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Abstract: This paper describes the theoretical construction, statistical validity and reliability of a 
survey instrument designed to measure teachers’ Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge 
(TPACK) – ‘the total package’ (Koehler & Mishra, 2008). The Teaching With ICT Audit Survey 
(TWictAS) contains scales that measure teachers’ interest in and attitudes towards using ICT; 
confidence to use ICT with students for specific teaching and learning tasks (TPACK); access to 
ICT and the Internet; competency with ICT applications; Technology Knowledge (TK); and their 
TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy. The scale measuring the teachers’ TPACK confidence makes use 
of the Learning With ICTs: Measuring ICT Use in the Curriculum instrument that has been 
extensively evaluated and reported in the literature to be both a statistically and theoretically robust 
measure of curriculum integration of ICT (Authors, 2007). This paper proposes that in conjunction 
with scales to measure TK and TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy, the TWictAS provides a valid, 
reliable and multi-dimensional instrument with which to audit teachers’ TPACK. 

 
 
Background 
 

Australian governments have repeatedly expressed commitment to an expanding role for information and 
communication technology (ICT) in education. Almost 10 years ago the Australian government articulated two 
overarching goals for school education in the information economy, namely, that students would graduate with 
relevant knowledge and skills, and that ICT would be integrated to improve student learning (Toomey, 2001). More 
recently the Australian government has initiated the Digital Education Revolution (DER) initiative with a strategic 
plan (DEEWR, 2008) underpinned by agreement across federal and state governments that “Australia will have 
technology enriched learning environments that enable students to achieve high quality learning outcomes and 
productively contribute to our society and economy” (MCEECDYA, 2008, p. 1). 
 There is strong evidence that teacher quality is the most important factor in achieving quality learning 
outcomes for students. An OECD commissioned report noted that “the quality of an education system cannot exceed 
the quality of its teachers” (Barber & Mourshed, 2007, p. 7). Although the aspects of the DER attracting most media 
attention are funding to increase the numbers of computers in schools and the provision of high speed broadband 
connections, the DER roadmap (AICTEC, 2009) lists as the second of six principles underpinning the DER that 
“teachers and educators require the pedagogical knowledge, confidence, skills, resources and support to creatively 
and effectively use online tools and systems to engage students” (p. 6). In expanding on “support for teachers to 
make effective use of ICT in teaching and learning” as the fourth and final funding element in the DER, the roadmap 
refers to “professional learning opportunities for existing teachers to upgrade or develop proficiency in the effective 
and innovative/creative educational use of ICT” and ensuring “that the national graduate teacher standards include 
rigorous requirements regarding the use of technology in teaching” (AICTEC, 2009, p. 8). However, there is no 
detail provided about the specific form and content of the professional development that should be undertaken by 
teachers or the nature of the required standards and how their achievement might be measured. This paper aims to 



contribute to informed discussion of the knowledge required by teachers for effective use of ICT in learning and 
teaching and of how development of that knowledge might be reliably measured. 
 
 
Defining TPACK 
 

Numerous studies have investigated teachers’ use of ICT. In general, positive attitudes to ICT and related 
skills, though necessary, are not sufficient for teachers to solve what has been described as the “wicked problem” of 
teaching with technology (Koehler & Mishra, 2008). More than 20 years ago, Shulman (1986) developed the 
concept of Pedagogical Content Knowledge (PCK) as distinct from knowledge of either content (CK) or pedagogy 
(PK). PCK was seen by Shulman as the specialized type of knowledge possessed by teachers and used to guide the 
transformation of content into alternative representations that enhance learner understanding or to select pedagogic 
strategies that facilitate learning. Although Shulman’s original paper did not include any diagram, PCK has since 
been represented as the intersection of two partially overlapping circles representing pedagogical and content 
knowledge. Mishra and Koehler (2006) argued that new technologies (ICT) have changed, or have the potential to 
change, the nature of the classroom to a sufficient extent to justify an extension of Shulman’s model to incorporate 
the intersections of technological knowledge (TK) with both CK and PK, producing three more intersections (TPK, 
TCK, and TPCK) as represented in Figure 1. The “consonant heavy” acronym, TPCK, was later changed to TPACK 
for ease of pronunciation and to reflect the idea that the three knowledge domains of technology, content and 
pedagogy form a “Total PACKage” (Thompson & Mishra, 2007, p. 38). We suggest that TPACK represents the 
knowledge likely to be required of Australian teachers to achieve the intent of the DER (AICTEC, 2009). 
  

