
 

Evangel University           Due: September 14, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

Instructions:  Please complete a separate Report for every academic program/major.   

 

Department: Graduate Education    Term: FA16 

Academic Program Evaluated: Master of Curriculum and Instruction 

 
 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: 
 
Name    Title    Assessment Role 
 
1. Matt Stringer  Professor   Program Coordinator 
2. Susan Langston   Associate Professor   Director of Graduate Education 
3. Colleen Hardy  Professor   Department Chair 
4. Shonna Crawford  Associate Professor  Literacy Program Coordinator 
5. Gordon Pace  Professor   Leadership Faculty 
6. Emily Hartmann  Graduate Assistant   Data Collection and Compiling 
7. Amy Bolinger   Graduate Assistant   Data Collection and Compiling 
 
Number of students in sample:  
Breakdown by year if known 
 

1st year: 4 2nd year: 3 3rd year: 1 4th year: 2 Total Students: 10 
 
Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Course Embedded Assessments for EDU 509  
2. Course Embedded Assessments for EDU 543 
3. Course Embedded Assessments for EDL courses 
 
Methodology: Course embedded assessments were administered as part of the course 
work for the program. Each assessment is aligned to the program outcomes for the Master 
of Curriculum and Instruction. The assessments are rated on a sliding scale with 1 = 
unsatisfactory, 2 = proficient, and 3 = exemplary. 
 
 
 
 
  



Results of Assessment (data in summary format): The small graduates scored proficient 
or exemplary on the course embedded assessments. It was determined however, that each 
graduate did not complete the same assessments due to the various electives available in 
the program.  
 
 
 
 
Strengths: Students demonstrate understanding in the areas assessed. 
 
 
 
 
 
Areas in need of improvement: The assessment system needs to be standardized so the 
types of assessments used are consistent for each student. 
 
 
 
 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Design Course Embedded 
Assessments for the 
required courses in the 
program. EDU 509, EDU 
533, EDU 543, EDU 563 and 
EDU 582 

Begin Fall 2016 Matt Stringer 

   
   
   
   
   

 
Improvements made:  In addition to improving the consistency of the assessment system 
the program delivery was changed to an online format. In an effort to increase enrollment in 

graduate programs in education, as well as to increase online opportunities for students, the 

Education Department plans offer the Master of Education in Curriculum and Instruction 

completely online. The benefits of a completely online program include. 

 

1. Students worldwide could participate in the program. 

2. Students could gain TESOL certification. 

3. The program includes current online courses from Literacy, Educational Leadership, and 

TESOL. 



4. The change would only involve course delivery, it is not a curricular change. 

5. Only one course in the program has not been offered online previously, meaning only a single 

course would need to be designed for online delivery (EDU 543). 

6. Students could begin the program at any time. 

7. Students could proceed at their own pace. 

 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 



 

Evangel University           April 15, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

 
Department: Education      Term: SP/FA 16 

Academic Program Evaluated: Early Childhood Education 

 
 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: Teacher Education Committee 
 
Name    Title     
 
1.  Colleen Hardy  Education Department Chair 
2.  Susan Langston  Education Faculty 
3.  Kelly Sutherland  Education Faculty 
4.  Fred Drake   Education Faculty 
5.  Peggy Reed  Education Faculty 
6.  Eddie Noack  Education Faculty 
7.  Julie Jones   Data Manager 
8.  Dianne Twigger  Math Faculty 
9.  Mike Buesking  Art Faculty 
10. Dara Brannon  Spanish/English Faculty 
11. Jennifer Morrison English/TESOL Faculty 
12. Donovan Nelson  Physical Education Faculty 
13. Elizabeth Fletcher Business Faculty 
14. Jon Spence  Social Science Faculty/Student Success Director 
15. Kevin Hawkins  Music Faculty 
 
 
Number of students in sample 
 

Assessment Term N 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2013-2014 60 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2014-2015 76 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2015-2016 72 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Fall 2015 23 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Spring 2016 41 

 
Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Missouri General Education Assessment 
2.  Missouri Preservice Teacher Assessment 



