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Project Working Title 

Teachers are: Metaphorical representations of teaching as a vocation, and what these metaphors 
say about pre-service educator perceptions and identity 

SoTL Background 

The Scholarship of Teaching and Learning (SoTL) is, at a fundamental level, “Scholarly inquiry into 
student learning [that] advances the practice of teaching” (Ciccone, 2006, p.1).  SoTL is often 
contextualized within a scholarly taxonomy that honors multiple forms of inquiry and makes space 
for diverse approaches to research (Hutchings, 2000). With that in mind, my experience with SoTL 
research is two-fold. First, my dissertation research focused on theory-building in the area of 
college readiness.  It was the goal of my work to more concretely conceptualize the nature of this 
somewhat abstract topic in order to advance the practice of high school teachers.  My second 
SoTL experience is ongoing and involves inquiry into the effectiveness of the Senior Year 
Experience (SYE) as an embedded High Impact Practice within the Educational Leadership 
Department (UWS IRB Protocol #1340).  

Proposal Project Abstract (in no more than 750 words) 

Hutchings (2000) is quick to remind those who endeavor to take on a SoTL project that “the 
scholarship of teaching and learning is deeply embedded in the discipline; its questions arise 
from the character of the field and what it means to know it deeply” (p.11).  To know the teaching 
discipline and culture deeply is to know the metaphors that surround and pervade it, for “the most 
fundamental values in a culture will be coherent with the metaphorical structure of the most 
fundamental concepts in a culture” (Lakoff and Johnson, 1990, p.22). It is for this reason that 
knowing, understanding  and potentially shaping the teaching metaphors of pre-service educators 
is of significant value. 

The notion of metaphor comes from the Greek word metapherein, which means ‘to transfer.’ But to 
fully understand the significance of this term, its etymology needs inspection. Metapherein has, as 
its base, the prefix meta, meaning ‘after’ or ‘beyond.’  The remainder of the word, pherein, means 
‘to carry.’ Metaphors can carry us beyond our current reality to reveal new truths.  They are 
descriptive figures of speech and are uniquely different from their oft-confused counterpart, the 
simile. Take, for example, the following two claims - College is a playground and College is like a 
playground. While the former is a metaphor and the latter is a simile, they both seek to accomplish 
the same objective.  Yet more power lies with the metaphor than the simile, insofar as “simile is just 
a metaphor with the scaffolding still up” (Geary, 2011, p.8).  To say one thing is like another is half-
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hearted; to say one thing is another thing — now that is a claim which merits pondering. Otherwise 
stated, the value of a metaphor is found in its boldness and ability to go beyond simply ascribing 
similarities. And while this is certainly true on an anecdotal level, it is also research-supported.   

As Fetterman et. al. (2016) note, “Approximately 10 years of research have supported the idea that 
conceptual metaphors influence processing and behavior.”  This research includes the work of 
Landau, Meier and Keefer (2010), Williams and Bargh (2008) and Jostmann, Lakens and Schubert 
(2009), each of whom found that the metaphors we use to conceptualize our environment and our 
experiences are distinctly manifest in subsequent thoughts and actions.  Geary (2011) aptly states 
that metaphorical thinking “shapes our view of the world, and is essential to how we communicate, 
learn, discover and invent” (p.3).  Some even go so far as to conclude that metaphors create new 
realities (Lakoff and Johnson, 1990) rather than simply describe current realities. If this is all true, 
then studying the metaphors we live by (Lakoff and Johnson, 1990) can help us “characterize a 
coherent system of metaphorical concepts and a corresponding coherent system of metaphorical 
expressions for those concepts” (Lakoff and Johnson, 1990, p.9). So how about the metaphors we 
teach by?  Do they have the same effect? What metaphors do pre-service teachers employ to 
conceptualize their vocation? And how might metaphors even shape the future for this group of 
intrepid individuals?  These questions are central to this proposal.  

Research Design 

Insofar as this particular SoTL project  seeks to develop ways of conceptualizing teaching and 
learning within the discipline of teacher education, the exploratory design model will be used to 
gather, analyze and conceptualize data into a coherent response to the aforementioned research 
questions. As McMillan and Schumacher (2010) note, “Exploratory research is usually conducted in 
new areas of inquiry” (p.53), wherein an initial qualitative phase gives way to a larger-scale 
quantitative endeavor (typically a survey derived from the initial qualitative data). With this in mind, 
it is possible the research paradigm may change as the project advances and develops. 

