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AI-generated content may be incorrect.]This Is the Room: An Aggregate Snapshot of Readiness



BranchED AI Compass  |  Teacher Educator AI Readiness Snapshot  |  Educator Readiness for an AI-Enabled World
Aggregate responses from 26 of 27 expected participants (one outstanding). This is a collective view of reported perspectives, practices, and program conditions; individual responses are not reported.

	WHO RESPONDED
26 responses; faculty, clinical, program coordination, and leadership roles represented (some roles overlap).
	USE AI WEEKLY OR DAILY
21 of 26 weekly or daily; 4 monthly or less; 1 never
	STANCE TOWARD AI
12 enthusiastic; 11 cautiously exploring; 1 skeptical but open; 1 seriously concerned; 1 still forming a view
	A PATTERN TO NOTICE
Domain 6 has the lowest program-opportunity average (1.81/5) and the most “least developed” selections (12).



	The Seven Domains
	My own practice (avg 1–5)
	TC learning opportunities in my program (avg 1–5)
	Individual–Program Pattern
	Named most urgent
	Named least developed

	Domain 1 — Professional Judgment and Ethical AI Use
	3.71
	2.23
	Ahead
	17
	6

	Domain 2 — AI Understanding and Critical Evaluation
	3.52
	2.15
	Ahead
	8
	10

	Domain 3 — AI-Enhanced Instructional Design
	3.31
	2.19
	Ahead
	7
	4

	Domain 4 — AI-Enhanced Teaching and Learning
	3.25
	2.08
	Ahead
	14
	3

	Domain 5 — Evidence-Informed Personalization and Improvement
	3.46
	2.12
	Ahead
	2
	6

	Domain 6 — Family, Community, and Workforce Partnership
	3.04
	1.81
	Ahead
	0
	12

	Domain 7 — Learner Agency and Future Readiness
	3.37
	2.00
	Ahead
	3
	10


How to read the pattern: This is a descriptive comparison, not a score. “Ahead” indicates that individual confidence appears stronger than reported program-provided TC learning opportunities; “Aligned” indicates a similar overall pattern; “Behind” indicates that reported program-provided learning opportunities appear stronger than individual confidence.

In the past twelve months, this group has:
	10 of 26
Changed/declined AI use over ethical concerns
	22 of 26
Revised assignment or assessment
	9 of 26
Taught how AI works
	13 of 26
Discussed AI in clinical placements
	21 of 26
Consulted AI policy or framework



	WHAT YOU HOPE FOR
-More responsive planning, differentiation, and personalized support
-Time reclaimed for feedback and relationships
-Creative, iterative lesson and assessment design.
	WHAT WORRIES YOU
-Overreliance on AI at the expense of critical thinking and professional judgment
-Misinformation and ethical use
-Uneven faculty preparation, policies, and access.
	WHAT YOU WANT TO STRENGTHEN
-Intentional AI-integrated assignments and assessments
-Clear ethical guidance and candidate-facing expectations
-Faculty collaboration, training, and practical implementation time.


Nothing on this page is a verdict. It is a starting point for reflection and conversation. As you review the snapshot, notice what surprises you, where you see patterns, tensions, or contradictions, and what you want to understand better. Consider what these results suggest about strengths to build upon, areas that may warrant greater attention, and questions worth exploring together.
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