 
Methodology: 
Missouri General Education Assessment 
The Missouri General Education Assessment is administered to all students prior to 
admission to the Teacher Education Program.  Students must pass all sections to be fully 
accepted into the program.  Students may take the exam, consisting of five sections, every 
thirty-one days.  Evangel University allows students 2 semesters to pass all sections.  If a 
student has not passed all sections within that timeframe, they are advised to pursue 
another degree.  The computer assessment is administered and scored by Pearson 
Education Company.  The following information provides an explanation of the format and 
time for administration: 

Format 

Internet-based test (IBT); multiple-choice questions and written assignment 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 39 multiple-choice questions 

 Mathematics: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Science and Social Studies: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Writing: 1 written assignment 

Time 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 75 minutes 

 Mathematics: 75 minutes 

 Science and Social Studies: 60 minutes 

 Writing: 60 minutes 

 All 4 subtests: 4 1/2 hours, plus a 15-minute break between subtests 2 and 3 

 
 
 The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education changed the design of 
the assessment after the 2014-2015 academic year.  The five section assessment (math, 
science, social studies, English and writing) was changed by combining science and social 
studies into one subtest; thus changing the assessment to four sections rather than five.  
 
Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment 
The Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment is a performance assessment completed by 

teacher candidates during the student teaching semester.  The assessment contains four tasks 

requiring written commentary and submission of required documentation, called artifacts. Task 1 

is formative in nature. Tasks 2, 3 and 4 are summative. If you are taking MoPTA-V, a video of 

the student teaching experience is required as one of the components for Task 4.  Evangel 

University does not complete the video version of Task 4; but rather has candidates complete the 

Non Video. 

Complete tasks are entered by a written response and uploaded artifacts via an online submission 

system.  Students are required to respond to each task and link the required documents and 

artifacts to the written response.   

Task 1 is not scored, but is evaluated by the individual teacher preparation program.  Task 2-4 

are scored by employees of Educational Testing Service.   



All candidates are required to pass the full MoPTA in order to be recommended for licensure in 

the state of Missouri.   

Results of Assessment (data in summary format): 
MoGEA 
During the first administration of the exam, educator preparation programs were required 
to set a cut score for their unique institution.  Programs were provided state-wide data, but 
were not given access to their institutional data prior to setting a cut score.  After reviewing 
initial statewide results, Evangel set a cut score that was 2 SD lower than the panel based 
cut score. 
The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education required teacher 
preparation programs to set a cut score after the second administration of the exam.  Again, 
the teacher education committee reviewed state-wide data to determine a cut score.  
Evangel University set the cut score at 1 SD lower than the panel based cut score. 
Although cut scores at -1SD allowed students into the program, faculty reviewed student 
results based on the panel based cut score.  The lowest pass rate was writing at 69%. 
 
MoPTA 
 
During the fall 2015 administration of the MoPTA, Evangel University had a 96% pass rate.  
The spring 2016 pass rate was similar with 95%.  The two students that did not pass 
during the spring semester did not pass due to not completing the assigned tasks.   
 
Strengths: 
-Students have a strong general education program that supports successful completion of 
the MoGEA at the -1SD cut score 
-Students are able to successfully articulate their performance on the MoPTA. 
 
Areas in need of improvement: 
-Align student general education coursework to support weak areas based on ACT scores 
prior to taking the MoGEA. 
-Increase student writing skills 
 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Review annual data for 
continuous improvement 

Annually-Review MoGEA 
data annually to make 
adjustments in sequencing 
of general education 
coursework 

 

Offer support services for 
MoGEA through the Student 
Success Center 

2016-2017 academic year Education Department 
Chair/Student Success Chair 

Change required writing 
course from RHET/COMM 

Spring 2017 Advisors/Department Chair 



205 to ENG 211 
   
   
   

 
Improvements made: 
-Increased focus on writing in professional education coursework 
-Assessment review calendar aligned with new assessment requirements from the 
Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education 
-New certification requirements incorporate change from RHET/COMM 205 to ENGL 211 
(in process)  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 



 

Evangel University           April 15, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

 
Department: Education      Term: SP/FA 16 

Academic Program Evaluated: Elementary Education 

 
 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: Teacher Education Committee 
 
