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Graduate Program 2011
Department:  Secondary Education and Foundations   

	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, Secondary Education and Foundations, Master Teacher
	Outcomes are clear, specific, and programmatic.  There is a great deal of good information on what the program expects for its students and how the program aligns with the National Board for Professional Teaching Standards’ expectations.  All of the CGS goals have been addressed.

	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 1-2, Secondary Education and Foundations, Master Teacher

	This plan very clearly outlines when assessments occur by semester and faculty members, but the measures themselves have not been articulated.  What are assessments #1, #2, #3?  Are faculty completing forms of some sort?  What artifacts are they using to complete these assessments?  It looks like you may have established a portfolio.  If so, what are the contents of the porfolio?  Is the program considering any indirect measures of student learning.  This is a new program so it is reasonable that the assessment plan is still being fleshed out by the faculty.  

	Expectations
	Level 1-2, Secondary Education and Foundations, Master Teacher
	Your expectations indicate that you have developed a rubric to assess your portfolios.  It would be helpful to include the rubric in the next iteration of this report.  It is hard to determine whether expectations match measures since the measures themselves are not spelled out.

	Results
	Level 1-2, Secondary Education and Foundations, Master Teacher
	Some results have been collected, so that is good.  It is a good practice to include the number of students referenced in the percentages given in your results column.  It is too early to determine changes to the curriculum, but you might think about using exit interviews or surveys to collect student perceptions.  Direct learning data trends take more time.

	How Results Will be Used
	Level 2, Secondary Education and Foundations, Master Teacher
	A feeback loop seems to be in place.  Have you established a web site or software package for data collection?  The program appears to be involving all graduate faculty, so that is good.  Who is in charge of collecting and analyzing data?


* 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.