 
Figure 1: Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK) [after Mishra and Koehler (2006)] 

 
 
Measuring TPACK 
 

Given that that TPACK provides a representation of the ICT-related knowledge required of teachers then it 
is natural to ask how TPACK might be measured in order to ensure the effectiveness of professional development 
and teacher preparation programs intended to enhance TPACK. An ideal instrument would be demonstrably valid 
and reliable, and would be capable of being conveniently administered and scored in a variety of contexts. Although 
there are several published studies describing instruments for measuring TPACK there is, as yet, no widely accepted 
instrument with the desired characteristics. 
 The earliest attempt to measure TPACK (then TPCK) appears to be that described by Koehler and Mishra 
(2005) in which 13 participants responded to questions about individual and group perceptions of thinking about 
elements of the TPACK model during a course in which participants designed an online course. Analysis of the data 
confirmed increased thinking about all of the TPACK elements (TK, PK, CK, PCK, TCK, TPK, and TPCK). 
However, although the instrument was appropriate to the particular study it is not suitable for general measurement 
of TPACK. In a subsequent study of a similar design course with 24 participants, interactions among participants as 
they worked in small design groups were analyzed to trace the development of elements of TPACK during the 



experience. The study confirmed that over time the initially separate topics of technology, content and pedagogy 
become more strongly interconnected. Again this is evidence of development of TPACK but the methodology is not 
suitable for measurement of TPACK development among larger groups of teachers. 
 Angeli and Valanides (2009) rehearsed the arguments for TPCK as a distinct body of assessable 
knowledge, beyond integration of the separate elements. They then considered ICT-TPCK as a strand of TPCK 
based on knowledge of five domains, ICT, content, pedagogy, learners, and context. Their model is clearly related to 
Mishra and Koehler’s (2006) conceptualization of TPCK with additional elements. Working with a total of 215 pre-
service elementary teachers in an instructional technology class with groups of 80, 50, and 85 over successive 
semesters, they used a combination of peer, expert, and self-assessment of TPCK as manifested in two design tasks 
using a list of criteria for guidance. They found that students’ total ICT-TPCK competence increased significantly 
between the two tasks. ICT-TPCK seems similar enough to TPCK that the criteria, which were not subject specific, 
could be adapted for use with TPCK but the method of individual task-based assessment is not suitable for obtaining 
rapid measures of TPCK for large numbers of teachers. 
 In a study involving 596 K-12 online educators in the USA, TPACK was measured using a questionnaire 
developed for the purpose (Archambault & Crippen, 2009). The 24 items in the questionnaire were developed from 
the TPACK framework, with content validation by an expert panel before a think-aloud pilot to ensure consistent 
interpretation of items and establish construct validity. Alpha reliabilities for the 7 elements of the TPACK model 
ranged from 0.699 to 0.888 and there were significant correlations between all pairs of elements. Although the 
instrument appears to be valid and reliable, the items are specific to teaching online and it is not suitable for 
assessment of TPCK for broader contexts. 
 Perhaps the closest to an “official” measure of TPACK is linked from the TPACK web site 
(http://www.tpck.org/). Items have been developed from the framework and sent for expert construct validity 
analysis with results for each of the knowledge types ranging from 3.67 to 9.00 on a 1 to 10 scale and 5 of the seven 
types scoring 7.88 or greater (Schmidt, Seymour, Baran, & Thompson, 2009). The questionnaire has been 
constructed for use with elementary teachers and the CK scale includes multiple items for each of mathematics, 
social studies, science, and literacy. The scales for the various elements of the TPACK model returned Alpha 
reliability values ranging from 0.75 to 0.92 (Schmidt, Baran, et al., 2009), suggesting that the instrument is reliable 
and could be used with confidence in contexts where the subjects represented in the content scales are appropriate. 
 In the course of designing approaches to develop TPACK in pre-service teachers, Graham, Cox and 
Velasquez (2009) considered both self-report questionnaire and performance assessment based on artifacts as 
strategies for measuring TPACK, identifying both strengths and weaknesses for each approach. They noted that 
performance assessment was time consuming for researchers and participants, a characteristic that renders it 
unsuitable for use with large groups of teachers especially if a quick result is needed. Questionnaires suffered from 
difficulty in framing questions to address the TPACK constructs and inconsistent interpretation by respondents. 
Items in their initial attempt to develop a questionnaire did not load as intended on the TPACK constructs and 
further work is being undertaken. In another study, Graham et al. (2009) reported on the use of a questionnaire to 
measure TPACK confidence of inservice science teachers. The instrument addressed only the four technology-
related elements of the model (TPACK, TPK, TCK, and TK) using a total of 31 items of which the content-related 
items (TPACK and TCK) were specific to science. The study found significant increases in each type of knowledge 
from start to finish of the short intensive professional development but the small number of participants (15) did not 
permit testing of the construct validity of the instrument. 
 Arguing that the World Wide Web is a special case of technology, Lee and Tsai (in press) proposed a 
TPCK-W framework in which W replaces the T of TPACK and the intersections become WPK, WCK, and WPCK. 
Based on this framework they developed an instrument to measure teachers’ self-efficacy in terms of their TPCK-W. 
The initial bank of items covered WK (general and communicative), WCK, WPK, WPCK, and attitudes to web-
based instruction. Following administration to 558 Taiwanese teachers, exploratory and confirmatory factor analysis 
found that items intended to measure WPK and WPCK loaded on the same factor, resulting in a final instrument 
with 30 items in five scales. Although there may be useful lessons to be learned from the construction of this 
instrument, its narrower focus on Web technology makes it unsuitable for more general measurement of TPACK. 

