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RENNEFHIEAR B RE S, B 5 1 anfer A1) F B AR AL
AR, BORTCEBUC Y B AW )R
filDERE J) LA S BB 0 TE TS M 45, fhIA Tk, “ B
BECAWIZEE L — 2R B HOR RO )
(B ARG RAE SRRy ) ™ AR R i
R A IR DU SR KRR I IR &, BF R 2
HermHRANTEME B AR I h A2 5 S0 3, 5
e S E BEOR SR B B EAE Al A b
A —FB R EIEAS . XRE A ZECA RS
BRI 1 TR BAR AN, T AR A—HR (PR A
BCE IR BT MIAEAE ) 1Y 2k M 28 B F v i B A —
BT (B, Bk, 2012)

25 oM al R0, Bl AT RE O 2 B R AR R 1
B BHRRF G EIE R B B A R A s
PR MBE S . BAEEE R SN EBINAT ZAES
THAER ISR T 07 T B o2, BT B A
BEMEEORRE ), AR TR RN
B HOR | TACE B SO TE I R8s . B &5
SRR SRR, A BCF BOR T LIS i 2 4
AR e S BE A I RE ) Bl = 5
BB ERRIA 2,

2 HEEESHIAMESHXR

<31



I KM R RF AR EAR

OER.2015,21(3)

= RHAERRATE LKA A

FTE 20 22 70 AR, TR LA KRR £
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FARTMEE R FE . U5 20F GEECH &2
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ST ARG B0 A N ZH B B AT BN, B AT BA
A TTEAE TAEME AR I 2L, M2 TAE IS e
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I, AR T B DR it PPN 4508
T O A SCE 15% P LA B < 00 9 5 R R A TR A
ZIAN A . AR G T Ak R 0 A 20
B B PEM A RRE ST, T E RN T 45 A
SRR DGR AR (CAndlRE RO R BE) (PEA (4
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HEO) R0 3t 8 (ANAFE Y = L A o L B SR IK
) A,

2. RIEH B

PRIE W B B0 AVEE A1 B — 2, N— FR 51 5%
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A B TR S R AP RR

AR 3 AR AL B

ZUMHEAARTE B Be i, 75 B — A4 19 A5
XA R AR SR B A A B — 3 Bt R N 3
SR S S ER LI SIAKIE TSN N
BRI AR T s 25 R Bt 0 2 s o AL T 46 1 245
o L] AL R R T LA B0 S 0 P A
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Ui XfE LA B A H SRy PR i o X e AR AT
PR Z m i B SO AL SR ARG . A2
X B AR 27 2] Ll F AR AT 8 B 4R 2 ), Bl
AT BN DU L2800 B 25 &) 3L (%) 18 X o i e i 4R
ARG . BEJS, S8 DR B b T BT A
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centered problem, fFX LCP) . 2% > 2 il [n] 81 &
FEXFVF 222 AR M, 76 B Re B IR Iy T 385 3 A7 78 1)
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g W] (S IS SR S AR A AL B, 2Rt
AT NEEAAR b2 RS AR 2 T B O Fh R AR,
SRPATEIR AR 5 2R | A ARBL AR 2k sk
AR SFGUI Y 2

WS KAy

— BTN T 22 R B s ey 2 2 35 h
OIS 207 T B9 2 A AeT 7R PR v A B X 1
Mgk Tk O [R]85 b 0 Pk R PR Ay 52 B T et
( problem of practice, fijFK POP) , RIZIHIA A {EHAFEE
PRI B PR, R ik 2] 25 v o) 8, 00T
S A e WO 22U SRR AR RS R
k- AN I F SN R v v S L A1 e O SR ERN
JRCTE 38 32 P A BV e i v 2 2B IR ) 207 SR g
HECFHE R A7 . R AR B Y UL S
B A B RN B O SO AR S S, A RE A B T
[ s 22 ke N U S =3 TS ST P DR I R 1 1D
TR BT U B O 42 Jo Xob A S8 SR B O Y
LR RRAR 2R N AR EE A 01 2 (B T IR B
WHIRG T, RSP AR 45, W AR
W T B AEDE TR ( Boudett et al. ,2013)
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N 1SR A BB 0 #f 6 RS AT: ], N7 AR IR 33
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5 PRIE BT RE AT 30 1Y B — 2 A5 3

