NACCTEP Community College Track

Event Timeline

AACTE 2027

Columbus, Ohio | February 25-28, 2027

Experience Date and Time Purpose Operating Model
NACCTEP-led | i t with it
NACCTEP Pre- Thu,, Feb.25| | "7 ‘ieszra]tr;“r:gbe:;”etw;n d'rz g‘g’? NACCTEP leads the program. Registration
Conference 1:00-7:00 p.m. Ehosv P ! gel, process coordinated with AACTE.
Community Fri., Feb. 26 | Dedicated AACTE 2027 room featuring NAC.CTEP recommends progr?m. A.ACTE
. ) confirms schedule, room, registration, and
College Track Full day selected community college sessions. N
publication.
AACTE 2027 Feb. 26-28 Sonference—mde program under the th?,me AACTE leads all conference-wide operations.
Empowered: The Pathway to Progress.

Call for Proposals Framework

Presenter Information

Name

Pronouns (optional)

Job Title

College/Organization/Agency

Email Address

Phone number for primary
presenter

City and state

Presenter role in the session

Primary Contact

words)

Short professional biography (no more than 75

acceptance

*Collect headshot after

Proposal Information

Proposal Title

Primary Emphasis Area

Select one of the seven NACCTEP emphasis areas.

Session Format

Align with AACTE’s format

Proposal Description

Provide a 75 to 100-word description for the conference program. Write for a broad educator
preparation audience.




Full Proposal Narrative

In 300 to 500 words, explain the session’s purpose, content, approach, and relevance to
community college teacher education.

Learning Outcomes

List two or three measurable outcomes describing what participants will know or be prepared to
do after the session.

Community College
Relevance

Explain how the proposal addresses the role, needs, strengths, or contributions of community
colleges. Limit to 150 words.

People and
Communities

Explain how the work affects teacher candidates, practicing educators, P-12 students, families, or
communities. Limit to 150 words.

Evidence or Experience

Identify the research, program data, evaluation findings, professional experience, or community
knowledge supporting the session. Limit to 200 words.

Participant
Engagement

Describe how presenters will actively involve participants. Limit to 150 words.

Practical Takeaways

Identify the tools, resources, strategies, or next steps participants will receive. Limit to 150 words.

Intended Audience

Select faculty, program leaders, administrators, clinical partners, P-12 partners, policymakers,
researchers, teacher candidates, or other groups.

Community College Emphasis Areas

Focus Area

What This Area Includes

Community College
Leadership and
Workforce
Development

Proposals focused on the leadership role of community colleges in preparing and
supporting the educator workforce. Topics might include workforce planning, teacher
recruitment and retention, leadership development, faculty development, workforce
diversification, regional needs, and community college responses to educator
shortages.

Teacher Preparation
Pathways,
Partnerships and
Access

Proposals examining accessible and affordable routes into the education profession.
Topics might include transfer pathways, community college bachelor’s degrees,
teacher residencies, registered apprenticeships, grow-your-own programs,
paraeducator-to-teacher pathways, dual enrollment, credit for prior learning, and
supports for first-generation and nontraditional teacher candidates.

Clinical Practice and
Strategic Partnerships

Proposals focused on field experiences, clinical preparation, and partnerships that
strengthen educator preparation. Topics might include student teaching, residencies,
mentorship, co-teaching, work-based learning, and partnerships with P-12 schools,
universities, employers, state agencies, families, and community organizations.

Teaching, Learning,
and Specialized
Preparation

Proposals centered on curriculum, instruction, and educator preparation to serve
diverse students, settings, and communities. Topics might include literacy, STEM and
STEAM, science of reading, mathematics, special education, multilingual and bilingual
education, culturally responsive teaching, early childhood education, rural education,
and place-based preparation.




Policy, Advocacy, and | Proposals addressing policies and systems that shape community college educator
Institutional preparation. Topics might include accreditation, accountability, funding, legislation,
Recognition licensure, state authorization, advocacy, public policy, data reporting, and strategies to
increase recognition of community colleges' contributions to the teacher workforce.