Although progress has been made, there is no widely accepted and generally applicable instrument for 
measuring teachers’ TPACK. If TPACK is to be a key outcome of teacher preparation and professional development 
it is highly desirable to have a reliable and valid measure with which to assess its development. Hence this paper 
reports on the development and validation of an instrument that appears to have the required characteristics. 
 
 



Method– development of the Teaching With ICT Audit Survey (TWictAS) 
 

The Teaching With ICT Audit Survey (TWictAS) was developed to audit the TPACK capabilities of final 
year teacher education students at two universities in Queensland, Australia in 2009. Both universities have multiple 
campuses and the students who were surveyed were representative of all 6 campuses from the two universities. The 
students were asked to voluntarily complete the TWictAS online in August 2009 and 345 completed surveys were 
obtained. Participants were soon to graduate from either early childhood, primary, secondary or special education 
specializations and 79% were female which is consistent with the teaching profession generally in Queensland. 

From an extensive review of the recent literature pertaining to the definition and measurement of TPACK 
(Angeli & Valanides, 2009; Archambault & Crippen, 2009; Graham, Burgoyne, et al., 2009; Graham, Cox, & 
Velasquez, 2009; Lee & Tsai, in press; Schmidt, et al., 2009) and from an investigation of the theoretical framework 
underpinning an existing instrument it was determined that a strong claim could be made that the Learning With 
ICTs: Measuring ICT Use in the Curriculum instrument could potentially measure two dimensions of TPACK, 
namely enhancing and transforming the curriculum through ICT integration. Table 1 displays the final 20 items and 
2 factors of the Learning With ICTs: Measuring ICT Use in the Curriculum instrument (Authors, 2007).  

The statistical validation and reliability of this instrument has been extensively reported in the literature and 
the instrument has been used in several well documented large-scale studies over the past 5 years to evaluate the 
quantity and quality of ICT integration in Queensland schools (Authors, 2006a; 2006b; 2007; 2009). For the purpose 
of this paper only a brief summary of the development of the instrument will be provided. 

Initially, a suite of 137 items was generated, based on a matrix configured from the four Productive 
Pedagogy dimensions and the New Basics curriculum organizers (Lingard et al., 2001). The sentence stem, “In my 
class students use ICTs to” was used to generate all 137 items. This decision was made to ensure that the 
instrument’s structure clearly defined successful professional performance with respect to ICT integration 
specifically in relation to the quantity and quality of use of ICT experienced by students rather than teachers (DEST, 
2002). Hence, the instrument purposely measured the extent to which students used ICT in productive ways across 
the curriculum. A four-point Likert-style response scale was initially used (Never, Sometimes, Often, and Very 
Often), to gauge the frequency-of-use of ICT by students, as reported by their teachers. Factor analysis using 
Principal Axis Factoring (PAF) with Oblimin rotation (SPSS 13) was used to determine the factor structure of the 
instrument. The analysis produced a simple and conceptually robust two-factor solution, in which the first two 
theoretical dimensions of use clustered together as one factor while the second two theoretical dimensions of use 
clustered together as a second factor. That is, the first factor comprised 14 items that define ICT as a tool for the 
development of ICT-related skills and the enhancement of learning outcomes, suggesting the use of ICT to enhance 
teaching and learning. The second factor comprised 6 items that define ICT as an integral component of reforms that 
change what students learn and how school is structured and organized, implying a transformative ICT function.  
  
