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Our nation’s social and economic future depends on good schools,
and a good education plays an important role in our children’s

success as adults. Learning to teach should be a part of it. Teaching
effectively is basic to good parenting and productive community

leadership. It is important in all occupations where people interact
with the public and instruct others within the occupational group.

It is paradoxical, then, that our society delays the systematic
development of effective teaching skills until adulthood and

confines that development to pre-service professional teachers.

(paraphrased from The Hoenny Center Vision Statement)
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