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Standards Alignment: This packet, entitled Interdisciplinary Instruction, provides evidence 

for: 

• CAEP 1.1: Candidate content and pedagogical knowledge and skills, including: 

o InTASC Standards 3 Category 1: Learners and Learning; 

o InTASC Standards 6, 7, and 8, Category 3: Instructional Planning 

• CAEP 1.4: Candidate teaching to standards and differentiating instruction, 

• CAEP 1.5: Candidate use of technology, 

• CAEP Crosscutting Theme of Technology. 

 

In addition, this packet demonstrates Interdisciplinary Instruction in the EPP initial licensure 

programs is: 

• CAEP 3.4: A tool for monitoring candidate progress throughout the program, 

• CAEP 5.1: One of multiple measures to monitor candidate progress, 

• CAEP 5.2: Confirmation that results in data interpretations are valid and consistent, and 

• CAEP 5.3: Evidence of using data results for continuous improvement. 

Evidence Overview: 

Purpose of assessment: The assignment is submitted as a required component of the EPPs 

educator preparation program. Currently, the evidence resides in a course entitled 5400: 

Literacy, 21st Century Instruction and Pedagogical Content Knowledge. In the prior iteration of 

the coursework, the assessment was a Lesson Plan provided in 5300: Planning Instruction and 

Assessment. These courses are a requirement in all initial licensure programs to assist candidates 

as they acquire skills and dispositions of a highly effective teacher, including instructional 

planning, delivery, and evaluation skills. The assignment’s purpose is to provide evidence of 

candidate mastery of the following five competencies: 

1. Instruction - The teacher candidate develops active learning opportunities for a 

variety of students to promote meaningful, relevant, and engaging student-focused 

instruction. 

2. Technology - The teacher candidate uses technology appropriately in the planning 

and delivery of meaningful, relevant, and engaging instruction. 

3. Experience - The teacher candidate integrates research derived from evidence-

based practice into the planning and delivery of meaningful, relevant, and 

engaging instruction and assessment. 

4. Accountability - The teacher candidate analyzes and is responsible for various 

instructional strategies that facilitate learning for all students. 

5. Highly Effective - The teacher candidate effectively and appropriately uses data, 

including assessment results, in the planning, delivery, and evaluation of 

meaningful, relevant, and engaging instruction. 

 

Details of assessment administration: As a competency-based preparation program, the EPP 

requires all candidates to demonstrate competency at a prescribed level for each course by 

passing a high stakes competency-based assessment or completing a rigorous assignment at a 

minimum basic level. In the event that the candidate has received a 2 or basic grade on the 
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assignment, the assignment may be resubmitted if the candidate did not obtain a minimum grade 

of 2.5 in the course. Two types of faculty members guide candidates throughout their programs: 

1) A course instructor assigned at enrollment into each instructional course, who supports a 

candidate through completion of the course, and 

2) Field supervisor responsible for mentoring, coaching, and supervision of candidate’s 

residency program of study. 

Thus, in partnership with their instructors and submission requirements posted in coursework, 

candidates determine when they are ready to take assessments or submit projects or papers for 

grading. 

Scoring/Basis for judgment: For all assignments and assessments, including the Interdisciplinary 

Instruction assignment, candidates are provided a detailed rubric prior to beginning preparation 

of the assignment. (See the complete rubric under The Evidence below.) Candidates have access 

to evaluation guidelines and expectations in each course throughout their program. 

To pass the Interdisciplinary Instruction assignment in 5400, the current coursework, 

candidates must receive an overall score of at least “two.” 

1 = Unsatisfactory 

2 = Basic 

3 = Proficient 

4 = Exemplary 

Or in the previous iteration of the coursework, for the assignment in 5300, a minimum grade of 

two was required on a three-point scale. 

1 = Unacceptable 

2 = Acceptable 

3 = Target 

Note: While there is a potential for artificial appearance of grade improvement, the increase of 

overall scores is due to the change from a three-point scale to a four-point scale.  