 Factor and Items Factor 1 Factor 2 
 In my class, students use ICTs to  
1.2 acquire the knowledge, skills, abilities, and attitudes to deal with ongoing 

technological change. 
.66  

2.3 develop functional competencies in a specified curriculum area. .73  
2.5 synthesize their knowledge. .82  
2.6 actively construct their own knowledge in collaboration with their peers and others. .76  
2.7 actively construct knowledge that integrates curriculum areas. .81  
2.8 develop deep understanding about a topic of interest relevant to the curriculum 

area(s) being studied.  
.80  

2.9 develop a scientific understanding of the world. .57  
2.12 provide motivation for curriculum tasks. .79  
2.13 plan and/or manage curriculum projects. .74  
2.14 integrate different media to create appropriate products. .68  
2.16 engage in sustained involvement with curriculum activities. .68  
2.17 support elements of the learning process. .74  
2.19 demonstrate what they have learned. .72  
2.20 undertake formative and/or summative assessment. .45  
3.7 acquire awareness of the global implications of ICT-based technologies on society.  .78 
3.9 gain intercultural understanding.  .75 



3.10 critically evaluate their own and society’s values.  .82 
4.1 communicate with others locally and globally.  .54 
4.3 engage in independent learning through access to education at a time, place, and 

pace of their own choosing.  
 .58 

4.4 understand and participate in the changing knowledge economy.  .69 
 Alpha Reliability Coefficients .94 .86 

Table 1: Items with Oblimin Rotated Factor Loadings and reliability coefficients for the Learning with ICTs: 
Measuring ICT Use in the Curriculum Instrument (N = 929) 

 
The authors contend that as each item in this instrument is asking teachers to indicate how frequently their 

students in their class use ICT to undertake each of the learning tasks, that the instrument is measuring the teachers’ 
technology (T) knowledge, as without knowledge of the available ICT teachers would not be able to facilitate the 
use of ICT by students. It can therefore be argued that, unless teachers had a reasonable level of technology 
knowledge, then their students would not be able to undertake these classroom learning tasks with ICT. Further, 
teachers who indicate that their students use ICT Often or Very often to undertake these learning tasks are also 
indicating that they have the pedagogical (P) knowledge in order to facilitate the students’ learning with ICT Often 
or Very Often in their class. Thus, this instrument, originally designed to measure ICT curriculum integration in 
classrooms, we contend, could also be used to measure the T and P of TPACK.  

Also, teachers who indicate that their students Often or Very often use ICT to undertake the listed 
curriculum tasks, would most certainly have a commensurate level of curriculum content (C) knowledge in order to 
be able to facilitate the use of ICT to either enhance or transform the curriculum. For example, item 2.8 states “In 
my class, students use ICTs to develop deep understanding about a topic of interest relevant to the curriculum 
area(s) being studied.” We argue that it would be functionally impossible for a teacher to have a low or limited 
knowledge of curriculum content and have students use ICT in order to achieve ‘deep’ understanding in a 
curriculum area. Therefore, we believe that the Learning With ICTs: Measuring ICT Use in the Curriculum 
instrument, originally designed to measure ICT curriculum integration, could also be used to measure the newer 
construct of TPACK - ‘the total package’ (Koehler & Mishra, 2008).  

In the 2009 audit of pre-service teachers’ TPACK, the response set for this scale was changed to reflect the 
requirement for a measure of the soon-to-be teachers’ TPACK confidence. The new 4-point Likert response 
categories were: No confidence, Some confidence, Confident and Very confident. In this way, the participants were 
able to indicate how confident they felt to facilitate ICT integration with their future students as described by each 
item in the scale. This modification to the original scale allows it to be used as a measure of teachers’ TPACK 
confidence, as well as a measure of student outcomes as a result of the teachers’ TPACK. 