Name    Title     
 
1.  Colleen Hardy  Education Department Chair 
2.  Susan Langston  Education Faculty 
3.  Kelly Sutherland  Education Faculty 
4.  Fred Drake   Education Faculty 
5.  Peggy Reed  Education Faculty 
6.  Eddie Noack  Education Faculty 
7.  Julie Jones   Data Manager 
8.  Dianne Twigger  Math Faculty 
9.  Mike Buesking  Art Faculty 
10. Dara Brannon  Spanish/English Faculty 
11. Jennifer Morrison English/TESOL Faculty 
12. Donovan Nelson  Physical Education Faculty 
13. Elizabeth Fletcher Business Faculty 
14. Jon Spence  Social Science Faculty/Student Success Director 
15. Kevin Hawkins  Music Faculty 
 
 
Number of students in sample 
 

Assessment Term N 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2013-2014 60 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2014-2015 76 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2015-2016 72 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Fall 2015 23 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Spring 2016 41 

 
Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Missouri General Education Assessment 
2.  Missouri Preservice Teacher Assessment 



 
Methodology: 
Missouri General Education Assessment 
The Missouri General Education Assessment is administered to all students prior to 
admission to the Teacher Education Program.  Students must pass all sections to be fully 
accepted into the program.  Students may take the exam, consisting of five sections, every 
thirty-one days.  Evangel University allows students 2 semesters to pass all sections.  If a 
student has not passed all sections within that timeframe, they are advised to pursue 
another degree.  The computer assessment is administered and scored by Pearson 
Education Company.  The following information provides an explanation of the format and 
time for administration: 

Format 

Internet-based test (IBT); multiple-choice questions and written assignment 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 39 multiple-choice questions 

 Mathematics: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Science and Social Studies: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Writing: 1 written assignment 

Time 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 75 minutes 

 Mathematics: 75 minutes 

 Science and Social Studies: 60 minutes 

 Writing: 60 minutes 

 All 4 subtests: 4 1/2 hours, plus a 15-minute break between subtests 2 and 3 

 
 
 The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education changed the design of 
the assessment after the 2014-2015 academic year.  The five section assessment (math, 
science, social studies, English and writing) was changed by combining science and social 
studies into one subtest; thus changing the assessment to four sections rather than five.  
 
Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment 
The Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment is a performance assessment completed by 

teacher candidates during the student teaching semester.  The assessment contains four tasks 

requiring written commentary and submission of required documentation, called artifacts. Task 1 

is formative in nature. Tasks 2, 3 and 4 are summative. If you are taking MoPTA-V, a video of 

the student teaching experience is required as one of the components for Task 4.  Evangel 

University does not complete the video version of Task 4; but rather has candidates complete the 

Non Video. 

Complete tasks are entered by a written response and uploaded artifacts via an online submission 

system.  Students are required to respond to each task and link the required documents and 

artifacts to the written response.   

Task 1 is not scored, but is evaluated by the individual teacher preparation program.  Task 2-4 

are scored by employees of Educational Testing Service.   



All candidates are required to pass the full MoPTA in order to be recommended for licensure in 

the state of Missouri.   

Results of Assessment (data in summary format): 
MoGEA 
During the first administration of the exam, educator preparation programs were required 
to set a cut score for their unique institution.  Programs were provided state-wide data, but 
were not given access to their institutional data prior to setting a cut score.  After reviewing 
initial statewide results, Evangel set a cut score that was 2 SD lower than the panel based 
cut score. 
The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education required teacher 
preparation programs to set a cut score after the second administration of the exam.  Again, 
the teacher education committee reviewed state-wide data to determine a cut score.  
Evangel University set the cut score at 1 SD lower than the panel based cut score. 
Although cut scores at -1SD allowed students into the program, faculty reviewed student 
results based on the panel based cut score.  The lowest pass rate was writing at 69%. 
 
MoPTA 
 
During the fall 2015 administration of the MoPTA, Evangel University had a 96% pass rate.  
The spring 2016 pass rate was similar with 95%.  The two students that did not pass 
during the spring semester did not pass due to not completing the assigned tasks.   
 
