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Summary of Review Panel Findings

	The team wondered about the small number of completers compared to the number of enrollees.  
The report furnished the requested information in a clear and concise matter and was considered approvable.


	(“X” the correct box)

	SECTION I:  CONTEXTUAL

	
	I.A.  Program Overview
	Yes
	No

	
	
	Name of program, level(s) of preparation, and name of degree, if applicable, was included.
	X
	

	
	
	The specific Illinois certificate, and if applicable, endorsement(s) and/or designation(s) were identified.
	X
	

	
	
	The specific Illinois standards, and if applicable, professional/national standards were addressed by this program.  
	X
	

	
	
	The program alignment with the unit’s conceptual framework (institutional standards) was described.
	X
	

	
	
	The criteria for admission, retention, and exit from the program (transition points) including the required GPA and minimum grade requirements for the college/university were described.  This response should clarify how the key assessments used in the program are derived from or informed by the assessment system that the unit will address under NCATE Standard 2.
	X
	

	
	
	Three years of data on candidates enrolled in the program and completing the program, beginning with the most recent academic year for which numbers have been tabulated was included.  The data for the levels/tracks (e.g., baccalaureate, post-baccalaureate, alternative routes, master’s, specialist, doctorate) being addressed in this report were reported separately.
	X
	

	
	
	Each program faculty member, highest degree earned, P-12 teaching or other professional experience in program preparation area, faculty assignment, status, and course(s) taught was provided.  The faculty listed in this chart is the faculty with the primary responsibility for preparing professional educators in the program and their qualifications for their positions. 
	X
	

	Comments:



	
	I.B.  Program Description
	
	

	
	
	The “Course of Study” chart was completed.  The required courses in the order of required completion; the State standards to be addressed; if applicable, field experiences or clinical practice (student teaching/ internship); and hours of credit were listed.
	X
	

	
	
	A brief description of each course (expanded catalog description) was provided.
	X
	

	
	
	A brief and concise description of the required field experiences and clinical practice (student teaching/internship) was identified in the “Course of Study” chart with the following components.  
	
	

	
	
	
	The kinds of settings and experiences, the duration of each experience, the criteria used for selecting sites, and the criteria for selecting and training cooperating teachers and faculty supervisors was described.
	X
	

	
	
	
	Measures taken to ensure candidates complete placements in diverse settings with diverse students were provided.
	X
	

	
	
	
	The clinical (program) and site (P12) supervisors jointly provide regular and continuing support for candidates was affirmed.
	X
	

	Comments:



	SECTION II:  KEY ASSESSMENTS

	
	II.A.  Key Assessments Overview
	Yes
	No

	
	
	The Program Assessment Table was completed.
	X
	

	
	II.B.  Key Assessments 
	
	

	
	
	
	The narrative included a description of the assessment and its use in the program, identification of the specific standards (as applicable – professional, state, and/or institutional standards) addressed by the assessment, a summary of the findings based on data, and a discussion of how the assessment data demonstrate candidates’ mastery of the identified standards.
	X
	

	
	
	
	The assessment included the instructions to candidates about the assigned task (excludes State assessments).
	X
	

	
	
	
	Scoring guides or criteria used to score candidates’ responses on the assessment were included.
	X
	

	
	
	
	A table with the aggregated results of the assessment for the most recent three years was included.  Programs that reported newly developed assessments included at least one semester of data.  The data reported was aligned with the submitted scoring guide for the specific assessment.
	X
	

	Comments:



	SECTION III:  USE OF ASSESSMENT RESULTS TO IMPROVE CANDIDATE AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE

	
	
	Evidence was presented that program assessment results have been analyzed and have been or will be used to improve candidate performance and strengthen the program.  This description should not link improvements to individual assessments, but, rather, it should summarize principal findings from the evidence, the faculty’s interpretation of the findings, and changes made in (or planned for) the program as a result.  
	X
	

	
	
	The steps the program faculty has taken to use information from the assessments for improvement for both candidate performance and the program was described.  This information was organized around content knowledge, professional and pedagogical knowledge, skills, and dispositions, and effects on student learning and on creating environments that support learning
	X
	

	Comments:




