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Degree and Program Name: Special Education-






   Graduate Program
Submitted By:
Dr. Kathlene S. Shank, Chair

PART ONE:


	What Are the Learning Objectives?
	How, Where, & When Are They Assessed?


	What Are the Expectations?
	What Are the Results?
	Committee/Person Responsible?  How Are Results Shared?

	1. Critical thinking, problem solving, and research skills:  all candidates will develop thorough course work knowledge and understanding of the issues and research in Special Education.
	Critical thinking and knowledge of issues is addressed in SPE 5120 and knowledge of research methodology is assessed in SPE 5900 (or EDU 5200).  In the issues course the candidate is required to do critical thinking through thorough examination of an issue, drawing implications and then supporting through research one side of the issue.  The major paper requiring critical thinking, problem solving and demonstration of research skills constitutes 75% of the course grade.  The candidate is required in the research course to read and evaluate scientifically based research and must design an action research study to be done in their classroom, school, or district.  While the Department is dependent on other departments to offer the research course and has had no input into assignments, the research exam every candidate must pass requires the candidate to, in a 90 minute time frame, read a provided article, state the problem examined in the study, list the hypotheses, describe fully the sample, identify the research design, outline the procedures used in the study, identify accurately the dependent and independent variables, describe and explain the statistical analysis of the study, describe the results and conclusions, and discuss the value or lack of value of this for a special educator in the public schools today.   

	All enrollees will meet knowledge base expectations ("B") or exceed expectations ("A").
Candidates completing written comprehensive tests will demonstrate “critical thinking and problem solving skills” at a minimum of 3.0 (meets standards).  

	Grades earned in "Core Courses"—Spring 2009 in SPE 5120: 

4 of 4 earned A's;

SPE 5900 was not taught in Spring 2009 or Fall 2008.  Students completed the research course ELE 5250 or EDA 5900 in order to meet this requirement.  

The Special Education Department was not provided a copy of the ELE 5250 or EDA 5900 grade roster.   

The written comprehensive exam assessment includes assessment of “critical thinking and problem solving skills”.  Seven of eighteen “consistently exceeded standards” related to critical thinking and problem solving on written exams Summer 2008, Fall 2008, and Spring 2009; four of eighteen were assessed as 4.0, “exceeds some standards”; five were assessed at the 3.0 level “meets standards”; and one individual inconsistently met standards, 2.0.  
	Determine student continuation and completion of M.S. degree with major in Special Education.

Results are shared through rubrics used to grade products, final course grades, and letters conveying written exam results and evaluative comments.

Committee/Person Responsible:
Chair, Advisor, Graduate Coordinator, and Graduate faculty.  


	2. Depth of Content Knowledge:  graduating majors have a comprehensive knowledge base of the issues, research, and practices of Special Education.
	Each candidate to graduate must complete four written comprehensive exams or write a thesis.  The comprehensive questions require that the candidate successfully demonstrate a depth of content knowledge specific to the topic of the exam.  

One comprehensive exam is on an issue (5120); one on research (SPE 5900, EDU 5200, or ELE 5250) and the other two are exams on other courses taken specific to the individual’s goals.  These are chosen with consultation between the advisor and candidate.  
Pass, Fail, Retake rates on a comprehensive written question taken after course is completed and before comprehensive knowledge is verified by Chair and Graduate Coordinator.


	Each candidate who does not complete a Masters thesis must successfully complete four comprehensive written questions in order to earn a M.S. in Education with a Special Education major.  Candidates will successfully complete the four exams with a maximum of two retakes for each exam.  
On the written comprehensive exams, candidates will demonstrate “depth of content knowledge” at the 3.0 level, “meets standards”.  
	Pass, Fail, Retake rates on comprehensive questions (questions are course specific and reflect candidate content knowledge).  The SPE 5120 issue question requires synthesis of the research on the issue and demonstration of critical thinking and problem solving.  The “research” question requires an in-depth understanding of research to assure the candidate can formulate and conduct and critically review and synthesize existing research.  All other comprehensive questions are carefully designed to measure content knowledge in given special education critical areas, including supervision and program administration; curriculum; learning standards; and curriculum adaptation including universal design and differentiated curriculum.  
Question (course): 5120 Issues; Number Passed 1st Time = 2; Number Failed 1st Time = 2; Number Retook and Passed = 2; Number Who Had to Retake More Than Once = 2.

Question: Research; Number Passed 1st Time = 1; Number Failed 1st Time = 2; Number Retook and Passed = 2.  
Question: Topic:  Curriculum Related; Number Passed 1st Time = 3; Number Failed 1st Time = 3; Number Retook and Passed = 0; Number  Retake is pending = 3.

On first attempt across written items “depth of knowledge” of candidates was assessed as “consistently exceeds standards” (5.0) for five of eighteen candidates; the 4.0 level was achieved by four; three were at the 3.0 level and six of eighteen “inconsistently met standards”, 2.0.  

	To verify comprehensive knowledge levels of M.S. candidates.

Each candidate receives a letter which provides a critique of their written responses and the pass or not pass determination.  

Committee/Person Responsible:
Graduate Coordinator, Advisors, and Chair

	3. Written Communication Skills
	Written comprehensive major issues paper
	Written comprehensive questions and the major issue paper in SPE 5120 require demonstration of written language skills.  Rewrites are required if written language skills are not appropriate to master’s degree work.  
	In Summer 2008, Fall 2008, or Spring 2009, one candidate failed a written exam as a result of lack of writing skills.  The rubric used in scoring written exams includes “written communication skills” as an area of evaluation.  Eighteen comprehensive questions were scored across Summer 2008, Fall 2008, and Spring 2009 using the rubric.  Six of eighteen “consistently exceeded” the expectations (5.0) for demonstration of written communication skills in their first attempt on the exam; five “exceeded some standards” (4.0); six “met standards” (3.0); one “inconsistently met standards” (2.0); and zero of eighteen “did not meet standards” (1.0).
In SPE 5120 Spring 2009 each of the four candidates demonstrated effective written language skills in their major paper required in the course.  
	Person Responsible :
Graduate faculty and course instructor.

Rubric is used to score issues paper and candidates receive a copy.

Candidate receives written exam critique and results.

	4. Oral Language Skills
	Oral presentation on “issue” in SPE 5120 is required
	Oral language skills will be demonstrated appropriate to an advanced professional
	Each of the four candidates in SPE 5120 Spring 2009 demonstrated effective oral language skills in their issue oral presentation.
	Person Responsible:

Course instructor

A rubric is used to grade oral presentation and this completed rubric is given to candidates.  

	5. Evidence of Advanced Scholarship
	Candidates must write a thesis or successfully pass four written comprehensive exams.


	
	Eighteen (18) individuals have taken written exams in this academic year that were scored using a rubric with this element included:  “evidence of advanced scholarship” was demonstrated at a level judged as “consistently exceeds standards” (5.0) by seven of eighteen; two of eighteen were judged as “exceeds some standards” (4.0); five were judged to “meet standards” (3.0); and four were evaluated as “inconsistently meets standards” (2.0).  The “Comprehensive Exam Rubric” is provided as an attachment to this report.  
	Person responsible:
Chair and graduate faculty

Results are communicated via a formal letter reflecting critique of the written response and a final “pass” or “not pass” determination.  


PART TWO:

Describe what your program’s assessment accomplishments since your last report was submitted.  Discuss ways in which you have responded to the CASA Director’s comments on last year’s report or simply describe what assessment work was initiated, continued, or completed.  
In the 2006-2007 academic year expectations specific to the four learning goals expected of all EIU graduate programs were carefully considered and assignments were redesigned in courses to assure that each of the four goals were addressed in each graduate course.  In 2007-2008 and 2008-2009 a rubric to evaluate assignments and written comprehensive exams was designed and used.  It is provided as an attachment to this report.  
The overall performance of the eighteen candidates on their first attempt on each given written comprehensive test using the rubric with 5.0 being the best score was 5.0 out of 5.0 for six of eighteen; 4.0 out of 5.0 for four candidates; 3.0 out of 5.0 for one candidate; 2.0 for six candidates; and 1.0 for one candidate.  Second attempts on questions requiring rewriting were all at the 3.0 or higher rating overall.  
PART THREE:

SUMMARIZE CHANGES AND IMPROVEMENTS IN CURRICULUM, INSTRUCTION, AND LEARNING THAT HAVE RESULTED FROM THE IMPLEMENTATION OF YOUR ASSESSMENT PROGRAM.

Special Education Graduate Program Strengths:

The Graduate Program is designed to meet each candidate's career goals and objectives.  The program is designed for individuals who already hold licensure in Special Education.  Advisement sequence information is provided, but in reality due to limited offerings, without grant monies, candidates take courses available.  The candidate and the advisor develop the "Study Plan" and it is this plan that guides the candidate's course selection.