In addition to the scale described above which is proposed to measure teachers’ TPACK, The Teaching 
With ICT Audit Survey (TWictAS) contains items that measure teachers’ interest in, and attitude toward, using ICT; 
access to ICT and the Internet; competency with ICT applications; digital technology knowledge (TK); and TPACK 
Vocational Self-efficacy. Table 2 displays the interest in, attitudes towards, confidence with and access to ICT items 
from the TWictAS instrument. Table 3 displays the TWictAS ICT applications competency items and digital 
technology knowledge (TK) items. Table 4 displays the items and alpha coefficients from the TPACK Vocational 
Self-efficacy scale which was validated with the data obtained from the audit of 345 graduating pre-service teachers. 
  

Interest in and Attitudes toward using ICT (please choose the appropriate 
response for each item): 
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To what extent are you interested in using ICT for personal purposes?     
To what extent are you interested in using ICT for teaching and learning purposes?     
To what extent do you use ICT for personal purposes?     
To what extent do you use ICT for teaching and learning purposes?     
To what extent do you believe that ICT can improve student learning outcomes?     



Confidence in using ICT with school students for teaching and learning (please 
choose the appropriate response): 
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How confident do you feel about using ICT with students for teaching and learning?     
Access to ICT and the Internet (please choose the appropriate response for each item): Yes No 
Do you have your own computer?   
Do you have regular access to broadband Internet?   
Do you have access to mobile computing devices such as a 3G mobile phone or iPhone?   

Table 2: Interest in, attitudes towards, confidence with and access to ICT items from the TWictAS instrument 
 
Please rate your competence to use each of the following ICT Applications 

ICT Applications (Examples of Software) 
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Word Processing (e.g. Microsoft Word)     
Desktop Publishing (e.g. Microsoft Publisher)     
Presentation Software (e.g. Microsoft Power Point)     
Spreadsheets (e.g. Microsoft Excel)     
Databases (e.g. Microsoft Access, Filemaker)     
Graphics creation and/or editing (e.g. Paint Shop Pro, Adobe Photoshop)     
Digital image capture (e.g. by Digital camera, scanning)     
Multimedia Development and Authoring      
(e.g. Director, Flash)     
Visual Thinking Software (e.g. Inspiration, Kidspiration, CMap)     
Digital Video Editing (e.g. iMovie, Adobe Premiere, MovieMaker)     
Email (e.g. Microsoft Outlook, Gmail, Lotus)     
Web Browsers (e.g. Internet Explorer, Netscape, Safari, Firefox)     
Web Searching (e.g. Google)     
Web Page Development (e.g. Dreamweaver)     
Web 2.0 and Social Networking (e.g. Facebook, MySpace, Flickr, Twitter, YouTube, 
Nings) 

    

Online learning management systems (e.g. Blackboard)     
Online publishing (e.g. blogging, podcasts, YouTube)      
Access repositories of reusable learning objects     
Create reusable learning objects     
Other (please specify):     
Please rate your competence against each of the following statements 

Digital Technologies (ICT) Competence 
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I am comfortable using digital technologies.     
I learn about new digital technologies easily.     
I keep informed about new digital technologies.     
I know how to solve my own technical problems.     
I have the technological skills I need to use digital technologies to achieve personal 
goals. 

    

I have the technological skills I need to use digital technologies to achieve professional     



(teaching and learning) goals. 
 Table 3: Technological Knowledge (TK) - ICT Applications and Digital Technology Knowledge 
 

The Professional Capabilities of the ICT Vocational Self-efficacy Scale  Factor 
Loading 

Professional Values:  
1 As a life-long learner, I will be able to set my own short and long term learning goals based on 

regular reflection of my own professional practice and determined needs. I will be able to devise and 
enact a plan to achieve these. 

.92 

2 I will be able to collaborate with staff and/or students to critically reflect on and evaluate the 
learning opportunities and implications of digital resources, technologies and environments. 

.92 

3 I will be able to operate safely, legally, ethically and in accordance with departmental policy when 
using digital resources, technologies and online environments. I will be able to teach and model 
these practices with students and colleagues. 