Use in decisions about candidate progress: Candidates who do not successfully demonstrate 

competency on the initial attempt will have the assignment reset so that following review and 

correction the work may be resubmitted up to three times.  

Details of standards alignment: The EPP president, in consultation with the curriculum 

coordinator, originally aligned Interdisciplinary Instruction tasks with CAEP and InTASC 

standards. 
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The Evidence: In relation to CAEP 1.1: Candidate content and pedagogical knowledge and 

skills. 

 

Assignment Instructions: 

 

5400 Assignment 3 

 

Section 4: Interdisciplinary Instruction 

Begin this course by watching the video at 

https://www.teachingchannel.org/videos/collaborative-teaching-ntm 

 

In this video, two teachers work together to plan cross-disciplinary lessons. What are some 

hurdles to interdisciplinary teaching and how do these teachers overcome them? 

 

Required Reading: Read the “Interdisciplinary Instruction” section of the course curriculum. 

 

Assignment 3: Plan an interdisciplinary lesson that relates to a current event. Include in your 

plan:  

1. A link to a news story about the current event 

2. Name of all content area disciplines that you are using in your plan and why you chose 

the other discipline as a corollary to your own. If you are a K-6 teacher, choose more than 

one discipline, e.g. math and science or math and art. 

3. Learning Objectives with links to state standards. Standards addressed should reference 

your content areaand  at least one other content area as defined in item 2. (You may refer 

to TEPC 5200 or any other credible resources about learning theory.) 

4. Warm-Up 

5. Instructional strategies (remember to incorporate technology and high-yield strategies) 

6. List of materials needed for the lesson 

7. Assessment plan (include formative and summative assessments. Formative assessment 

may be informal, e.g. questioning strategies during the warm-up.) 

8. Homework, if assigned 

https://www.teachingchannel.org/videos/collaborative-teaching-ntm
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Interdisciplinary Instruction / Current Events Assignment Rubric 

CAEP 
Standard 

Assignment 
Characteristic 

Unsatisfactory (1) Basic (2) Proficient (3) Exemplary (4) 

CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 5 

Link to News 
Story and List of 
Related Content 
Area Disciplines 

The candidate has not 
identified a current event. 
The candidate has 
identified a current event, 
but the relationship 
between the selected 
event and the named 
content areas for the 
lesson is unclear. 

The candidate has identified a 
current event and provided a 
link to a current (within the 
last month) news story. There 
is a clear link between at least 
one of the content area 
disciplines named and the 
news story. 

The candidate has identified 
a current event and provided 
a link to a current (within the 
last month) news story. 
There is a clear link between 
the news story and all the 
content area disciplines to 
be addressed in the plan. 

The candidate has identified a 
current event and provided a link 
to a current (within the last 
month) news story. There is a 
clear link between the news 
story and all the content area 
disciplines to be addressed in 
the plan. The candidate explains 
why the selected news story is 
likely to spark the students’ 
interest or can be related to their 
daily lives. 

CAEP 1.4 
 
InTASC 7 

Learning 
Objectives 

The lesson plan does not 
include 3-5 learning 
objectives aligned to state 
standards in at least 2 
disciplines. 

The lesson plan includes 3-5 
learning objectives aligned to 
state standards in at least 2 
disciplines.  

The lesson plan includes 3-5 
learning objectives aligned 
to state standards in at least 
2 disciplines. At least two of 
the objectives promote 
higher-order thinking by 
developing skills at the top 
two levels of Bloom’s 
taxonomy. 

The lesson plan includes 3-5 
learning objectives aligned to 
state standard in at least 2 
disciplines. At least three of the 
objectives promote higher-order 
thinking by developing skills at 
the top two levels of Bloom’s 
taxonomy. 

CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 5 

Warm-Up The lesson plan does not 
have an appropriate warm-
up. 

The lesson plan has a warm-
up but it is not well-aligned to 
the objectives or seems likely 
to take too long to be 
effective. The warm-up does 
not address both disciplines 
that will be taught during the 
lesson. 

