills &
behaviors)
Student participation &

attendance

How will information be used?

To improve program design and
delivery

To improve program content, format
and organization

To document and improve
organizational support
To inform future change efforts

To document & improve the
implementation of program content

To focus & improve all aspects of
program design, implementation, and
follow-up

To demonstrate the overall impact of
professional development
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Individual Analysis

Technological
Pedagogical Content
Knowledge
(TPACK)

Consistent seamless & advanced technology
— | integration

s Technological . No online experience = teaching online

i ge N 1 student engagement

(TK) (TCK)
Stepped out of comfort zone to explore new
technologies

Technological
Pedagogical

Knowledge

(TPK)

Pedagogical [ |
Knowledge | |4.00/ ] Knowledge
(PK) (CK)

| i"é’;ﬁj / ISTE ISTE ISTE ISTE ISTE
S Standard 1 | Standard 2 | Standard 3 | Standard 4 | Standard 5

[5.00]
| — ]

Strongly Disagree (1)_ 9 Strongly Agree (5) 2.75 2.75 3.00 2.00 1.75

Beginning(1) = Developing (2) = Proficient (3) = Transformative (4)

iINACOL Standards for Quality Online Teaching

A B Cc D EF]G I H 1| K

3.50 3.80 3.89 3.70 3.00 3.43 3.33 3.33 3.69 3.50 4.00

Unsatisfactory(1) - Somewhat Satisfactory (2) = Satisfactory (3) = Very Satisfactory (4)
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Interviewer:
meApolnterview_
TiareInterview_Transcribed4Qual
sults
Tiare_QualtricsCompiled
Lory_QualtricsCompiled

Jaime_QualtricsCompiled
Interviewee:

Studentimpact {
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Studentimpact

(=] End of Interview Additional Thoughts

(=) Enjoyed OITI

@ PLCs

(=] Contract Work Afterwards

(=] F2F To Online Spectrum

[1-(Z]) PD After OITI

(& Conferences

(=) PT DL Instructor Gatherings

ms
Self Exploration

++Online Curriculum

Okay. So if you put on your hat. I'll take you back to OITI, whatever you =

appreciated.

The first question is can you please explain how your OITI experie
integration of technology into your curriculum and specifically in &
a face to face. You have — you are able to see students physically.

Well, first of all, | think the OITI planted the seed that as teachers
evolve and that — That was back in 2003 so | mean we still had col
transition to the 1 to 1 laptops so it was more so trying to engage
to computers 24/7.

I think I'm always looking at what | communicate to the students ¢
online looking that it's clear; it's con visually appealing. ¢
that OITI reinforced.

More so, | think it was with the development of the online learning
Literature that | was able to kind of look at like with working with |
maintain engagement with the content but also make it relevant t
you get that —

| mean that's easy to — it's easier | think to deliver face to face be:
can hear your affect. They can see your eyes looking at them. So t

online envirenment or hybrid, | think it's like the way | respond at «

| think that's one of my strong points as far as even with the A'o v
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