Course Connection 

This SoTL project will be implemented in TED 339, Instructional and Assessment Strategies.  The 
research and its design are ideally suited for this particular class in that it is composed of a smaller 
group of students with varying content foci (mathematics, science, art, social studies, physical 
education, etc).  This will allow for initial research to be drawn from a diverse group of students (in 
terms of academic focus).  The development and implementation of a survey provided to all 
students enrolled in the Teacher Education program would be a logical second step. 

Chair Endorsement 
This SoTL project proposal is supported by the Chair of the Educational Leadership Department, 
Dr. Suzanne Griffith.  Please see attached endorsement. 
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Subject: RE:	SoTL	Submission	Endorsement
Date: Monday,	April	10,	2017	at	11:28:51	PM	Central	Daylight	Time
From: Griffith,Suzanne	C
To: Ridenour,MaHhew	J

To SoTL 2017 Project Review Committee,
 
I am excited to endorse the SoTL Project that Dr. Ridenour has proposed – Metaphorical Representations of
Teaching as a vocation among pre-service teachings. It appears to be a unique approach to exploring the impact
of mind-set on behavior and, in this case, with a student group almost ready to embark on their careers. I believe
it will be beneficial to Dr. Ridenaur, to the Teacher Education Program, EDL Department, and potentially a much
wider audience. While it is exploratory in design it builds on his dissertational research and has a sound
theoretical footing as well as burgeoning research to support it.
 
Please accept this brief email as EDL Departmental support for him and this project, as well as the importance of
SoTL and its benefits to scholars and educational practice.
 
Respectfully,
 
Suzanne Griffith
 
Dr.	Suzanne	C.	Griffith
Chair,	EducaMonal	Leadership
2025	Swenson	Hall,	UW	Superior
Superior,	WI	54880
715	394	8316;	sgriffit@uwsuper.edu
 
 
 
 
 

From:	Ridenour,MaHhew	J	
Sent:	Wednesday,	April	05,	2017	9:37	PM
To:	Griffith,Suzanne	C	<SGriffit@uwsuper.edu>
Subject:	SoTL	Submission	Endorsement
 
Suzanne,
	
As	discussed	today,	a	draZ	of	my	SoTL	project	submission	is	aHached	to	this	email.		If	you	are	willing,	could	you
please	take	a	look	and	then	respond	to	this	email	with	a	note	of	endorsement?	I	will	then	aHach	that	endorsement
as	a	.pdf	addendum	to	my	formal	submission	next	week.
	
Thanks	in	advance,
	
MaH	Ridenour,	Ed.D.
Assistant	Professor	of	Teacher	EducaMon
EducaMonal	Leadership	Department
University	of	Wisconsin-Superior
715-394-8157
Swenson	2064
	
	



 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

September 28, 2017 
 
 
TO: Matt Ridenour, EdD 

Faculty Researcher  
 
FROM: Vanessa Hettinger, Chair 

Institutional Review Board for Human Subjects 
 

 
Institutional Review Board (IRB) Expedited Status Determination for Research Involving 
Human Subjects: Teachers are: Metaphorical representations of effective teaching 
 
Your research proposal, IRB protocol #1400 has been determined to meet the guidelines for 
expedited status.  The reader was Vanessa Hettinger. Data collection is approved for one year 
from yesterday. Should collection need to extend beyond that date, you will need to resubmit 
your protocol to the IRB for an extension.  
 
The purpose of the Institutional Review Board is to review research projects conducted by UW-
Superior students, faculty, and staff to ensure that ethical practices and protocols with regards to 
use of human subjects are followed.  Retain this memorandum with your research protocols.  
Please note that you must follow the proposal submitted to and agreed upon by this committee.  
If you change protocols or practices, or if data collection is expected to extend beyond the 
approved date, you must return to the committee for review of the modifications or extension. 
 
Good luck in your research endeavor. 
 