The lesson plan has a 
warm-up this is aligned to 
the objectives and seems 
reasonable to complete in a 
timely manner. The warm-up 
addresses both disciplines 
that will be taught during the 
lesson. 

The lesson plan has a warm-up 
that is aligned to the objectives 
and seems reasonable to 
complete in a timely manner. 
The warm-up addresses both 
disciplines that will be taught 
during the lesson and introduces 
the relationship of the material to 
students’ lives or a real-world 
situation.  

CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 8 

Instructional 
Strategies 

The lesson plan does not 
include specific 
instructional strategies, 
including a closing activity. 

The lesson plan provides 
specific instructional 
strategies, but no high-yield 
strategies are used. 

The lesson plan includes 
specific instructional 
strategies that are aligned to 
the learning objectives for 

The lesson plan includes specific 
instructional strategies that are 
aligned to the to the learning 
objectives for both disciplines 
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both disciplines. The plan 
includes at least one high-
yield strategy. 

and engage students in actively 
problem-solving for a real-world 
situation. The plan includes at 
least two high-yield strategies. 

CAEP 1.5 
 
InTASC 7 

Materials 
(including 
technology) 

The lesson plan does not 
cite any needed materials. 

The lesson plan cites needed 
materials, but some materials 
referenced in the instructional 
strategies appear to be 
missing from the list. The 
teacher does not plan to use 
technology in delivering 
instruction. 

The lesson plan provides a 
comprehensive list of 
needed materials, including 
technology.  

The lesson plan provides a 
comprehensive list of needed 
materials, including technology. 
The selected technology seems 
likely to positively impact student 
learning during the lesson and 
students use technology like 
professionals/practitioners of the 
discipline(s). 

CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 6 

Formative 
Assessment 

The lesson plan does not 
contain a plan for 
formative assessment. 

The lesson plan does include 
a framework for formative 
assessment, but the 
candidate demonstrates 
limited grasp of the role of 
formative assessment in 
learning. The plan provided is 
infeasible or unclear. 

The lesson plan includes a 
framework for formative 
assessment, and the 
candidate demonstrates 
good grasp of the role of 
formative assessment in 
learning. The plan provided 
is feasible and clear.  

The lesson plan includes a 
framework for formative 
assessment, and the candidate 
demonstrates thorough grasp of 
the role of formative assessment 
in learning. The plan provided is 
feasible and clear. Because it is 
well-connected to learning goals, 
the formative assessment seems 
very likely to positively impact 
student learning. 

CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 6 

Summative 
Assessment 

The lesson plan does not 
contain a plan for 
summative assessment. 

The lesson plan does include 
a framework for summative 
assessment, but the 
candidate demonstrates 
limited grasp of the role of 
summative assessment in 
learning. The plan provided is 
infeasible or unclear. 

The lesson plan includes a 
framework for summative 
assessment, and the 
candidate demonstrates 
good grasp of the role of 
summative assessment in 
learning. The plan provided 
is feasible and clear. The 
assessment seems likely to 
measure at least some 
higher-order thinking skills. 

The lesson plan includes a 
framework for summative 
assessment, and the candidate 
demonstrates thorough grasp of 
the role of summative 
assessment in learning. The plan 
provided is feasible and clear. 
The assessment is focused on 
measuring higher-order thinking 
skills. Because it is well-
connected to learning goals, the 
summative assessment seems 
very likely to positively impact 
student learning.  
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CAEP 1.1 
 
InTASC 5 

Homework The lesson plan does not 
provide any plan for 
homework or reinforcing 
learning after the lesson. 

The lesson plan does plan for 
homework or, if no homework 
is assigned, provides a plan 
to reinforce learning. 
However, the planned 
reinforcement does not seem 
sufficiently well-aligned to the 
lesson to be effective. 

The lesson plan does plan 
for homework or, if no 
homework is assigned, 
provides a plan to reinforce 
learning. The planned 
reinforcement or homework 
seems sufficiently well-
aligned to the lesson to be 
effective. 