TR T TR AP 22 2R 22 ) i g

HOTT AT B HT R B NP 22 A 2 ) i Y
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DIET-GA, etk 27 A 1 27 20 R 00 i i W aff 1 2
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RN BRI AT SR A R AT VA JF 34T
AHRNE YR RE  FEE | O EE R X — R 3, (M1 3 Se R
MITRIE B . A, BIFSE#5 22e h) eho tt O
FRI 5 R — 25 ] B B A Sk o R HIBTTE ,
SETAT SRS A S5, B A AR T I A R
U5 | %2224 2] (Boudett & Steele, 2007)

(=) B R4

DWIP A 1) St 1 &0 B anfeg 2 1 DL 2%
Mg AR & 2% X ( Charlotte — Mecklenburg Schools,
CMS) g lfm LA ik

SRR Mg A 827 DX 3 S R T 2 X 2
— o 2007-2008 “4F[H], 5 %A ropR B A A A
T “GECFHE " ( Managing for Performance Initia-
tive) TR, AT & by i g 2 A6 gt i 1) de Sg
M) THAS R, 5 ORI 532 2O A DA
K HABTAE N G TARR ML E SR X R
UEECHE /T, O A 38 WA AR G it < fe
PRSI b B, BV RS 23 A Bl DAAE Hh T A ok
W, B A e AR 2] IRORGE A B AR B
( Dashboard ) (7 # 1t B 42 | 7 BT 38 LA SHT
TFR B TR R 2R SR8 B SR 484 X
MRS, XS I & 1 T B A it e &
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tals) , A 20 A FAZ O 90 5 A $2 IR TR At |
PR A DO R 2T R A G BT
YEN B i 2 P B8 1 H] 5 PR A SR ARER R4
5B, 2 DONCEAE ATl FH &8l T2 D7 1, ik B AE 4
Ay foff PR el i PR B o ) O R L
W& RIS, A, s - s B #8°# X 1Y 178
Fr2a K T U B2 52 0 B R 2 80 I 90 A B 4R 1Y
DWIP # AL ( Algozzine et al. ,2011) ,
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VAl AR FREA S X P R 2R A O T Bl 2o 8 57 4
Sz IINGIES =5 VIR RIPER 3 €/ Gl =2 & 4 € HZA U R |
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R B e O B — e

BiE 12 >0 3 O Tl | 00 i A e
SRR 0 S B R, E e i e T 5 RS
FEXIZ T SR 22 I N S A o) St | ] 3 vy
P AP G K PN 25 DX Sl LA R B [ i S S T AT 8h

F— FREFEHZESE L EDE

INEE

me
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7L o 152 I 352
1540135 T 30 AR 19
s

2 2 0 il P By 2
23k A 7] U 5

2L MR LA RS0 04 57,37 fie R
S 51 5 W HEER, 5 )
WEE S HE ALY

2 TC vk T 19 i

He s 52 2% (19 SCA

S i AR /N U
SCAS ] M LA X 53
KA E &

S DLW T AR % HfE 2
I3, JEHIR X I s )

TR 3 HL DA — 4 2% 3T 35 s [a) 180 A 461 08 £ 7 15
B o 0 T 0TS A A A A Bl Py 2 A e IR A5
50 AR R AR SR AR A R AR B
Bt — B A AR, ATERIA T
DAL B 6.7 .8 AR A I B AR A B, 2
AT ST fR 2R 2 B (), A 80% 1 HET)
R, R TP 2] 3 s () R SR LA 4 i S
BRI, ¥ LR DR S 3 2 A 3 31 1Y) S B0
TEE A, AT ik A B A D TR AR AR T
XTI, BORZHE A B X B AR BEACR FH B AR 2
S O B Vb 8 Ky T

AR e 2] 3 D [ BN 2 80U 2
A AE A S AR U A 4, 33X 253 W) 2 A 50 4
BRI A 2 3] . DWIP AR Y S0 e 1 200
Xof 2 A RN ) B B O R B 5 L < R
WA R IRATH T BN A AR 2 A E A 2 B
", I 58 28 A e e B A0 4 e sl 0 TR 4 4 1
Fratse, iR K AE Y, DWIP B B 37 2 Al 47
1), TR AR B I K T AR, fldn, My
IPFHEA ORI R T AR, RIB R4 AC
TEAEMOX I T AR« ot iftag b Al 8o 26 B
R AR, “ A B T2 V1508 A C 2K e
R AR A A7 TR AR AR = T
S LR AR T T UM LT

