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Program Assessment Question

Response

1. URL: Provide the URL where the learning
outcomes (LO) can be viewed.

http://ccsu.smartcatalogiq.com/en/current/Undergraduate-Graduate-
Catalog/Masters-Degree-Programs/Reading-and-Language-Arts-M-S

2. LO Changes: Identify any changes to the
LO and briefly describe why they were
changed (e.g., LO more discrete, LO
aligned with findings).

None

3. Strengths: What about your assessment
process is working well?

Program assessments and rubrics are cohesive and aligned with the
International Literacy Association (ILA) professional standards at the reading
specialist and literacy coach levels, and meet the CSDE Remedial Reading
Teacher certification requirements. Decisions about candidate performance are
based on multiple assessments before program completion. Faculty are
involved in the design and implementation of assessments and rubrics. Data are
regularly examined and used for improvement of program and courses. Effects
of any changes in program and courses based on data are also assessed to
assure that these changes have positive impact on program.

4. Improvements: What about your assessment
process needs to improve? (a brief summary
of changes to assessment plan should be
reported here)

The department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification. Target
implementation of the revised program is fall 2016. Once implemented, the
department will continue to examine the validity and utility of data produced
through assessments and ensure fairness, accuracy, and consistency of its
assessment procedures.

For Each Learning Outcome (LO) complete questions 5, 6 and 7 (you may add more rows if you have more than 5 LOs)

LO #1: Candidates understand major theories and empirical research that describe the cognitive, linguistic, motivational, and
sociocultural foundations of reading and writing development, processes, and components, including word recognition,
language comprehension, strategic knowledge, and reading-writing connections.

5. Assessment Instruments: For each LO,
what is the source of the data/evidence,

The Research Study Project demonstrates candidates’ critical stance toward
the scholarship of the discipline. Candidates review major and influential




other than GPA, that is used to assess the
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course,
portfolio review and scoring rubric,
licensure examination, etc.)

literature and research and provide in-depth discussion of their understanding of
historically shared knowledge of the research topic and the changes that have
occurred over time that influenced the current frameworks and approaches for
teaching reading and writing, and how they applied this knowledge and
understanding to guide their research study. The Reflective Narrative
demonstrates candidates’ solid understanding of the connection between major
and influential literature and research that contribute to their understanding of
historically shared knowledge of the research topic and how these influence the
changes that have occurred over time as well as the current frameworks and
approaches for teaching reading and writing, especially for English learners and
those who struggle with reading and writing.

Comprehensive Examination demonstrates candidates’ understanding of
major theories and empirical research supporting the diagnostic and corrective
processes that place students on a learning continuum.

6. Interpretation: Who interprets the
evidence? (e.g., faculty, administrative
assistant, etc.) If this differs by LO, provide
information by LO.

Faculty

7. Results: Since the most recent full report,
state the conclusion(s) drawn, what
evidence or supporting data led to the
conclusion(s), and what changes have been
made as a result of the conclusion(s).

Based on assessment data, 100 percent of candidates meet LO #1. The
department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification.

LO #2: Candidates use instructional approaches, materials, and an integrated, comprehensive, balanced curriculum to support

student learning in reading and writing.

5. Assessment Instruments: For each LO,
what is the source of the data/evidence,
other than GPA, that is used to assess the
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course,
portfolio review and scoring rubric,
licensure examination, etc.)

Diagnostic Case Study demonstrates candidates’ ability to select appropriate
assessment tool for middle and secondary readers, English language learners
and/or students with exceptionalities. Candidates administer, analyze and
interpret data of individual students, and provide recommendations with
evidence-based rationale to address students’ areas for improvement.

Diagnostic & Remedial Case Portfolio demonstrates candidates’ ability to
meet LO #2 particularly at the interventionist and coaching levels. It is a
multifaceted and comprehensive project designed to document candidates’
planning, implementation and evaluation of diagnostic and corrective
processes that place students on a learning continuum and use instructional
approaches, materials, and an integrated, comprehensive, balanced curriculum
to support student learning in reading and writing.

