Student Learning Assessment Program

Response to Summary Form

Graduate Programs 2007
Department:  Physical Education
Please use the new summary form found at www.eiu.edu/~assess for the next submission of these reports.  Part Three is missing from each of these reports, so not all the information asked for was provided.
	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, M.S. Physical Education—all concentrations 
Level 2, M.S. Physical Education, Exercise Science

Level 1, MS Physical Education, Sport Administration, Pedagogy, Coaching
	Objectives are programmatic, clear, and measurable.  Each of the CGS goals has been addressed in this plan for all concentrations.
Objectives are programmatic and measurable.

The objective listed here reads more like a mission for the program rather than skills and knowledge you hope to foster in your students.  You may want to start with those skills and knowledge and then try to form them into active verb statements in order to develop objectives that can be measured.  As stated currently, they are not student learning objectives.

	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 2-3, M.S. Physical Education—all concentrations
Level 2, M.S. Physical Education, Exercise Science

Level 2, MS Physical Education, Sport Administration, Pedagogy, Coaching
	Has a rubric or set of criteria been established for evaluating the oral examination?  Part Two mentions a rubric.  If a rubric is in place, it would be good to indicate that in this column.  Is the paper assessed alone or only as part of the presentation?  On what criteria do the panel members base their evaluation of successful completion?  The actual assessment of the classroom assignments and exams used to assess objective 2 is not clear.  Is primary trait analysis used?  The exit interview that is planned for the upcoming academic year should help flesh out questions that remain concerning student learning after assessment of direct measures has been analyzed.  Obviously, the new graduate goals will have to be assessed, so the instruments should address how well the student writes, speaks, thinks, researches, etc.  Please include a copy of the rubric in next year’s summary.
The combination of course assignments and internship evaluations should provide a solid amount of direct data.  This is a very hands-on assessment program, which is good.
Because the objectives given are not really written as measurable student objectives, it is hard to determine if the measures listed will elicit the data needed to assure that students are meeting those objectives.  You mention using a rubric for cases, so it would be helpful if you could include that rubric with the next iteration of this summary.

	Expectations
	Level 2, M.S. Physical Education; M.S. Physical Education, Exercise Science; MS Physical Education, Sport Administration, Pedagogy, Coaching
	For all three graduate programs, expectations have been established, and for the most part, they describe desired outcomes.  As you incorporate your indirect measures, you will want to include expectations for those here as well.


	Results
	Level 2, M.S. Physical Education

Level 2, M.S. Physical Education, Exercise Science

Level 2, MS Physical Education, Sport Administration, Pedagogy, Coaching
	While the department is collecting data on passing rates for students, in order for data to really lead to program improvement, information should be given that speaks directly to the objective being assessed.  So, if the objective is writing, the data should say something about student writing.  For example, it could list the overall strengths that have been apparent the in the theses and could also list patterns of concern that might have emerged.  If exams are used, scores may be given, and if rubrics are used, the number of students that received specific holistic scores.
The information in Part Two shows that information is being used to make changes to the program and those changes are monitored to assure that they are meeting the goals.  However, it is not always possible to connect these changes to the assessment results that you have.  The results sections needs to be more specific.  What results have led you to make the changes that you have?  
Results are given for AY06, but what about the most recent academic year?  In Part Two you discuss changes, it would be helpful to include when those changes came about.


	How Results Will be Used
	Level 2, M.S. Physical Education; M.S. Physical Education, Exercise Science; MS Physical Education, Sport Administration, Pedagogy, Coaching
	A feedback loop appears to be in place, and from information offered in Part Two on all the reports, it seems to be working.  For exercise science, you could delineate how the results are collected and shared among the faculty.  The focus here is on the individual student, which is good, but it should also reflect the programmatic use of the data since all concentrations are reflected on the one plan.


* 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.





