A comparison of the MCA academic achievement scores in reading and math (grades 1-6 ) of students in
co-taught classrooms (cooperating teacher and teacher candidate), students in a classroom with a 5'/29/6
teacher, and classrooms where a noh co-teaching model of student teachihg was undertaken. Researchers_
reported that students in co-taught classrooms statistically outperformed students in either of the

other settings.
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»Epacticing-_}Te hers who co-taught in

o Sfuden teaching report:

Théfy:’.dfe_cpmfartqbl]e and db_l'e'-of collaborating effectively:

They dr‘é"equibped 1o deal with classroom management issues;

They are eagér td receive féédback and seek opportunities to reflect;

" They.are able o é'f'i"é'cfﬁ've_ly‘ ifferentiate instruction;

They feel knowledgeable in Ways fo maximize the human resources
 available, including paraprefessionals, and volunteers.
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Benefits to Cooperating Teachers: . ..
In an end of expérience survey (N=279), coopérating teachers
agreed they benefifed from co-teaching in the following ways:

Being able to r‘éach high need éTudéE\Ts ................. ... 94.5%
Better relationship with feacher candidate............. 92.3%
Professional growth through co-planning............... 90.5%

Enhanced energy for feaching.......... S 89.0%

. . Benefits to Teacher Candidates:

Inan end of expérience éu}‘i/é:)l (N=249), teacher candidates agreed
they had benefited from cé-teaching in the following ways:

. Improved classroot management skills................ 92.4%
Increased collaboration skills.............ovrreceee 92.0%
Taught more: : 90.0%

" Deeper tinderstanding of the curriculum......... 89.2%
" More opportunities for self reflection............ 88.8%

In focus groups (N=546), K-12 students reported that in
co-taught classrooms: ; ’

Students became more engaged by working in smaller groups:
They received more individual attention;

They got their questions answered faster:; .
‘They got papers, assignments, and gr&i‘&es back fasfer; - -
Students behaved better.

Benefits to K-12 '?S'rudem‘s:
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