Strengths: 
-Students have a strong general education program that supports successful completion of 
the MoGEA at the -1SD cut score 
-Students are able to successfully articulate their performance on the MoPTA. 
 
Areas in need of improvement: 
-Align student general education coursework to support weak areas based on ACT scores 
prior to taking the MoGEA. 
-Increase student writing skills 
 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Review annual data for 
continuous improvement 

Annually-Review MoGEA 
data annually to make 
adjustments in sequencing 
of general education 
coursework 

 

Offer support services for 
MoGEA through the Student 
Success Center 

2016-2017 academic year Education Department 
Chair/Student Success Chair 

Change required writing 
course from RHET/COMM 

Spring 2017 Advisors/Department Chair 



205 to ENG 211 
   
   
   

 
Improvements made: 
-Increased focus on writing in professional education coursework 
-Assessment review calendar aligned with new assessment requirements from the 
Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education 
-New certification requirements incorporate change from RHET/COMM 205 to ENGL 211 
(in process)  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 



 

Evangel University           Due: September 14, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

Instructions:  Please complete a separate Report for every academic program/major.   

 

Department: Graduate Education    Term: FA-16 

Academic Program Evaluated: Master of Educational Leadership 

 
 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: 
 
Name    Title    Assessment Role 
 
1. Matt Stringer  Professor   Program Coordinator 
2. Susan Langston   Associate Professor   Director of Graduate Education 
3. Colleen Hardy  Professor   Department Chair 
4. Shonna Crawford  Associate Professor  Literacy Program Coordinator 
5. Gordon Pace  Professor   Leadership Faculty 
6. Emily Hartmann  Graduate Assistant   Data Collection and Compiling 
7. Amy Bolinger   Graduate Assistant   Data Collection and Compiling 
 
Number of students in sample:  
Breakdown by year if known 
 

1st year: 6 2nd year: 5 3rd year: 6 4th year: 8 Total Students: 25 
 
Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Praxis or Missouri Content Assessment for Building Level Administrator 
 
Methodology: Upon completion of coursework students who desire building level 
certification in Missouri must pass the building level administrator assessment. The 
assessment was the Praxis until the spring of 2014. In the spring of 2014 Missouri changed 
the requirements to the Missouri Content Assessment. 
 
 
 
 
  



Results of Assessment (data in summary format): 100% of program completers have 
passed the assessment but benchmark testing of the new assessment indicated a 
significantly lower first time pass rate.  
 
 
 
 
Strengths: Students have had great success in the past on the two Missouri assessments. 
 
 
 
 
 
Areas in need of improvement: Students needs preparation for the new assessment 
along with the new performance tasks required for certification. 
 
 
 
 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Revision of capstone course 
EDL 685. 

Fall 2015 Matt Stringer 

Revision of internship 
course EDL 694 

Fall 2015 Matt Stringer 

   
   
   
   

 
Improvements made: The two courses were altered to better prepare students. The 
internship course focused on completion of the new performance tasks rather than the 
internship project. The new course required students to gather data, determine an area for 
improvement, and design a professional development activity to address the area of 
weakness. The capstone course was redesigned to better align with the format of the new 
content assessment test. Additional focus was placed on the essay portion of the test. 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 



 
 



 

Evangel University           April 15, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

 
Department: Education      Term: SP/FA 16 

Academic Program Evaluated: Middle School Education 

 
 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: Teacher Education Committee 
 
Name    Title     
 
1.  Colleen Hardy  Education Department Chair 
2.  Susan Langston  Education Faculty 
3.  Kelly Sutherland  Education Faculty 
4.  Fred Drake   Education Faculty 
5.  Peggy Reed  Education Faculty 
6.  Eddie Noack  Education Faculty 
7.  Julie Jones   Data Manager 
8.  Dianne Twigger  Math Faculty 
9.  Mike Buesking  Art Faculty 
10. Dara Brannon  Spanish/English Faculty 
11. Jennifer Morrison English/TESOL Faculty 
12. Donovan Nelson  Physical Education Faculty 
13. Elizabeth Fletcher Business Faculty 
14. Jon Spence  Social Science Faculty/Student Success Director 
15. Kevin Hawkins  Music Faculty 
 