Remedial Reading & Language Arts Case Portfolio shows evidence of
candidates’ ability to fulfill the role of interventionist by providing
appropriate in-depth instruction for primary and elementary readers and
writers, especially those who struggle with reading and writing through the
selection of appropriate instructional strategies and curriculum materials for
these students, and being able to explain the evidence-base for selecting these
practices and materials, including use of a wide range of texts (e.g., narrative,
expository, and poetry) from traditional print, digital, and online resources in
instruction for primary/elementary readers and writers, especially those who
struggle with reading and writing.

6. Interpretation: Who interprets the

Faculty




evidence? (e.g., faculty, administrative
assistant, etc.) If this differs by LO, provide
information by LO.

7. Results: Since the most recent full report,
state the conclusion(s) drawn, what
evidence or supporting data led to the
conclusion(s), and what changes have been
made as a result of the conclusion(s).

Based on assessment data, 100 percent of candidates meet LO #2.

The department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification.

LO #3: Candidates use a variety of assessment tools and practices to plan and evaluate effective reading and writing

instruction.

5. Assessment Instruments: For each LO,
what is the source of the data/evidence,
other than GPA, that is used to assess the
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course,
portfolio review and scoring rubric,
licensure examination, etc.)

Diagnostic Case Study demonstrates candidates’ ability to select appropriate
assessment tool for middle and secondary readers, English language learners
and/or students with exceptionalities. Candidates administer, analyze and
interpret data of individual students, and provide recommendations with
evidence-based rationale to address students’ areas for improvement.

Diagnostic & Remedial Case Portfolio demonstrates candidates’ ability to
meet LO #3 particularly at the interventionist and coaching levels. It is a
multifaceted and comprehensive project designed to document candidates’
planning, implementation and evaluation of diagnostic and corrective
processes that place students on a learning continuum.

Remedial Reading & Language Arts Case Portfolio provides evidence of
candidates’ understanding of the research and literature related to types of
assessments and their purposes, strengths, and limitations, including tools for
screening, diagnosis, progress monitoring, and measuring outcomes and
ability to fulfill the role of interventionist by being able to appropriately
select, and effectively administer, score, and interpret assessment of selected
primary and elementary students, especially those who struggle with reading
and writing, in order to identify individual proficiencies and difficulties, and
place them along a developmental continuum; use assessment information to
plan and evaluate individual instruction for primary and elementary students,
especially those who struggle with reading and writing; and clearly
communicate assessment results to students, teachers, parents, and colleagues.

6. Interpretation: Who interprets the
evidence? (e.g., faculty, administrative
assistant, etc.) If this differs by LO, provide
information by LO.

Faculty

7. Results: Since the most recent full report,
state the conclusion(s) drawn, what
evidence or supporting data led to the
conclusion(s), and what changes have been
made as a result of the conclusion(s).

Based on assessment data, 100 percent of candidates meet LO #3.

The department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification.

LO #4: Candidates create and engage their students in literacy practices that develop awareness, understanding, respect, and a

valuing of differences in our society.

5. Assessment Instruments: For each LO,
what is the source of the data/evidence,
other than GPA, that is used to assess the
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course,
portfolio review and scoring rubric,
licensure examination, etc.)

Diagnostic & Remedial Case Portfolio demonstrates candidates’ ability to
meet LO #4 particularly at the interventionist and coaching levels. It is a
multifaceted and comprehensive project designed to document candidates’
planning, implementation and evaluation of diagnostic and corrective
processes that place students on a learning continuum and create and engage
students in literacy practices that develop awareness, understanding, respect,
and a valuing of differences.