 
Cc: Dean of Faculties 
 IRB Committee members 
  Vanessa Hettinger 
   Lynn Goerdt 
   
 

 

 

INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARD FOR HUMAN SUBJECTS 
Belknap & Catlin ● PO Box 2000 ● Superior, WI 54880-4500  

 

Wisconsin’s Leading Public Liberal Arts College 



***NOTE	TO	RESEARCHERS:	ALL	DOCUMENTS	FOR	RESEARCH	MUST	BE	
INCLUDED	IN	A	SINGLE	FILE!!!***	

	

Name:	Matt	Ridenour,	EdD	

Email:	mridenou@uwsuper.edu	

Phone	number:	715-394-8157	

	

Status:	Staff/Faculty		 	Graduate	Student	 	 	Undergraduate	Student	

Name	of	faculty	sponsor/mentor	(if	applicable):	

Faculty	member’s	email	address:	

	

Anticipated	start	date:	9/1/2017	

Anticipated	end	date:	12/31/2017	

	

Does	this	project	specifically	recruit	any	vulnerable	populations	including	but	not	

limited	to:	

	

Minors?	 	 	 Yes	 	 No	
Pregnant	women?	 	 Yes	 	 No	
Prisoners?	 	 	 Yes	 	 No	
People	with	cognitive	

delays?	 	 	 Yes	 	 No	
People	hospitalized	

	in	nursing	homes,	etc?	 Yes	 	 No	
Other	vulnerable	groups:		

	

Will	you	be	deceiving	your	participants?	Please	note:	withholding	details	about	the	

specifics	of	your	hypothesis	does	not	constitute	deception.	However,	misleading	
participants	about	the	nature	of	the	research	question	or	about	the	nature	of	the	

task	they	will	be	completing	does	constitute	deception.	
Yes	 	 No	
	

Are	the	names/identities	of	your	participants	included	on	the	data	itself?	Or,	if	

someone	looked	at	your	data	would	s/he	be	able	to	identify	the	participant	from	the	

data	or	instrument?	 	 Yes	 	 No	
	

Are	you	gathering	any	biological	samples	as	part	of	your	research?		 Yes	 No	
	

Minimal	risk	is	when	the	likelihood	that	participating	in	your	research	will	not	cause	

harm	or	discomfort	(including	physical,	mental,	emotional,	social,	or	economic)	that	

is	greater	than	those	a	person	would	normally	encounter	in	daily	life.		

	

Does	this	research	pose	greater	than	minimal	risk	to	participants?	 Yes	 No	
	 	



1. What	is	the	title	of	your	project?	
Teachers	are:	Metaphorical	representations	of	effective	teaching	
	

2. Briefly	describe	your	research	question	(50	words	or	less):	 	

Within	the	world	of	SoTL,	research	questions	often	focus	on	describing	the	
constituent	features	of	a	discipline.	This	may	involve	documenting	and	
analyzing	what	students	bring	to	their	work.	For	that	reason,	the	research	
question	for	this	study	is	as	follows:	What	are	the	dominant	effective	teacher	
metaphors	of	pre-service	teachers?	

	
3. Will	participants	include	individuals	from	specific	populations	(e.g.	

children,	pregnant	women,	prisoners	or	people	with	cognitive	delays)?		

No.	

	

a. If	your	participants	will	include	individuals	from	specific	
populations,	please	specify	the	population(s)	and	briefly	
describe	any	special	precautions	you	will	use.	

	

4. Briefly	describe	how	you	will	recruit	participants	from	your	study	
(make	sure	to	include	any	institutional	affiliations	of	your	
participants).	Please	include	any	recruiting	materials	in	an	appendix.	
	
Participants	in	the	study	will	be	students	enrolled	in	the	TED	339	course	and	
the	SSED	331	course,	respectively	(on-campus).	Student	agreement	to	
participate	in	the	research	will	not	be	required,	nor	will	research	
participation	(or	lack	thereof)	effect	student	grades	or	the	professor-student	
relationship.			
	

5. How	many	individuals	do	you	expect	to	participate	in	your	study?	

20-30.	

6. Briefly	describe	what	participants	in	your	study	will	do	and	where	it	
will	take	place.	Make	sure	to	reference	any	and	all	
materials/surveys/tests/assessments	that	will	be	used.	(All	materials	
must	be	included	in	an	Appendix.)	
	
The	research	will	include	analysis	of	student-created	metaphors	(which	is	a	
course	assignment),	utilizing	grounded	theory	methodology	to	build	a	theory	
from	the	ground	up.	Please	see	Appendix	A	for	assignment	prompt.	



