Student Learning Assessment Program

Response to Summary Form

Graduate Program 2009
Department:  Early Childhood, Elementary, & Middle Level Education
	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, M.S. Education
	The objectives for the program encompass all the learning goals established for graduate programs and are clear and measurable.  They are much more specific than on the last plan!

	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 2, M.S. Education
	Choosing to assess your students at the beginning, midpoint, and end of their program is a very sound practice, and should provide formative as well as summative assessment data.  Using rubrics for these assessments will give you continuity across cohorts and evaluators.  You also use the oral exam and thesis, so there is a wealth of direct measures here.  Does the analysis conducted by the faculty on the exam and thesis provide data for comparison among students and between cohorts?  Are all of your objectives assessed through the measures listed?  In the expectations column, you mention the reading endorsement exam required for students in the reading emphasis, if you are using that exam for assessment of these students, you can list it here as well.  It is fine to have additional or different measures for the various areas of emphasis.  You included a copy of your Survey for Reading candidates (thank you!), but you do not list the survey here.  Are you only doing a survey for students in this concentration or are there similar surveys planned for EC, ELE, MLE as well?  You can omit the prior to Fall 2006 information on the next plan and simply include your current practices.

	Expectations
	Level 2, M.S. Education
	How does meet or exceed expectations connect to the levels of unacceptable, developing, and proficient on your assessment 1 and 2?  Are you only setting expectations for assessment 3 and the summative collection of data?  What constitutes meeting expectations for the analysis done by the faculty on the orals and thesis?  There are pieces of information in this column that seem to be related to measures rather than expectations for achievement of the learning outcomes, so it was a bit confusing to follow.

	Results
	Level 2, M.S. Education
	Results are  being collected, analyzed, and fed back to the faculty, so that it good.  I look forward to seeing the changes the department is planning in action.

	How Results Will be Used
	Level 2, M.S. Education
	Part Two indicates a new structure in the department that assigns faculty committees to collect data at the entry and mid-points of the program.  This is an interesting change that should help to encourage faculty participation and ownership of the assessment process.  


Do the sections in blue or green have a special significance?
* Levels should not be interpreted as grades or scores; they are stages of implementation based on patterns of characteristics described by North Central Association.  These levels are approximations based on the information provided in the summaries.  Please refer to the checklist for the Primary Traits listed for each level on the assessment web site at www.eiu.edu/~assess.