DWIP HEF7E i E 2 R b 38 B 730 2 IR M,
IE AR B 3 T 5, e TAE R B,
R R T Bt iy ), (R SR T IR SR, 168 25
ARl RGP, 25 A A dE Y St
DWIP #5552 515 8 A0t IR e, &P 5 |
SO AR 5T I Pk K O A P s e
77 2 A AT DI ) 5 LA A4 e Y Tl 1) 2 >0 3%
U [, 5 X6 5 W AH 6 19 22 3547 43 M ( Slavin,
2014) ,

(=) &h5hHh

BLI 4y K AE DWIP BER A PR, 7 28—
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() S A A, BT 5

1. JH R 20X HHE 1) 2 E AT i it

A A B R 2 B R A
Bt MR FI A A o P2 B LG BE 25
P SO R RS EW N U DO E A € i TN N
SRR R ORI ) Y e T SRR BB TE o
5L 58 ( Schmoker ) AP &, “ B0 d8 JL-F S 245 W) 17
B, Bl RS NEFE RN . 2R IR
AN T IR AMRA, H TR &R RE 2 F %L
PRAE R 2 M Wt i 8 T L SRS etk A 4
i R S A SE R AR B L A RMELRG i an, 3R]
SR ELAE AR T RN 7 AN B2 27 (Boudett &
City,2013)

T A 7 U s U] 5 2800 X 2 2 — R TR AR
BEA K, WEZHIMIAN B C X227 ] A1
SO C e/ N T AN A T AR A S8 HLOG R SRR B
g2 D FHL A HABN R . X PP AR 56 s
SRS T AR B BOM AR AR F b U A
IXBEE A HOM R B Ot 2 A 2 > B RE ) B 2 AR
Lo AHRHE XA T2 T AT R A 207 A A
FHEHE TS B2 A OS5

SR, St DWIP 5% 5 A A7 0 B R B 1k T bR
SOk A ERDE T AS 2 38 2o 9 5% 500 1 P [T 534
107 2ok ke, — LA BN B AR S| F DWIP 527
I, 5 5 85 0 DWIP BEAY i St 7 L R AR 2
— R R ECRRIR Y S | B S0 A F RO BRI LA
GNP, S0 DWIP AL n] SR FH 9 7 1A AL 46
1) SRR & A 6] 1 7 5 2) A1) £ K
TCIEAZ AT UL 45 78 L6 75 5 1 B 9 D 5 RN 5 K
3) F BRI L — LE ] & T+ A AR O B G A
4) %A A B LA B R 44 19 5 2 A B 5
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Research on Cultivation of Teachers’ Data-based
Wisdom in Big Data Era

WANG Ping

( School of Liberal Aris, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract. The big data analysis has been applied to public education in America and becomes an important force in
education reforms. Teachers need data—based wisdom to use data to drive instruction. Data use has been promoted as
an required ability for teachers in the era of Big Data. However, the field lacks a detailed understanding of how
teachers actually use data to inform instruction wisely and the factors that shape this process. The research on teachers”
data—based wisdom is still relatively weak now. How to improve teachers” data—based wisdom and make them have the
ability to carry out teaching activities in the era of Big Data has become a common problem urgenily needed to be
solved.

In order to get the international research context of teachers” data—based wisdom and its latest development , this
study analyzes the new trend of teacher’s professional development on the basis of clarifying the concept of data—based
wisdom , and then provides a brief review of literature on teachers” data—based wisdom.

The research found that a variety of models have been built to improve teachers” data—based wisdom abroad. The
Data Wise Improvement Process model ( DWIP) is developed by America. It provides an operational model that can be
used for reference. It includes three phases :prepare, inquire, and act. The model can help teachers using data to i-
dentify common student learning needs , to generate and implement instructional solutions, and to measure those solu-
tions’ efectiveness at raising student achievement. The model can enhance the ability of teachers and principals to col-
laboratively analyze data. This paper outlines the background of the DWIP , steps involved in implementing the DWIP,
and takes Charlotte—Mecklenburg Schools ( CMS) as an example to analyze the practical use of the DWIP. It will pro-
mote the research on cultivation of teachers” data—based wisdom in the era of Big Data if we understand the model ,re-
flect on the status of education in our country ,and explore the future development trend of the research of teachers” data
—based wisdom in our country.

Key words: big data; data—based wisdom ; the Data Wise Improvement Process model
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