 
Number of students in sample 
 

Assessment Term N 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2013-2014 60 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2014-2015 76 
MoGEA-Missouri General Education Assessment 2015-2016 72 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Fall 2015 23 
MoPTA-Missouri PreService Teacher Assessment Spring 2016 41 

 
Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Missouri General Education Assessment 
2.  Missouri Preservice Teacher Assessment 



 
Methodology: 
Missouri General Education Assessment 
The Missouri General Education Assessment is administered to all students prior to 
admission to the Teacher Education Program.  Students must pass all sections to be fully 
accepted into the program.  Students may take the exam, consisting of five sections, every 
thirty-one days.  Evangel University allows students 2 semesters to pass all sections.  If a 
student has not passed all sections within that timeframe, they are advised to pursue 
another degree.  The computer assessment is administered and scored by Pearson 
Education Company.  The following information provides an explanation of the format and 
time for administration: 

Format 

Internet-based test (IBT); multiple-choice questions and written assignment 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 39 multiple-choice questions 

 Mathematics: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Science and Social Studies: 40 multiple-choice questions 

 Writing: 1 written assignment 

Time 

 Reading Comprehension and Interpretation: 75 minutes 

 Mathematics: 75 minutes 

 Science and Social Studies: 60 minutes 

 Writing: 60 minutes 

 All 4 subtests: 4 1/2 hours, plus a 15-minute break between subtests 2 and 3 

 
 
 The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education changed the design of 
the assessment after the 2014-2015 academic year.  The five section assessment (math, 
science, social studies, English and writing) was changed by combining science and social 
studies into one subtest; thus changing the assessment to four sections rather than five.  
 
Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment 
The Missouri Pre-Service Teacher Assessment is a performance assessment completed by 

teacher candidates during the student teaching semester.  The assessment contains four tasks 

requiring written commentary and submission of required documentation, called artifacts. Task 1 

is formative in nature. Tasks 2, 3 and 4 are summative. If you are taking MoPTA-V, a video of 

the student teaching experience is required as one of the components for Task 4.  Evangel 

University does not complete the video version of Task 4; but rather has candidates complete the 

Non Video. 

Complete tasks are entered by a written response and uploaded artifacts via an online submission 

system.  Students are required to respond to each task and link the required documents and 

artifacts to the written response.   

Task 1 is not scored, but is evaluated by the individual teacher preparation program.  Task 2-4 

are scored by employees of Educational Testing Service.   



All candidates are required to pass the full MoPTA in order to be recommended for licensure in 

the state of Missouri.   

Results of Assessment (data in summary format): 
MoGEA 
During the first administration of the exam, educator preparation programs were required 
to set a cut score for their unique institution.  Programs were provided state-wide data, but 
were not given access to their institutional data prior to setting a cut score.  After reviewing 
initial statewide results, Evangel set a cut score that was 2 SD lower than the panel based 
cut score. 
The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education required teacher 
preparation programs to set a cut score after the second administration of the exam.  Again, 
the teacher education committee reviewed state-wide data to determine a cut score.  
Evangel University set the cut score at 1 SD lower than the panel based cut score. 
Although cut scores at -1SD allowed students into the program, faculty reviewed student 
results based on the panel based cut score.  The lowest pass rate was writing at 69%. 
 
MoPTA 
 
During the fall 2015 administration of the MoPTA, Evangel University had a 96% pass rate.  
The spring 2016 pass rate was similar with 95%.  The two students that did not pass 
during the spring semester did not pass due to not completing the assigned tasks.   
 
Strengths: 
-Students have a strong general education program that supports successful completion of 
the MoGEA at the -1SD cut score 
-Students are able to successfully articulate their performance on the MoPTA. 
 
Areas in need of improvement: 
-Align student general education coursework to support weak areas based on ACT scores 
prior to taking the MoGEA. 
-Increase student writing skills 
 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Review annual data for 
continuous improvement 

Annually-Review MoGEA 
data annually to make 
adjustments in sequencing 
of general education 
coursework 

 

Offer support services for 
MoGEA through the Student 
Success Center 

2016-2017 academic year Education Department 
Chair/Student Success Chair 

Change required writing 
course from RHET/COMM 

Spring 2017 Advisors/Department Chair 



205 to ENG 211 
   
   
   

 
Improvements made: 
-Increased focus on writing in professional education coursework 
-Assessment review calendar aligned with new assessment requirements from the 
Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education 
-New certification requirements incorporate change from RHET/COMM 205 to ENGL 211 
(in process)  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 



 

Evangel University           Due: September 14, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

Instructions:  Please complete a separate Report for every academic program/major.   

