
F1  
Academic 

Background 

Provisional  
Certification Optional 

NACEP STANDARDS F1,2,3,4 
F1: Certification 
F2: Orientation 
F3: Professional 
Development 
F4: Decertification 

Certification can be 
expired through F3 

•Communication 
•Cooperation 
•Collegiality 

F4 Decertification 
breakdown of F3 

Basic course 
comparability 
established at F2 

= 



 
Although rare, UConn ECE instructors can have their certification revoked for the following reasons: 
1. A decision on the part of a provisionally certified instructor not to comply with the conditions of the 

provisional certification.  
2. Repeated and intentional lack of cooperation with the UConn department’s guidelines for ECE 

courses. 
 
Reasons to revoke a certification are managed by the UConn ECE program office, with the full 
knowledge of the instructor, high school principal, and UConn faculty coordinator. 
 
Extenuating circumstances are taken into consideration. Reason 2 (above) requires that a specific 
communication process be followed: 
• A faculty coordinator concerned about an instructor is required to communicate in writing with the 

instructor prior to the concerns rising to the level of considering revoking certification. 
• If the faculty coordinator and instructor are mutually unable to resolve the targeted concerns, the 

UConn ECE Director is notified and manages the process as it develops. 
• The high school principal is notified and a meeting of appropriate parties is planned. 
• If possible, a remedial plan is developed, including benchmarks that, if met, will forestall revoking 

certification. 
 
The process seeks to balance the welfare of the students, the needs of the high school, the 
professional integrity of all personnel involved, and the academic integrity of the University department. 

Revoked Certification (Decertification—F4) 



Communication, Cooperation and Collegiality 
 
Offering support immediately upon certification   
 
• Syllabus design 
  
• Assignment design 

 
• Note-taking strategies 
  
• Classroom discussions  

 
• Research methods 
  
Providing continued support and feedback 
  
• Classroom observations and site reports 
  
• Remediation 



 
 
 
 
   This information comes from http://www.odu.edu/educ/roverbau/Bloom/blooms_taxonomy.htm  

Remembering: Can the student recall or 
remember the information? 
 
Understanding: Can the student explain 
ideas or concepts? 
 
Applying: Can the student use the 
information in a new way? 
 
Analyzing: Can the student distinguish 
between the different parts? 
 
Evaluating: Can the student justify a 
stand or decision? 
 
Creating: Can the student create a new 
product or point of view? 

Bloom’s Taxonomy 

http://www.odu.edu/educ/roverbau/Bloom/blooms_taxonomy.htm


Reporting comparability 
 
“This course is comparable in the aspects I observed:  readings, 
discussions and general expectations.  Students had only one night to read 
well over 50 pages from two thought-provoking, scholarly texts that would 
challenge any college student.  Students had been given seminar questions 
to consider as they did their reading the night before; they obviously 
focused on those questions as they planned to take part in the discussion.  
Participants in the discussion—which revolved around race, gender, class 
and power—effectively used the model of the Socratic Seminar to share 
their ideas and made the kinds of comments that I would be thrilled to hear 
in a college classroom.  Just about everyone had several passages ready 
to read and present as evidence of their point.  Students were engaged and 
responded to one another’s comments, and when they had questions about 
someone’s point, they asked for clarification.  The discussion was well 
orchestrated: polite, exhaustive, and insightful.  Perhaps most impressive, 
only one student in the class failed to take part in the discussion; most 
spoke often and with fervor…It is clear from this observation and my 
discussions with the teachers both before and after the class that student 
expectations in this course are at a level comparable to those of a similar 
course at the University.” 



Keeping a record of situations in which  
comparability is not achieved 

 
“The student-led class discussion I observed today is not 
comparable to one typically held at the university.  Though 
it brought up some great points, the discussion zipped 
along the surface, from topic to topic.  Students rarely 
referred to their text for support or connected their 
comments to the “big ideas” identified at the start of the 
class, and many comments were of the I think and I feel ilk.  
The class didn’t get into the kind of deep analysis that 
would have occurred in a college classroom in which the 
professor would likely limit the skipping around until ideas 
were fully fleshed out.  Our goal in the coming months is to 
work on focusing class discussions more on higher-order 
thinking.” 
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