	

7. Please	describe	any	risks	and	benefits	your	research	may	have	for	your	
participants.	Please	make	sure	to	include	whether	the	data	could	
damage	your	participants’	reputation	or	make	them	liable	to	
conviction.	(For	example,	one	study’s	risks	might	include	boredom	and	
eye-strain.	The	same	study’s	benefits	might	include	satisfaction	from	
contributing	to	scientific	knowledge	and	greater	self-awareness.)	
	
There	are	no	anticipated	cognitive,	emotional	or	physical	risks	for	the	
participants.	Benefits	could	include	a	greater	sense	of	teacher	identity	and	
empowerment,	given	the	task	at	hand.	

	

8. What	procedures	will	you	use	to	ensure	that	the	information	your	
participants	provide	will	remain	confidential?	In	other	words,	how	will	
you	keep	your	data	secure?		

Student	names	will	be	absent	from	any	specific	references	made	in	data	
analysis.		Instead,	students	will	self-assign	pseudonyms.	

	
9. Will	your	study	use	deception?	(Please	note:	withholding	details	about	

the	specifics	of	your	hypothesis	does	not	constitute	deception.	However,	
misleading	participants	about	the	nature	of	the	research	question	or	
about	the	nature	of	the	task	they	will	be	completing	does	constitute	
deception.)	
	
No.	

	

a. 	If	your	project	includes	deception,	please	fully	describe	the	
process	you	will	use,	why	the	deception	is	necessary	and	a	full	
description	of	your	debriefing	procedures.		Projects	using	
deception	should	include	their	full	debriefing	statement	here.		

	

10. Do	you	have	funding	for	this	research?	No		
a. If	so,	state	the	name	of	the	funding	agency	or	department	(For	

example,	NIH,	NSF,	Faculty	Development	Grant,	McNair	Scholar).		

	

11. Where	do	you	plan	to	present/publish	or	share	your	research?	



	
This	research	is	part	of	the	SoTL	Homegrown	program	here	at	UWS.	
Research	findings	will	be	presented	formally	on	campus,	and	potential	at	the	
2018	OPID	conference.	
	

12. Will	participants	be	compensated?	How?	

No.	

	

13. Will	a	written	informed	consent	form	be	used	and	signed	by	
participants?	
	
Yes	(See	Appendix	B).	

a. If	yes,	attach	the	informed	consent	form	(see	below)	

b. If	no,	explain	how	the	research	meets	each	of	the	following	
criteria	such	that	the	research	qualifies	for	a	waiver	of	informed	
consent:	

i. Research	could	not	be	conducted	practicably	without	the	
waiver;		

ii. Research	involves	no	more	than	minimal	risk	to	
participants;	

iii. Waiver	will	not	adversely	affect	the	rights	and	welfare	of	
participants;	

iv. Participants	will	be	provided	with	pertinent	information	
in	some	other	format.	

	
	
	
	
ONLY	FOR	PEOPLE	USING	RECORDING	(VIDEO	OR	AUDIO):	

1. Will	you	conduct	all	interviews	yourself	or	will	you	have	assistance	
(including	a	translator)?	

	
N/A	

	
2. How	will	you	secure	the	data	so	that	the	participants’	image	and/or	

voice	are	kept	confidential?	
	



N/A	
Please	read	the	following	statement	carefully:	

	
I	have	read	the	UWS	IRB	Regulations.	I	will	comply	with	the	informed	consent	
requirement,	and	I	will	inform	the	IRB	if	significant	changes	are	made	in	the	
proposed	study.	I	certify	that	all	the	information	contained	in	this	proposal	is	
truthful.	
	
Submitting	this	proposal	means	that	you	affirm	the	above	and	will	comply	with	
the	content.	This	counts	as	your	legally	binding	signature.		
	
	
	
	

WAIT!!!	
	Did	you	include	your	Informed	Consent	Document	and	any	materials	that	you	will	

use	during	your	study?	