Remedial Reading & Language Arts Case Portfolio provides evidence of
candidates’ understanding of the ways in which diversity influences the
reading and writing development of primary and elementary students,
especially English learners and those who struggle with reading and writing.
Lesson plans and materials reveal candidates’ ability to develop reading and
writing instruction that capitalizes on students’ diverse backgrounds, prior
knowledge and experiences, language, and cultural values; engage students in
learning opportunities that positively impact their knowledge, beliefs, and
engagement with their diverse backgrounds, prior knowledge and
experiences, language, and cultural values; and provide differentiated
instruction and instructional materials, including traditional print, digital, and
online resources to primary or elementary students, especially English
learners and those who struggle with reading and writing.

6. Interpretation: Who interprets the
evidence? (e.g., faculty, administrative
assistant, etc.) If this differs by LO, provide
information by LO.

Faculty

7. Results: Since the most recent full report,
state the conclusion(s) drawn, what
evidence or supporting data led to the
conclusion(s), and what changes have been
made as a result of the conclusion(s).

Based on assessment data, 100 percent of candidates meet LO #4.

The department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification.

LO #5: Candidates create a literate environment that fosters reading and writing by integrating foundational knowledge,
instructional practices, approaches and methods, curriculum materials, and the appropriate use of assessments.

5. Assessment Instruments: For each LO,
what is the source of the data/evidence,
other than GPA, that is used to assess the
stated outcomes? (e.g., capstone course,
portfolio review and scoring rubric,
licensure examination, etc.)

Remedial Reading & Language Arts Case Portfolio provides evidence of
candidates’ understanding of and ability to fulfill the role of an
interventionist by ensuring that primary and elementary students, especially
English learners and those who struggle with reading and writing, have easy
access to a variety of books and other instructional materials, including digital
and online resources, to support their individual needs and interests; are
immersed in a supportive social environment, motivated, provided scaffold,
and multiple opportunities for learning to read and write; and are provided
with effective routines such as time allocation, read aloud, journal writing,
and transitions from one activity to another, in order to motivate, scaffold, and
provide them with multiple opportunities for learning to read and write.
Lesson plans and materials reveal candidates’ ability to accommodate
students’ changing needs with special emphasis on encouraging and giving
many opportunities for English learners to use English.

6. Interpretation: Who interprets the
evidence? (e.g., faculty, administrative
assistant, etc.) If this differs by LO, provide
information by LO.

Faculty

7. Results: Since the most recent full report,
state the conclusion(s) drawn, what
evidence or supporting data led to the
conclusion(s), and what changes have been
made as a result of the conclusion(s).

Based on assessment data, 100 percent of candidates meet LO #5.

The department recently reviewed and revised its reading and language arts
certification program. Course syllabi, assessments and scoring rubrics
incorporate changes in the International Literacy Association Standards for
Reading Professionals and the Connecticut State Department of Education
(CSDE) new regulations for Reading Specialist Certification.




DATA TABLE by LEARNING OBJECTIVES

Fall 2014-Spring 2015

T=TARGET (3) A= ACCEPTABLE (2)

MS =MEAN SCORE N=PARTICIPANTS

U=UNACCEPTABLE (0-1)

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

T

A

MS

LO #1: Candidates understand major theories and empirical research
that describe the cognitive, linguistic, motivational, and sociocultural
foundations of reading and writing development, processes, and
components, including word recognition, language comprehension,
strategic knowledge, and reading-writing connections.

65.45%

34.55%

0%

2.65

55

LO #2: Candidates use instructional approaches, materials, and an
integrated, comprehensive, balanced curriculum to support student
learning in reading and writing.

97.5%

2.5%

0%

3.00

80

LO #3: Candidates use a variety of assessment tools and practices to
plan and evaluate effective reading and writing instruction.

73.75%

26.25%

0%

2.74

80

LO #4: Candidates create and engage their students in literacy
practices that develop awareness, understanding, respect, and a
valuing of differences in our society.

94.83%

517%

0%

2.95

58

LO #5: Candidates create a literate environment that fosters reading
and writing by integrating foundational knowledge, instructional
practices, approaches and methods, curriculum materials, and the
appropriate use of assessments.

100%

0%

0%

3.00

24




