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	Category
	Level*
	Comments

	Learning Objectives
	Level 3, M.S. Technology  
	This department has done an excellent job revising its program objectives so that they reflect student behaviors.  These objectives are programmatic and measurable.

	How, Where, and When Assessed
	Level 3, M.S. Technology  
	The measures given in this report are much more specific than the previous year’s.  You have a good blend of direct and indirect measures for each objective.  Using the EWP rubric for assessment across years and sections should provide a starting point for longitudinal data.  You may decide to tweak this rubric a bit since you are working with student writing at the graduate level and the EWP rubric was developed for undergraduate writing.  The surveys should provide good information to supplement the data you have fro direct measures.

	Expectations
	Level 3, M.S. Technology    
	Expectations now match the measures and objectives listed in the other columns, so you have determined what you want your students to accomplish and your expectations for the various student cohorts.  Since you are using rubrics, what holistic scores coincide to the exceeding expectations, meeting expectations, and not meeting expectations?  It would be helpful to include copies of the rubrics with your next report.

	Results
	Level 2, M.S. Technology  
	Data is clearly being collected for all direct measures.  The results for the indirect measures are a bit confusing.  Do you have results from employer surveys?  It appears that you have student survey results, but not the employer surveys yet—given the results cited.  What is the percentage of surveys that are returned given your cohort size?  Additional information like studying the demographics of your student population can be very helpful when combined with student learning outcomes assessment data.

	How Results Will be Used
	Level 2, M.S. Technology  
	The feedback loop appears to be in place with all the faculty and department committees involved.  What has the data told you already?  


Please use the new summary form found at www.eiu.edu/~assess for the next submission of this report; Part Three has not been completed.
* 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 � HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess" ��www.eiu.edu/~assess�.