METAPHOR PAPER PROMPT 
TED 339                                                                                                                                            
50 points / See D2L for Due Date 
                                                               

Objective 
I am fond of metaphors. First, I think they can tell you a lot about someone or something. Aristotle 
apparently said, “The greatest thing by far is to have mastered the metaphor,” and so  I consider 
myself in decent company.  Metaphors provide a way of “expressing the inexpressible” (Fainsilber & 
Ortony, 1987). That is to say, employing metaphors is a way of letting the light in; they have to power 
to illuminate the dark corners of unknowing. Second, I think metaphors are amazing because they 
force creativity. To offer a metaphor (in favor of more literal language) is to create new meaning 
(Lakoff & Johnson, 1980) and offer a new paradigm of comprehension. Perhaps this is why Aristotle 
believed what he did? Finally, making metaphors is the purest form of synthesis - a skill that many, 
including the esteemed Howard Gardner (2012), consider one of the most important for the 21st 
century.  To take two seemingly disparate ideas and combine them together is artful, and is the 
epitome of synthesis. So, for this assignment, you will be building not the metaphor-making exercise 
in class by providing greater explanation of that metaphor - what it means to you and how it explains 
teaching as a profession. Please see second page for details.  



   

  

The paper should be 2-3 pages in length.  It should follow APA style guidelines (previously outlined with an 
example provided in D2L). The paper should refer to/cite the textbook for support and also incorporate at least 
one outside academic source as you address #1-4 below (this could be something mentioned in class, or 
something altogether separate that you have found on your own or from another class).    

      1.    What is your effective-teacher metaphor? Provide the metaphor and 1-2 paragraphs that   
 explain it in depth. 

2. What are the sources of your metaphor? Connect your metaphor to research, readings and/or personal 
experience in 1-2 paragraphs. 

3. What pedagogical approaches/dispositions do you think oppose (stand in contrast to) your metaphor? 
Provide 1-2 paragraphs of explanation. 

4. How do you think this metaphor will help direct your future teaching? In 1-2 paragraphs, posit where this 
metaphor might take you and what type of teacher you will become if you honor this metaphor in your 
work. 

The paper should be 2-3 pages in length.  It should follow APA style guidelines (previously outlined with an 
example provided in D2L). The paper should refer to/cite the textbook for support and also incorporate at least 
one outside academic source as you address #1-4 above (this could be something mentioned in class, or 
something altogether separate that you have found on your own).The following rubric will be used to grade your 
paper: 



Appendix	B	
SoTL	Project	Informed	Consent	Letter	

Purpose:		

The	purpose	of	this	research	is	to	examine	the	metaphors	pre-service	educators	use	to	describe	effective	
teaching.		

2.	Procedure:	

Your	participation	in	this	study	involves	the	writing	and	analysis	of	your	own	“Effective	Teacher	Metaphor.”	By	
agreeing	to	participate	in	this	study,	you	are	also	agreeing	to	the	use	of	your	words	in	print.	You	will	select	a	
pseudonym	for	use	in	all	data	analysis.	

3.	Time	required:		

The	written	assignment	will	take	approximately	1-3	hours;	it	is	also	a	graded	component	of	the	course.			

4.	Risks:		

It	is	not	anticipated	that	this	study	will	present	any	risk	to	you	other	than	the	inconvenience	of	the	time	taken	
to	participate.		

5.	Your	rights	as	a	subject:		

(i)	Data	or	summarized	results	will	not	be	released	in	any	way	that	could	identify	you.		

(ii)	If	you	want	to	withdraw	from	the	study	at	any	time,	you	may	do	so	without	penalty.	The	information	
collected	from	you	up	to	that	point	would	be	destroyed	if	you	so	desire.		

(iii)	At	the	end	of	the	study,	you	have	the	right	to	a	complete	explanation	("debriefing')	of	the	research	study.		
If	you	have	questions	afterward,	please	contact:	

Matt	Ridenour,	Ed.D.	
Assistant	Professor	of	Teacher	Education	
Educational	Leadership	Department	
University	of	Wisconsin-Superior	
715-394-8157	
Swenson	2064	
	
This	research	project	has	been	approved	by	the	UW-Superior	Institutional	Review	Board	for	the	Protection	of	
Human	Subjects,	protocol	#______.	Please	contact	Dr.	Eric	Edwards	(IRB	Chair)	at	eedward2@uwsuper.edu	
with	questions	or	concerns	
	
I	have	read	the	above	information	and	willingly	consent	to	participate	in	this	study.		
Signed:	___________________________________________	Date:	______________		
*As	a	participant,	you	will	be	furnished	with	a	copy	of	this	letter	for	your	records	upon	request. 
	