The lesson plan does plan for 
homework or, if no homework is 
assigned, provides a plan to 
reinforce learning. The planned 
reinforcement or homework 
seems sufficiently well-aligned to 
the lesson to be effective and 
seems likely to develop higher-
order thinking. 

 Spelling and 
Grammar 

The work contains 5 or 
more spelling or 
grammatical errors, or the 
work is not written at a 
graduate level. The lack of 
proofreading or writing 
mastery significantly 
interferes with the clarity of 
the work. 

The work contains 3-4 
spelling or grammatical 
errors, or the writing is basic 
in sentence structure. The 
lack of proofreading or writing 
mastery detracts from the 
clarity of the work but the 
writer’s overall meaning is still 
clear. 

The work contains 1-2 
spelling or grammatical 
errors but they do not 
interfere with the clarity of 
the work. The work is written 
at a graduate level.  

The work contains no spelling or 
grammatical errors. The work is 
written at a graduate level or 
post-graduate level. The writing 
is well-organized and clear. 
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Reliability and Validity Information: In relation to CAEP 5.2: Measures that result in 

data interpretations that are valid and consistent. 

The unit relies on multiple instruments and multiple transition points to guarantee a system that 

is fair, accurate, consistent and free of bias. As a component of the national accreditation 

process, the EPP is in the process of incorporating the Lawshe method of content validity into all 

evaluation instruments. Field supervisors are used not only during the summer training but also 

through the year as content experts to gauge the agreement among experts as to whether 

individual test items are essential for demonstration of content mastery. 

 

Tasks are reviewed on a scale of an item being either (1) essential, (2) useful, but not essential, 

or (3) not necessary. With at least half of the experts rating each item of the Interdisciplinary 

Instruction as essential, the content validity ratio may be used as an indicator of the overall 

content validity for the Interdisciplinary Instruction assignment.  

 

Field supervisors and/or course instructors review all assessment instruments and corresponding 

rubrics prior to the unit’s adoption of a new assessment. Prior to implementation of the 

assessment, to ensure consistency in evaluation or internal consistency, reliability of the 

instrument is reviewed based on Cronbach’s alpha. The evaluation on the Interdisciplinary 

Instruction has been scored consistently by the instructors at a 90 percent level. The EPP 

conducts an annual random sampling process of all assessment items to ensure instrument 

reliability. 

 

Analysis and Interpretation: 

In the last three cycles of data, candidates mean score dropped from a 2.5 (or 3.3 on a 4-point 

scale) in the prior iteration collection cycle to a 3.2 or proficient score in the last collection cycle 

indicating that new rubrics and reliability measures reduced grade inflation. Furthermore, the 

additional directions and more rigorous rubrics were beneficial to candidates’ success. The overll 

score also indicates that candidates can successfully incorporate interdisciplinary instruction into 

their classrooms. 

 

Future Directions: In relation to CAEP 5.3: Using data results for continuous improvement. 

In discussion with instructors, program directors, and the Advisory Board about the 

Interdisciplinary Instruction task, a decision was made in 2015-2016 that more in-depth 

instruction and written clarification should be added to the assignment. This has been done on a 

continuing basis each year to enhance candidate demonstration of mastery on the 

Interdisciplinary Instruction assignment. As a result of the assessment review process, beginning 

in Fall 2018 candidates are provided with an exemplary example of the assignment to help guide 

them in the process. 

 

Since the majority of the unit’s completers begin their residency placement in the fall, they 

complete their program in the spring. A smaller number of candidates begin their residency in 

the spring semester and complete in the fall. Thus, this is the explanation for the large variance in 

the number of completers between the fall and spring semesters. With a N less than 10, the only 

secondary area individually reported in fall 2017 is English, Language Arts. However, in looking 
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across all secondary content areas, the candidates teaching in these areas are performing at the 

same proficient level as other content levels. Furthermore, an analysis across the middle school 

content areas shows a continued demonstration of mastery at the 2.6 level. 