 

Department: Education     Term:  Fall 2016 

Academic Program Evaluated:  Doctor of Education in Educational 
Leadership, Curriculum and Instruction (Ed.D)  

Faculty members involved in this assessment process: 
 
Name    Title    Assessment Role 
1.  Dr. Fred Drake  Professor   Course Instructor 
2.  Dr. Colleen Hardy  Professor   Education Department Chair 
3.  Dr. Kevin Kopp  Adjunct Professor  Course Instructor 
4.  Dr. Susan Langston Associate Professor  Program Coordinator 
5.  Dr. Gordon Pace  Professor   Course Instructor 
6.  Dr. Matt Stringer  Professor   Assessment Coordinator:  Grad Ed 
7.  Dr. Debbie Yonke  Adjunct Professor  Course Instructor 
8.  Dr. Chanda Clayman Adjunct Professor  Course Instructor 
 
Number of students in sample:  
Breakdown by year if known 
 

Assessment Term N 

Course Embedded Summative Assessments 2014 9 

Course Embedded Summative Assessments 2015 27 

Course Embedded Summative Assessments 2016 32 

Missouri School Leader Performance Assessment (Superintendent) 2014-2016 0 

Missouri Content Assessment (Superintendent) 2014-16 0 

 

Instrument(s) used in assessment: 
1. Course-embedded Summative Assessments (CESA) 
2. Missouri Content Assessment – Superintendent (MoCA)* 
 

*This assessment was included in this report because it will be used in the future to assess 
the effectiveness of the program in the preparation of school superintendents. 

 
 
 



Methodology:  
Course-embedded Summative Assessments (CESA):  CESAs were created for doctoral 
level courses to address competencies associated with the Missouri Leader Standards, the 
Missouri Superintendent Standards, and the Education Department Curriculum 
Framework.  CESAs are performance assessments that are completed during the Ed.D 
courses.  A 3-point rubric is used to assess student performance.  The rubric is provided 
below.  Students must achieve a score of 2 or 3 on this rubric in order to pass the course 
and continue on in the program.  A student achieving a score of 1 is allowed opportunity to 
revise and resubmit his or her assessment.  The Ed.D program was launched in the fall 
semester of 2014.  CESA administration and data collection began in the fall of 2014 as the 
first cohort of the doctoral program began coursework.  CESA data for the fall of 2016 has 
not yet been collected because the semester was not completed at the time this report was 
compiled. 
 
 

Course Embedded Assessment Rubric 

Level of 

Development 

Description 

3-Exemplary Final product includes all required elements of the project completed at an exemplary level of quality.  

Writing is detailed and incorporates practical evaluation based on current research in instructional 
leadership and design. 

2-Meets Standard Final product includes all required elements of the project completed at a satisfactory level of quality.  

Writing incorporates practical evaluation based on current research in instructional leadership and 
design. 

1-Below Standard Final Product does not include all required elements of the project completed at a satisfactory level of 

quality.  Writing may lack evaluation elements and/or not be based on current research in instructional 

leadership and design. 

0-Missing Incomplete assignment 

 
Missouri Content Assessment – Superintendent (MoCA):  The MoCA is a DESE 
assessment.  It is an optional assessment that can be taken by students who wish to pursue 
Missouri school superintendent certification.  This assessment is aligned with Missouri 
Superintendent Standards.  The MoCA is a computer-generated assessment and 
administration is conducted at test sites approved by the state.  It consists of 80 multiple-
choice questions and two written assignments.  The passing score for this assessment is 
220.  Because the Ed.D program was a new program in the fall of 2014, no students have 

completed this assessment. 