Research, Impact, and | Proposals presenting research, evaluation findings, implementation lessons, or
Continuous evidence of program impact. Topics might include candidate outcomes, P-12 student
Improvement impact, program evaluation, continuous improvement, data use, implementation
research, partnership evaluation, and practice-informed studies related to community
college educator preparation.

Innovation, Proposals exploring new approaches, tools, and support systems for teacher
Technology, and candidates and practicing educators. Topics might include artificial intelligence,
Educator Support educational technology, online and hybrid learning, digital access, competency-based

preparation, candidate advising, mental health, educator well-being, and practices
that support persistence and long-term success in the profession.

Eligibility and Conditions

e AACTE and NACCTEP members and nonmembers are welcome to submit, subject to AACTE's final
eligibility rules.

e Submissions must be complete by September 30 at midnight PST. NACCTEP will not review late or
incomplete proposals unless leadership approves a documented exception.

e Presenters must follow AACTE registration, travel, accessibility, technology, and presentation
requirements.

e Acceptance remains conditional until the AACTE overlap review is complete.

Proposal Review and Selection

1. Administrative screen. Confirm completeness, eligibility, required fields, anonymity, and
community college relevance.

2. Conflict check. Reviewers disclose relationships or interests and recuse themselves when needed.

Blind peer review. Assign at least two reviewers per proposal using a common rubric.

4. Calibration. Review leaders compare scoring patterns and discuss major differences without
changing scores to force agreement.

5. Slate development. Build a ranked recommended slate and alternates based on quality,
relevance, diversity, format, and available blocks.

6. AACTE overlap review. Compare titles, abstracts, speakers, topics, and intended takeaways with
the broader AACTE 2027 program.

7. Final decision. Resolve duplication through differentiation, consolidation, alternate selection, or
removal.

8. Notification and confirmation. Send decisions only after the joint review gate closes.

w




Scoring Rubric

Criterion Points What Reviewers Look For
Community college 25 Centers the role, context, evidence, or implications of community colleges in educator
relevance preparation.
Clarity and significance 20 Defines a timely need, opportunity, or problem and presents a coherent response.
Evidence and credibility 20 tJOSfigisriagszéIirt’r;zlee.mentation evidence, data, or well-supported lessons appropriate
Participant value 15 Offers specific, useful takeaways and a clear plan for participant engagement.
Alignment 10 Connects to the AACTE theme, selected focus area, audience, and content level.
Quality and feasibility 10 Fits the available format and appears ready for successful delivery.

Recommended threshold: 75 points for consideration. Scores guide the decision but do not replace program
balance, duplicate screening, and available session capacity.

AACTE Duplicate and Overlap Review Protocol

Finding Definition Resolution
Exact dunlicate Same proposal or substantially identical title, abstract, Place only once. Confirm with submitter and assign
P presenters, and outcomes. the best program location.
Substantial Different proposal with the same central content, Differentiate audience or outcomes, combine
overlap examples, and participant takeaway. proposals, or select the stronger fit.
Related topic with a distinct community college lens, Retain and cross-reference in marketing when
Complementary . L
method, population, or application. helpful.
No conflict Distinct topic and contribution. Advance to final acceptance.

Presenter and Program Readiness

Readiness Area Definition of Done

Acceptance Written acceptance, presenter roster, session title, abstract, and primary contact.
Registration AACTE registration requirements acknowledged and completed by the published deadline.
Program

accuracy Final names, credentials, institutions, session descriptions, and accessibility language approved.

. . Learning outcomes, participant engagement, timing, takeaway, and evidence align with the accepted
Session design & [PEInE] gag g y g p

proposal.
Technology Audiovisual needs, file format, internet needs, captioning, and backup plan documented.
Accessibility Slides, handouts, videos, and activities follow AACTE accessibility expectations.

Presenters receive the master schedule, room location, arrival time, contacts, transitions, and

Coordination
emergency procedures.
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