With the incorporation of the new coursework in January 2017, great emphasis was placed on 

evaluation of candidate work based on the rubric to eliminate grade inflation. The candidate’s 

performance on the Interdisciplinary Instruction task has remained the same year over year. 

Under the Board’s direction, the management team as well as the Professional Education Team 

will continue to monitor the evaluation of grades to ensure that grade inflation does not creep 

back into the EPP’s evaluation system.   

At the direction of the Advisory Board, the EPP is implementing more sophisticated gradebook 

functions to allow for recording scores on individual rubric items. This will allow the EPP to 

provide more detailed feedback on candidate work and will greatly enhance the EPP’s capacity 

for future data analysis. The new functionality will be incorporated into the evaluation process in 

the 2018-2019 academic year. 
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Exhibit 5400: Interdisciplinary Instruction

CAEP 

Standard

InTASC 

Standard N=815   Range = 1-3    N=195    Range = 1-3   N=1608    Range = 1-3     N=562    Range 1-4   N = 5    Range 1-4         

1.1, 1.4, 

4.5 5, 6, 7, 8

Elementary 215 2.7 70 2.7 467 2.6 176 3.2 4

Middle School Core Subjects/Generalist/Middle School 42 2.6 8 94 2.7 29 3.2

Middle School English, Language Arts, Reading 31 2.4 4 41 2.6 24 3.3

Middle School English, Language Arts, Reading/Social Studies 1 11 2.5 1

Middle School Mathematics 31 2.6 7 42 2.6 33 3.2

Middle School Science 14 2.6 3 27 2.6 15 3.2

Middle School Social Studies 15 2.5 6 23 2.5 11 3.2

Secondary Agriculture, Food and Natural Resourses and Technology7 2 15 2.4 4

Secondary Business and Finance/Business Education 22 25 3 45 2.6 17 3.2

Secondary Chemistry 3 3 8 3

Secondary Computer Science 0 1 2 1

Secondary English, Language Arts, Reading/Secondary 44 2.7 11 2.7 87 2.7 35 3.3

Secondary Family and Consumer Science 13 2.6 3 18 2.6 5

Secondary Health Science 6 2 33 2.5 2

Secondary History 23 2.6 1 25 2.6 27 3.2

Secondary Journalism 2 0 4 0

Secondary Life Science 11 2.5 4 35 2.6 11 3.2

Secondary Marketing Education 1 0 1 1

Secondary Mathematics 26 2.5 8 58 2.5 22 3.2

Secondary Mathematics/Physical Science/Engineering 1 0 1 0

Secondary Physical Science/Physics 0 0 1 1

Secondary Reserve Officer Training Corps (ROTC) 0 0 1 0

Secondary Science 16 2.6 2 45 2.5 20 3.3

Secondary Social Studies 31 2.6 5 71 2.6 24 3.3

Secondary Speech 5 2 10 3

Secondary Technology Education 1 0 9 2

Secondary Trades and Industry 5 0 11 2.5 3

EC -12 Art 9 2 19 2.5 8

All Level American Sign Language 1 0 2 1

All Level Deaf and Hard of Hearing 1 1 3 4

All Level French LOTE 0 0 2 2

All Level German 1 0 0 0

All Level Health 0 0 0 0

All Level Latin 1 0 1 0

All Level Mandarin Chinese 0 0 0 2

All Level Music 6 1 21 2.5 6

All Level Physical Education 83 2.5 15 2.5 134 2.6 18 3.2 1

All Level Spanish LOTE 6 4 21 2.6 4

All Level Special Education 122 2.6 24 2.6 189 25 32 3.3

All Level Technology Applications 10 2 18 2.5 8

All Level Theatre 5 0 13 2.5 7

2.6 2.6 2.5 3.2

Current Coursework- January 1, 2017

Spring 2018 Fall 2017    Spring 2017 Spring 2018 Fall 2017

Previous Coursework
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