 

Format 
Computer-based test (CBT) 

80 multiple-choice questions and 2 written assignments 

Time 

3 hours, 15 minutes 

15 minutes additional time to complete CBT tutorial and nondisclosure 

agreement 

 
Results of Assessment (data in summary format): 
The only data available at this time for the Ed.D program assessment report are CESA 
scores.  The program was begun in 2014, and has grown to include more students each 



year.  Data collection has shown that students have, for the most part been successful in the 
first two years of the program.  The following table shows the summary of scores according 
to program outcomes associated with the Missouri Leader Standards. 
 

Term Scores Pass Rate 
3 2 1  

2014 100% 0% 0% 100% 
2015 88% 9% 3% 97% 
2016* 100% 0% 0% 100% 

*Spring/Summer 2016 
 
Strengths: 
-Students have been able to successfully demonstrate competency in leadership skills aligned with 
the Missouri Leadership Standards and the Missouri Superintendent Standards through addressing 
real-world problems on the CESA performance assessments. 
-Incorporation of instructional technology in both classroom instruction and student 
demonstration of learning. 
-Administration of course embedded assessments 

 
Areas in need of improvement: 
-Continuous faculty training for evaluation of course embedded assessments 
-Systematic collection and analysis of CESA scores 
-Increase reliability of CESA evaluation 

 
Plans for improvement:  
 

Plan for Improvement Timeline Responsible Person 
Set up a repository for CESA 
data 

Fall 2016 Director of Grad Ed 
Programs 

Plan and conduct annual CESA 
faculty training sessions 

Fall 2016 Director of Grad Ed Programs 

Collect data base 
of benchmark papers  for 
CESAs 

Spring 2016 Ed.D Faculty 

 
Improvements made: 
 
-CESAs have been designed for each course 

-Individual faculty evaluation and discussion of CESAs have resulted in an increase in 
writing support provided to doctoral students.  Faculty have provided additional attention 
to writing skills.  A system was also developed to allow doctoral students to access 
university resources to support writing by allowing Skype conferences through The Write 
Place.  
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Evangel University           Due: September 14, 2016 

Academic Program Assessment Report 

 

Instructions:  Please complete a separate Report for every academic program/major.   

 

Department: EDUCATION      Term: FALL 2016 

Academic Program Evaluated: LITERACY 

 
Faculty members involved in this assessment process: 
 
Name     Title     Assessment Role 
 
1.  Shonna Crawford  Associate Professor   Program Coordinator 
2.  Becky Huechteman Professor Emeritus  Adjunct 
3.  Matt Stringer   Professor    Assessment Coordinator: Grad Ed 
4.  Susan Langston   Associate Professor  Director of Graduate Education 
5.  Amy Bolinger  Graduate Assistant  Data Collection and Compiling 
6.  Emily Hartmann  Graduate Assistant  Data Collection and Compiling 
 
Number of students in sample:  
 
2004-2006: 6 
2007: 2 
2008: 2 
2009: 5 
2010: 8 
2011: 7 
2012: 7 
2013: 7 
2014: 7 
2015: 5 
2016: 11 
 
Instruments used in assessment: 

Assessment What is evaluated: 
Program Learning 
Outcomes 

When 
administered 

Analysis of 
fairness, 
consistency 
and 
accuracy 

Criteria Schedule for Review 

Initial Programs-Candidate  

Practicum 
(Literacy 
Lab) 

I. Foundational 

Knowledge: 

Mid-Program 
and End of 
Program 

Interrater 
reliability 
through 

95% of students 
proficient in all 
competencies 

Each fall semester 
the Program 
Coordinator and 



LITERACY ASSESSMENT  REPORT 2016 2 

Observation 
Evaluation 

Candidates 
understand the 

theoretical and 

evidence-based 
foundations of 

reading and 

writing 
processes and 

instruction. 

II. Curriculum 

and Instruction: 

Candidates use 

instructional 
approaches, 

materials, and 

an integrated, 
comprehensive, 

balanced 

curriculum to 
support student 

learning in 

reading and 
writing. 

III. Assessment 
and Evaluation: 

Candidates use 

a variety of 
assessment 

tools and 

practices to 
plan and 

evaluate 

effective 

reading and 
writing 

instruction. 