.94 

Professional Relationships:  
4 I will be able to use ICT to communicate with others for professional purposes. .93 
 Professional Knowledge:  
5 I understand that ICT can be used to benefit teaching and learning and is most effective when used 

in the context of learning and not as an end itself. 
.93 

Professional Practice:  
6 I will be able to provide opportunities for students to use ICT as part of their learning. .95 
7 I will be able to provide opportunities for students to use ICT to gather information and to 

communicate with a known audience. 
.95 

8 I will be able to manage the access to and use of ICT resources in meeting student learning needs. .93 
9 I will be able to use a range of ICT resources and devices for professional purposes. .95 
10 I will be able to use ICT to locate, create and record information and resources. .96 
11 I will be able to store, organise and retrieve digital resources. .95 
12 I will be able to use ICT to access and manage information about student learning. .95 
Table 4: Items with Varimax Rotated Factor Loadings for the TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy scale of the Teaching 

With ICT Audit Survey (TWictAS) (N=345) 
 

The 12 items of the TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy scale in Table 4 describe the foundational 
competencies of ICT use for teaching in the 21st century derived from the ICT Pedagogical Certificate level of the 
Smart Classrooms Professional Development Framework (DET, 2009). This framework is a professional learning 
guide to assist teachers to embrace digital pedagogy. Twelve indicators from the ICT Certificate level of the 
framework that describe professional values, relationships, knowledge and practice were used to construct the 
TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy scale, as they indicate the foundational ICT capabilities required by all teachers. A 
four-point Likert-type response set was used for participants to indicate their level of confidence for each item 
(1=No confidence, 2=Some confidence, 3=Confident, 4=Very confident).  

As the 12 items were hypothesised to measure one construct (TPACK vocational self-efficacy) a factor 
analysis using Principal Components extraction with a Varimax rotation was used to assess the factor structure of 
the TPACK Vocational Self-efficacy scale.  Then, alpha coefficients were computed to evaluate the internal 
consistency of the scale and a Pearson Correlation was used to establish the relationships that exist between the 
individual items in the scale. The factor analysis revealed a single factor solution with an eigenvalue greater than 
one and accounting for 88% of the variance. The scale’s internal reliability Alpha Coefficient was calculated at 0.99. 
Pairwise correlations between items ranged from 0.82 to 0.94 with all values significant at p < 0.01 (two-tailed). 
These very high correlations indicate that while the items are theoretically distinctive, in empirical terms they are 
collinear. However, removing items from the scale to accommodate the statistical redundancy would render the 
scale theoretically meaningless, so a decision was made to tolerate the highly correlated items in the scale. 
 
Conclusion 
 

This paper has described the development and empirical validation of a new instrument to measure 
teachers’ TPACK. The Teaching With ICT Audit Survey (TWictAS) provides a valid, reliable and multi-dimensional 
instrument with which to audit teachers’ TPACK. 



 
References 
 
AICTEC. (2009). Digital Education Revolution Implementation Roadmap  Retrieved October 17, 2009, from 

http://www.deewr.gov.au/Schooling/DigitalEducationRevolution/Documents/AICTEC_DER_ROADMAPAdvice.pdf 
Angeli, C., & Valanides, N. (2009). Epistemological and methodological issues for the conceptualization, development, and 

assessment of ICT-TPCK: Advances in technological pedagogical content knowledge (TPCK). Computers & Education, 
52(1), 154-168.  

Archambault, L., & Crippen, K. (2009). Examining TPACK Among K-12 Online Distance Educators in the United States. 
Contemporary Issues in Technology and Teacher Education, 9(1), 71-88. Retrieved October 17, 2009, from 
http://www.citejournal.org/vol9/iss1/general/article2.cfm 

Barber, M., & Mourshed, M. (2007). How the world's best-performing schools come out on top. London: McKinsey & Company. 
Retrieved October 19, 2009, from 
http://www.mckinsey.com/locations/UK_Ireland/~/media/Reports/UKI/Education_report.ashx 

DEEWR. (2008). Success through partnership: Achieving a national vision for ICT in schools.  Canberra: Australian 
Government Retrieved October 17, 2009, from 
http://www.deewr.gov.au/Schooling/DigitalEducationRevolution/Documents/DERStrategicPlan.pdf. 