All candidates must take two core courses.  SPE 5120, Current Issues in Special Education is one of these two.  The 5120 comprehensive question requires a full understanding of an issue, an ability to summarize the research related to the issue, and a level of higher level thinking specific to implications of the issue to learners with disabilities.  The first time pass rate on this exam for 2008-2009 was 50% (2 of 4).  For the research question, a high level of understanding of research and research design is expected plus candidates must be able to evaluate and relate research to practice.  While two of three did not pass the research question the first time, after these candidates were required to study additional materials specific to what they were unable to demonstrate knowledge and understanding of in their first attempt, both passed the second time.  The Department has scheduled its own SPE 5900 Research course Spring 2010 in an effort to increase numbers of candidates capable of passing the research comprehensive base on one attempt.       
Refinement of Assessment Process:
The Council for Exceptional Children now has an advanced set of knowledge and skills that must be assessed through performance assessment measures.  This set was published April 2009.  Thus, in  the year ahead, performance assessments will need to be designed and implemented to assure these advanced standards are addressed and candidates demonstrate meeting the standards through a consistent set of performance assessments.      
Title of Course for which exam was taken:  _________________________________________________________________

Candidate Name:  _________________________________________________













Final Overall Rating:  


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  5
   FORMCHECKBOX 
  4    FORMCHECKBOX 
  3    FORMCHECKBOX 
  2    FORMCHECKBOX 
  1

	Category of Evaluation:
 

	A depth of content knowledge.  The depth of content knowledge includes program learning objectives related specifically to the Special Education knowledge base including learning objectives related to ethical behaviors and professional responsibility; also skills related to areas of technology, leadership, management, or laboratory procedures; application of theory into practice; and/or competency s a performer, educator, or conductor.  

	Evidence in this exam for candidate performance relative to this objective (describe):


	
	Consistently Exceeds Standards  (5)
	Exceeds Some Standards  (4)
	Meets Standards  (3)
	Inconsistently Meets Standards  (2)
	Does Not Meet Standards  (1)

	Candidate rating on this objective as evidenced by this exam:
	
	
	
	
	

	Category of Evaluation:
 

	Critical thinking and problem solving skills.  Critical thinking and problem solving.  

	Evidence in this exam for candidate performance relative to this objective (describe):


	
	Consistently Exceeds Standards  (5)
	Exceeds Some Standards  (4)
	Meets Standards  (3)
	Inconsistently Meets Standards  (2)
	Does Not Meet Standards  (1)

	Candidate rating on this objective as evidenced by this exam:
	
	
	
	
	


	Category of Evaluation:
 

	Evidence of advanced scholarship through research and/or creative activity.  Advanced scholarship through research and creative activity is a critical component of our Special Education program.  Evidence of scholarly activity includes formulating, conducting, presenting original research and critically reviewing and synthesizing existing research 

	Evidence in this exam for candidate performance relative to this objective (describe):


	
	Consistently Exceeds Standards  (5)
	Exceeds Some Standards  (4)
	Meets Standards  (3)
	Inconsistently Meets Standards  (2)
	Does Not Meet Standards  (1)

	Candidate rating on this objective as evidenced by this exam:
	
	
	
	
	


	Category of Evaluation:
 

	Effective written communication skills.  Written communication skills.  

	Evidence in this exam for candidate performance relative to this objective (describe):


	
	Consistently Exceeds Standards  (5)
	Exceeds Some Standards  (4)
	Meets Standards  (3)
	Inconsistently Meets Standards  (2)
	Does Not Meet Standards  (1)

	Candidate rating on this objective as evidenced by this exam:
	
	
	
	
	


	Category of Evaluation:
 

	
	Consistently Exceeds Standards  (5)
	Exceeds Some Standards  (4)
	Meets Standards  (3)
	Inconsistently Meets Standards  (2)
	Does Not Meet Standards  (1)

	Overall Candidate Performance on this performance assessment:  
	
	
	
	
	

	Decision:      FORMCHECKBOX 
  Pass               FORMCHECKBOX 
  Fail

	Comments:  


	Rewrite Parameters:

	

 FORMCHECKBOX 
      Total Rewrite

  

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Partial Rewrite (describe expectations):  


Your Signature:  
_____________________________________

Date:


_____________________________________


























































Please complete a separate worksheet for each academic program (major, minor) at each level (undergraduate, graduate) in your department.  Worksheets are due to CASA this year by June 15, 2009.  Worksheets should be sent electronically to � HYPERLINK "mailto:kjsanders@eiu.eud" ��kjsanders@eiu.eud� and should also be submitted to your college dean.  For information about assessment or help with your assessment plans, visit the Assessment webpage at � HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/" �http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/� or contact Karla Sanders in CASA at 581-6056.	
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