
Understanding Teacher Effectiveness
Providing Feedback to Teacher Preparation Programs

Why do states provide feedback to teacher preparation programs?
State leaders are increasingly focused on 
improving college and university programs 
that prepare teachers as a route to a high-
quality teacher workforce. States are uniquely 
positioned to provide feedback to teacher 
preparation programs on the effectiveness 
of the teachers they train. This work requires 
significant data capacity to reliably and securely 
link teachers with their students’ achievement 

and growth data with the state’s teacher 
preparation programs. This feedback on teachers’ 
classroom performance can be a powerful tool 
in fostering continuous program improvement, 
informing school and district staffing 
assignments, targeting professional development 
opportunities, and helping teachers improve their 
practice.

Most states have the capacity to link teacher performance data with teacher preparation programs 
through the state’s teacher-student data link (TSDL), which links teachers to students by course.

* �California did not participate in the Data for Action 2013 survey.
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Seventeen states share information 
about how teachers perform in the 
classroom with their teacher preparation 
programs, up from six states in 2011.
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Number of states

Name of teacher preparation 
program institution

Level of teacher preparation program  
(undergraduate or graduate)

Type of teacher preparation program  
(traditional or alternative)

Teacher specialization area  
(e.g., mathematics education)

29

28
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Providing useful feedback to teacher 
preparation programs relies on the state’s TSDL.

A TSDL connects students, teachers, and courses in 
ways that capture the complex connections that exist 
in schools. Data about a teacher’s effectiveness in the 
classroom can be linked back to the program that 
prepared that teacher.

Great implementation states: States that are leading in 
this area generally have a statewide definition of teacher 
of record that is communicated to local school districts. 
The mapping of courses is done by local curriculum staff 

and there are rules or specifications regarding which 
grades should be linked to each course (e.g., a K–5 
student should have math, science, social studies, and 
reading).

Good implementation states: States that are growing in 
this area generally are able to link more than one teacher 
to a student for a particular course and collect course 
schedule data for the purposes of linking teachers and 
students more than once a year. These states also have 
a designated staff member or office governing the TSDL 
work at the state level.
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To learn more, read Using Data to Improve Teacher Effectiveness and the Roadmap for a Teacher-Student Data Link.

The Data Quality Campaign’s Data for Action is a series of analyses that highlight state progress 
and key priorities to promote the effective use of data to improve student achievement. For more 
information, and to view Data for Action 2013, please visit www.DataQualityCampaign.org.

States can provide teacher performance data to teacher preparation programs through accessible 
reports. For example, Tennessee creates an annual report card on the effectiveness of teacher training programs that  
is available to the public.

_______________________________________________________________		
	

2013 Report Card on the Effectiveness 
of Teacher Training Programs 

	
_______________________________________________________________		

				
Tennessee Higher Education Commission

State Board of Education 

November 1, 2013 
Mal
Fem
In-s
Out

 

TENN

le
male 
state
t-of-state

1
T
U

TIC
Alter

NESSEE

4,900

Numb
113
376
431
582

11
TBR 1 
UT 1 
CUA 6 
rnative 3 

TEACH

Tennessee

ber
31
69

8
2

ER PREP

e Teacher

Percent 
23%
77%
88%
12%

16
TBR 4

TICUA 9
Alternativ

PARATIO

r Training

In
TB
UT
TI
Al
Pr

Licensure
Traditiona
Alternativ

9
e 3 

ON 2013

g Program

nstitution Ty
BR
T
ICUA 
lternative Pro
rivate for Pro

e Status 
al License 
ve License 

 Priva
     TIC

T
U

3 STATE

m Complete

pe

ovider
fit

Total Com
3939
961

ate for Profit
CUA 11 

TBR 1 
UT 2 

15

E PROFIL

ers 

Total Com
205
75

168
392
23

mpleters 
9

1

t 1 

LE

mpleters 
54
1

80
2

3

Percentage
80%
20%

6

 
 

	

	
Location
Institutio
Accredita
Top	Endo

	
	
	
Total	Nu
Male	
Female	
In‐state	
Out‐of‐st
Tradition
Alternati
	

	
 

 

Final GPA 

Major GPA 

High Schoo

ACT Compo

ACT Readin

ACT Science

ACT English

ACT Math 

SAT Cumula

SAT Math 

SAT Verbal 

GRE Compo

MAT Score 

n:	
on	Type:	
ation:	
orsement	Ar

umber	

tate	
nal	License	
ive	License	

A
All C
Aver

3.4

 

l GPA   

osite  22

ng  24

e  22

h  22

20

ative   

 

 

osite  90

40

Au
Teach

reas:		

2

208	
18%	
82%	
96%		
4%	
179	
29	

Average 
Completers 
rage  N 

49  208 

 

 

.6  85 

4  85 

.1  85 

.9  85 

.9  85 

 

 

 

04  18 

06  9 

ustin	Peay
her	Educatio

2011‐2012	P

Academ
Range

All Complet
 

2.77‐4.0

 

 

15‐33 

14‐34 

15‐30 

14‐35 

15‐32 

 

 

 

550‐1460

377‐445

y	State	Un
on	Program

Clarks
TBR
SACS,	N
Elemen
History

Program	Com

 
mic	Informat

ters 
Ave

Trad
Averag

3.49

 

 

22.6

24 

22.1

22.9

20.9

 

 

 

0  898

niversity
m	Informati

sville, TN

NCATE
ntary	K‐6	(9
y	7‐12	(17	C

mpleters	

tion	
erage 
ditional 
ge  N  A

179 

 

 

85 

85 

85 

85 

85 

 

 

 

5 

     

on	

90 completer
Completers)	

Average 
Alternative 

Average  N 

3.56  29

 

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

906  13

400  6 

APSU	

rs)	

State Av
All Comp

Average
9  3.59 

3.62 

3.38 

22.6 

23.6 

21.9 

23.3 

21.2 

1099 

543 

551 

3  1048 

401 

2013	

	

verage 
pleters 

N 
4485 

1812 

1649 

1847 

1686 

1655 

1697 

1698 

203 

185 

180 

186 

149 

37

Source: www.tn.gov/thec/Divisions/fttt/13report_card/1_Report%20Card%20on%20the%20Effectiveness%20of%20Teacher%20Training%20Programs.pdf
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