Department of Education, Science and Training (DEST). (2002). Raising the Standards: A proposal for the development of an 
ICT competency framework for teachers. Retrieved October 20, 2009, from 
http://www.dest.gov.au/sectors/school_education/publications_resources/profiles/documents/raisingthestandards_pdf.htm 

Graham, C. R., Burgoyne, N., Cantrell, P., Smith, L., St. Clair, L., & Harris, R. (2009). Measuring the TPACK Confidence of 
Inservice Science Teachers. Techtrends, 53(5), 70-79.  

Graham, C., Cox, S., & Velasquez, A. (2009). Teaching and Measuring TPACK Development in Two Preservice Teacher 
Preparation Programs. Paper presented at the Society for Information Technology and Teacher Education International 
Conference 2009, Charleston, SC, USA. 

Authors. (2006a). Relationship between pre-service and practising teachers’ confidence and beliefs about using ICT. Australian 
Educational Computing Journal, 21(2), 25-33. 

Authors. (2006b). ICT integration and teachers’ confidence in using ICT for teaching and learning in Queensland state schools. 
Australasian Journal of Educational Technology, 22(4), 511-530.  

Authors. (2007).  Measuring the Use of Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs) in the Classroom. Computers in 
the Schools, 24(1/2), 167-184. 

Authors. (2009). Measuring and Evaluating ICT Use: Developing an Instrument for Measuring Student ICT Use. In 
Subramaniam, R. (Ed.), Handbook of Research on New Media Literacy at the K-12 Level: Issues and Challenges. 
Information Science Reference, Hershey, USA. 

Koehler, M. J., & Mishra, P. (2005). What happens when teachers design educational technology? The development of 
technological pedagogical content knowledge. Journal of Educational Computing Research, 32(2), 131-152.  

Koehler, M. J., & Mishra, P. (2008). Introducing TPCK. In AACTE Committee on Technology and Innovation (Ed.), Handbook 
of technological pedagogical content knowledge for educators (pp. 3-29). London: Routledge. 

Koehler, M. J., Mishra, P., & Yahya, K. (2007). Tracing the development of teacher knowledge in a design seminar: Integrating 
content, pedagogy and technology. Computers & Education, 49(3), 740-762.  

Lee, M.-H., & Tsai, C.-C. (in press). Exploring teachers’ perceived self efficacy and technological pedagogical content 
knowledge with respect to educational use of the World Wide Web. Instructional Science.  

Lingard, B., Ladwig, J., Mills, M., Bahr, M., Chant, D., Warry, M., et al. (2001). The Queensland school reform longitudinal 
study. Brisbane, Australia: Education Queensland. 

MCEECDYA. (2008). Joint Ministerial Statement on Information and Communications Technologies in Australian Education 
and Training: 2008-2011.  Retrieved October 17, 2009, from 
http://mceecdya.edu.au/verve/_resources/AICTEC_JMS_on_ICT_in_Aust_Ed_and_Training.pdf 

Mishra, P., & Koehler, M. J. (2006). Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge: A Framework for Teacher Knowledge. 
Teachers College Record, 108, 1017-1054.  

Schmidt, D., Baran, E., Thompson, A., Koehler, M., Mishra, P., Shin, T. (2009). Survey of Preservice Teachers’ Knowledge of 
Teaching and Technology. Retrieved August 20, 2009, from 
http://mkoehler.educ.msu.edu/unprotected_readings/TPACK_Survey/Schmidt_et_al_Survey_v1.pdf  

Schmidt, D., Seymour, J, Baran, E., & Thompson, A. (2008). Developing Effective Technological Pedagogical And Content 
Knowledge (TPACK) in PreK-6 Teachers. Paper presented at the Society for Information Technology and Teacher 
Education International Conference 2008, Las Vegas, Nevada, USA. 

Shulman, L. S. (1986). Those who understand: Knowledge growth in teaching. Educational Researcher, 15(2), 4-14.  
Thompson, A. D., & Mishra, P. (2007). Breaking News: TPCK becomes TPACK! Journal of Computing in Teacher Education, 

24(2), 38,64.  
Toomey, R. (2001). Information and Communication Technology for Teaching and Learning (pp. 6). Canberra: Department of 

Education, Training and Youth Affairs. Retrieved October 17, 2009, from 
http://www.dest.gov.au/NR/rdonlyres/C251724A-1E09-4954-BFBE-FDA5836375E3/4508/technology.pdf 


