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	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences

Level 3, B.S. Science w/ T.C.
	They are clear, measurable, and programmatic.  It is interesting that you have critical thinking skills threaded throughout your learning objectives and employed in conjunction with your field-specific outcomes.  This is a good method and helps reinforce one of the undergraduate learning goals.
Objectives are clear and measurable.  

	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences

Level 2, B.S. Science w/ T.C.
	The use of direct and indirect measures is good here—surveys, in-house labs and exams and an external, national exam.  I’m glad to hear that the on-line MFT went well.  Do you require students to take the exam or is it volunteers?  What’s your participation of seniors?  Most of your measures listed here provide information on the where and the when, but are rather sketchy about the how—especially when you are using laboratory exercises, exams, and projects.  You mention a rubric that will be piloted in AY08, so I assume that will answer some of these questions.
Using data from the Basic Skills and Certification exams is a good start for the direct measures of this plan.  The NSTA rubric is a good addition to 3400. Are any indirect measures used for this program?

	Expectations
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences

Level 2, B.S. Science w/ T.C.


	Expectations have clearly been established, and most importantly, data is analyzed to determine if students are meeting expectations.  Are you collecting data from all core lab courses?  Should the numbers of students meeting expectations increase with the level of the course or does the difficult already increase so the percentages can remain the same?  

I would caution you to understand that grades often encompass many issues/criteria that do not speak to the objective, so they do not often provide good assessment data.  Are the grades connected to primary traits that can be compared across sections and across time?  The expectations should speak directly to the measures listed in column 2.

	Results
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences

Level 2, B.S. Science w/ T.C.
	Congratulations on your students MFT results!  Comparing our students to others across the country is a good indicator of the quality of our programs.  The emphasis placed on critical thinking skills in your objectives is clearly working as is evidenced by the assessment data you have on students’ analytical skills from the Watson-Glaser and MFT.  You have interesting results from your exit survey as well.  Are the same students taking the MFT as those that respond to the survey?  
Data are collected.  It is not evident that analysis of the data is taking place, however.  What do your data tell you?

	How Results Will be Used
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences
Level 2, B.S. Science w/ T.C.
	The assessment committee and chair have established an effective feedback loop.  Sharing assessment results and discussing how that information can be used to improve the program seems to be really working here.  Well done!  There is some interesting information here in Part Three and in your appendices.  You may want to contact CATS to assist you with the on-line survey.  I know that they have done this for departments in the past, but I’m not aware that ITS has the same experience.
The feedback loop for this plan is not specified in terms of BIO 3400.  Are the students in the teacher certification track assessed in any way in the same manner as those in the straight biological sciences track?  There doesn’t seem to be as much discussion of data from this program as from the B.S. without certification.


The undergraduate catalog indicates that you offer a minor in biology.  If this is the case, you should have an assessment plan for that program.  You may want to begin with courses required for the minor.

* Levels should not be interpreted as grades or scores; they are stages of implementation based on patterns of characteristics described by North Central Association/Higher Learning Commission.  These levels are approximations based on the information provided in the summaries.  Please refer to the checklist on the assessment web site (� HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess" ��www.eiu.edu/~assess�) for the Primary Traits listed for each level.





