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Department:  Biological Sciences
	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.  Have you thought about trying to fund the MFT through a Redden grant?  A $1500 grant would buy 60 tests at $25 a piece.  You mentioned asking Charles Miller to help with your on-line survey, but you may want to think about asking Danny Harvey in CATS.  He puts surveys up pretty routinely for many departments.  Modifying the EWP rubric for lab reports is a good idea; I assume the department will take up this discussion in AY09
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. 

	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 difficulty already increase so the percentages can remain the same?  

You may want to revise your expectations to align with the information on student teaching you are receiving from Live Text and the rubric applied to lesson and unit plans in 3400.  This will give you a stronger knowledge base of student learning than a course grade.  The scores targeted for state exams are specific.

	Results
	Level 3, B.S. Biological Sciences

Level 2, B.S. Science w/ T.C.
	The department is clearly using and collecting data, and changes have been made based on data analysis.  The results of your exit survey are interesting, and show that the changes you have made to preparation for TAs have been successful.  I am particularly impressed with the fact that the department does not merely cite data, but it analyzes and interprets the data as well.
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.  
Feedback loop includes certification committee.  Do the faculty teaching the courses see the data or discuss it at all?


* 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.





