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The theme of the conference was “Got Accreditation?” This theme is quite timely in that the California Commission on Teacher Credentialing is restarting its accreditation program after several years of suspension because of state and CTC budget cuts. 

The conference program sought to answer several basic questions about accreditation including:

• Why do we have accreditation?

• Why would we ever consider having both national and state accreditation of teacher education?

• How will we transition to this new system?

Conference explored accreditation at national, regional, state, and local levels, including an examination of the purposes and plans for the revised state process here in

California.

The keynote speaker on Thursday, March 6, was Randy Hitz, Dean of the Graduate School of Education at Portland State University and Chair of the Board of Directors of the American Association of Colleges of Teacher Education (AACTE). He offered a national perspective on accreditation as it relates to teacher education in California. He called for uniting the teaching profession. Teacher preparation is under attack from states and nationally. Legislators do not trust teacher educators because they receive conflicting messages. In response they offer harmful micromanaging and poor funding. The National Board for Professional Teaching Standards (NBPTS) has high teaching standards and the National Council for Accreditation of Teacher Education (NCATE) has high teacher education standards. Teacher preparation is at a crossroads as a profession. We must do a better job of demonstrating that teacher preparation improves student learning. If teacher education wants to be trusted as a profession, there is a need for national accreditation.

The Commission on Teacher Credentialing presented the State Policy Perspective. The purposes of accreditation system are: accountability-public and profession, adherence to standards, high quality preparation for educators, and on-going program improvement. Accreditation should be an on-going cycle of activities focused on data-driven decision making, accountability, and meeting the standards. All programs that lead to a credential or certificate in California should be reviewed on a periodic basis and the review process should be implemented in a manner that recognizes program differences but maintains comparable rigor across program types.

Accreditation activities for programs will include: annual data gathering and analysis, a

Biennial report, with a focus on candidate outcomes, sent to the CTC in years 1, 3, and 5, a program assessment by reviewers in year 4, a site visit in year 6 to assess the unit and any other problems detected in the program assessment, and a follow up, if necessary, to addresses any stipulations, questions or concerns in year 7.