IV. Diversity: 

Candidates 

create and 

discussion 
and 
comparison 
between 
the two 
professors 
conducting 
evaluations 

team will review the 
data from the 
summer practicum 
(Literacy Lab). 
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engage their 
students in 

literacy 

practices that 
develop 

awareness, 

understanding, 
respect, and a 

valuing of 

differences in 
our society. 

V. Literate 

Environment: 
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. 

VI. 

Professional 

Learning and 
Leadership: 

Candidates 

recognize the 
importance of, 

demonstrate, 
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and facilitate 
professional 

learning and 

leadership as a 
career-long 

effort and 

responsibility. 

 

 
 
Methodology:  Six hours of reading practicum must be completed in order for our students 
to receive a certificate for K-12 Reading Specialist in the state of Missouri. These practicum 
hours are evaluated using criteria in alignment with the Program Learning Outcomes for 
the Master of Education in Literacy program. Each Learning Outcome is defined through 3 -
6 competencies and rated on a sliding 1, 2, 3 scale from unsatisfactory to proficient. The 
program coordinator and former program coordinator (now professor emeritus serving as 
adjunct) complete all of the observations and evaluations. 
 
Results of Assessment: 
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Strengths: Students consistently demonstrate strong foundational knowledge. This 
demonstrates our strong core of courses taught by Evangel Education Department Faculty 
and knowledgeable adjuncts working currently in the field of literacy in area school 
districts. Our students also demonstrate a strong understanding of assessment and 
evaluation. Again, in our courses we model for students a variety of ways to assess various 
aspects of literacy using multiple measures and observation. We will continue to provide 
this strong foundation in our course work. 
 
Areas in need of improvement: In 2013 we noted a significant drop in proficiency more 
prominently in the areas of: Curriculum & Instruction, Diversity, and Literate Environment. 
We also noted a lack of beneficial practicum placements due to summer school shifts in 
topic/emphasis within districts in our area and also limited availability of reading 
specialists during the summer months when our students (full time teachers) are available 
to complete practicum hours. 
Looking at our most recent data from 2016 it seems that students need more support with 
curriculum & instruction. 
 
Plans for improvement:  

 Adjust content of RDG 611: Individual Assessment-Intellectual to focus specifically on using 
literacy assessment to inform curriculum and instruction. 

 Adjust practicum (Literacy Lab) structure to include sample lesson plans to guide 
curriculum and instructions with students. 

 
Improvements made: 
 

 In 2013 we noted a significant drop in proficiency more prominently in the areas of: 
Curriculum & Instruction, Diversity, and Literate Environment. This drop in performance 

from our students coupled with a lack of beneficial practicum placements due to summer 
school shifts in topic/emphasis and limited availability of reading specialists led us to seek 

out other options for the practicum experience. After attending the international conference 
for the Literacy Research Association, the director connected with other Literacy professors 

from universities around the US who hosted a Literacy Lab/Reading Clinic on their 

campuses. Thus, in 2014 Evangel’s Literacy Lab was born and we began serving 1st-12th 
grade students in our community free of charge! We have since seen an increase in 

enrollment in this program and have increased student performance because of our 
Literacy Lab practicum on our campus where students are able to receive directly feedback 

and support from professors in an on-going way. The Literacy Lab has also increased 
collaboration with peers as our students can interact between each tutoring session to 

problem-solve, share needs, and plan instructions for their students. The Literacy Lab is one 

way that we have used assessment of our Learning Outcomes to make a positive change for 
students in our Master of Education in Literacy program! 

 An adjunct professor who serves Springfield Public Schools as Title 1 director is going to 
teach RDG611 Spring 2017. She is currently revising the syllabus and course structure to 

more closely align with the literacy program learning outcomes including more support for 
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our graduate students as they look at assessment data and make curriculum and 

instructional decisions for their students. 

 A graduate assistant is working on creating templates for lesson planning that guide 

curriculum and instruction in our Literacy Lab. These will be ready for our next Literacy Lab 
in the summer of 2017. 

 In 2016 we began collecting a self-assessment from each of our students based on a 
reflection on their Literacy Lab work with students. We also began compiling this data. 
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