#1. Undergraduate Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes
	Department: Education                                 Date: September 15, 2015

	Members involved with development of Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes – 
Dr. Bernard Tonjes (assessment lead), Dr. Ron Bork (Head of Teacher Education), Prof. Beth Pester, Prof. Annette Oliver, Prof. Amanda Geidel, Prof. Shanna Opfer, Dr. Janell Uffelman, Dr. Vicki Anderson, Prof. Kristen Nugent.

	Student Outcome: What student outcome from the departmental matrix will be assessed? (It is suggested that you cut and paste directly from the matrix. Clarify if the student outcome has a more specific focus than the broader outcome. Outcomes should represent the absolute priorities for learning- students must be able to do [this] when they finish our program).State as follows:  Students should be able to [action verb] [something]. 
Standard TS2-3 (Neb 2 A) Develops coherent units, lessons, and activities that reflect high expectations and enable each student to achieve standards, learning goals, and instructional objectives.

Upon program completion, students should be able to write an effective lesson plan that includes standards, learning goals and instructional objectives.


	Background: What factors caused you to choose this particular assessment outcome? If you chose this outcome because of a perceived problem, please explain.
There is no perception of a problem.  Writing an effective lesson plan is a foundational skill touched upon in classes spaced throughout the student’s course work in the program. In our assessments conducted during the last academic year we discovered there were important inconsistencies in the way we taught lesson planning and in our assessment of student planning skills.  The past year (2014-2015) saw the Education faculty spend a great deal of time evaluating our teaching plan and our assessment methods.  Because of the major revisions to both, we feel it is appropriate to assess the same question as last year (Sem. 2) because we now believe we have a more valid and reliable method of assessment. 

	Question: What specific question(s) are you attempting to answer through assessing this student outcome? (What are you trying to find out? There may be more than one question, but no more than three.)
Upon program completion, can students write an effective lesson plan that includes standards, learning goals and instructional objectives?

Are students in the Education Program making developmental progress in this skill as they proceed through their course of study?




	Methodology: 

1. OBJECT* - What data (i.e. artifact, exam score, detailed description of assignment) will be collected?      Formal written lesson plans are a part of several core classes in the education program.  We will randomly choose lesson plans from approximately 30% of the students in selected classes for assessment. Five classes in which planning is addressed and assesed have been chosen as the source of the lesson plans.  These five classes have been assigned to three levels, Beginning, Intermediate and Advanced based on the general educational attainment of the students in the classes.  These are:Beginner: ED 201, n= 32; Intermediate: ED 424 and ED425A, n=31; Advanced ED461 and ED470, n=25). 
a. How does this data address the assessment question? We are assessing an artifact that is a direct demonstration of the skill that we wish to assess.
i. Include/attach a description/example of assessment tool to be used.

2. How will data be collected? Using alphabetized class rosters, a random sample of approximately 30% (n=10 ea.) of the students in the level will be selected and the lesson plan written for the course assignment will be examined for scoring using a common rubric. Procedures will be used to minimize identification of the specific course. (See attachment: "Anonymous Classes"). 

	Analysis of Artifacts: PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - Discuss: 
1) How the artifacts will be analyzed (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used):   See attached rubric.
 2) How you will know if it is good (i.e. score required by % of students):  Our goal is that 95% of the lesson plans selected from the  "Advanced" level would score at the “Proficient” level or higher. Students in the "Beginner" level should have the lowest scores and those in the "Intermediate" level should fall somewhere in between.

	Submitted by:  Bernard J. Tonjes, Ph.D.    Date:    9/15/15  Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (Date):     10/23/15 Approved     Department Chair notified/additional action:    10/23/15


