
2011-2012 Austin Peay State University 

Teacher Unit Annual Program Review (APR) Report 

Advanced Studies-Curriculum & Instruction 

 

I. Name of Program: Advanced Studies 

Program reviewers for the Advanced Studies Program include faculty and graduate 

students from the College of Education. 

 

Dr. Thomas Stewart, Chair, COE Faculty 

Dr. Lisa Barron, COE Faculty 

Dr. Tom Buttery, COE Faculty    

Dr. Charmaine Lowe, COE Faculty 

 

II. Program Description 

This program is designed for graduate students who already hold teacher licensure and 

are earning the Masters of Education, Curriculum and Instruction degree.  The program 

consists of a common curriculum of social/cultural foundations; a seminar on teacher 

effectiveness; a seminar on curriculum improvement and construction; evaluation of 

teaching and learning; advanced studies in special education; education computer 

applications; a research plan; and a capstone reflective practitioner course. Students take 

additional courses in a chosen content area including: reading, language arts, math, 

science, human health and performance, history, special education and music. The 

Advanced Studies program uses National Board for Professional Teaching Standards 

(NBPTS). 

III. Changes in Program 

Faculty members have continued to collect Key Assessment Data in the common core 

classes of the Advanced Studies program available in LiveText in the past year. NCATE 

requirements continued to drive the decision to collect Key Assessment Data. Professors 

of record collect and analyze Key Assessment Data in specified courses each semester. 

Their data are sent to the Program Chair of Advanced Studies in the fall of each academic 

year to be included in the Program Review. 

 

Listed below are those courses in the program that have identified a Key Assessment and 

the name of the Key Assessment: 

EDUC 6400 Social/Cultural Foundations in Education-Interview Project                     

EDUC 6500 Seminar on Curriculum Improvement and Construction-Research Paper 

EDUC 5150 The Reflective Practitioner (Capstone course)-Project/Video                    

SPED 6500 Advanced Studies in Special Education-Practicum                                       

EDUC 5500 Research in Education-Research Paper  

 

A new Key Assessment, EDUC 5200 Evaluation of Teaching and Learning – Literature 

Review/Research Paper and Reflection was added based on previous recommendations. 

 

No additional changes have been made in the program since the last review. 

IV. Assessment of Candidates 



Review of the Advanced Studies Program includes data from the following candidate 

assessment reports: enrollment and completer data were compiled and analyzed by the 

Program Review Chair; Milestone Review Program and the Portfolio Review were 

compiled and analyzed by the Unit Assessment Chair; Key Assessment data were 

compiled and analyzed by the Live Text Data Coordinator and individual faculty. In 

addition, College of Education faculty analyzed these data sources at the annual Data 

Retreat held on August 16, 2012. Analyses of these data sources inform the Advanced 

Studies Program faculty on an ongoing basis and in a more systemic way in the fall of 

each semester for the Program Review Report.  Additionally, a Follow-up Survey of 

Graduates informed the Advanced Studies APR Report. 

 

Enrollment Data 

The number of students currently enrolled in the Advanced Studies Degree as of August 

2012 is 56 (including RODP students).  

The following table represents student major content areas enrolled in the program: 

Content Area of Enrolled Students as of August 2012 
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 8   3 1 3 5 1 0 4 15 2 13 1 0 56 

 

Milestone Review 

At Milestone III, five (5) candidates submitted portfolios; zero (0) in fall 2011 and five 

(5) in spring 2012. Pass rate at Milestone III was 100%. 

 

Completion Rates 

Data related to candidate completion from the 2011-2012 academic year was collected 

and disaggregated into content area. Five (5) students completed the Advanced Studies 

Degree in May 2012. The following table illustrates the major content areas of students 

who completed the program in the 2011-2012 academic year: 

 

Content Area of Program Completers, August 2011-May 2012 
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  0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 5 

 

Key Assessments 

Key Assessment Data were collected and analyzed by Advanced Studies Program faculty 



for the following courses: 

 

EDUC 6400 Social/Cultural Foundations in Education-Interview Project 

Combined fall 2011 and spring 2012 data demonstrates ten (10) students completing the 

Key Assessment.  One (1) student scored below expectations on “appropriateness of 

selected interviewee”; one (1) student scored below expectations and one (1) student had 

missing information on “format and style”; one (1) student had missing information on 

“discussion”; one (1) student scored below expectations on overall assessment. 

 

EDUC 6500 Seminar on Curriculum Improvement and Construction-Research 

Paper  

In the fall 2011 term, twenty-four (24) students completed a research paper (in any 

program); however, individual data are not available.   

 

EDUC 5150 The Reflective Practitioner (Capstone course)-Project/Video 

In the spring 2012 term, five (5) students successfully completed the capstone project.  

All students exceeded, or far exceeded, each rubric component. 

 

SPED 6500 Advanced Studies in Special Education-Practicum 

No data were available. 

 

EDUC 5500 Research in Education-Research Paper 

In the fall 2011 term, twenty-four (24) students completed a research paper (in any 

program); however, individual data are not available.  

 

EDUC 5200 Evaluation of Teaching and Learning – Research/Reflection Project 

In the spring 2012 term, the key assessment was developed but not added to LiveText; 

therefore, no data is available for this term.  However, in summer 2012, ten (10) students 

completed the key assessment in this course.  All students met targets or performed in the 

“developing” range. 

 

Short Term Actions: 

1. Recommendation (continued): Collect enrollment and completer data for 

program review analysis in an ongoing and organized basis.  

Action Plan (continued): To accomplish this goal, a database for Advanced Studies 

Candidates will need to be built. Once the database is built, changes will be 

collected from the Graduate Coordinator on a semester basis and given to the 

Program Secretary for inputting. Include current and completer candidate data, 

content area specialization, and graduation dates. Disaggregate data based upon 

content concentration and other areas of data interest.  

Responsible Parties: Chair of Advanced Studies Program Review; Graduate     

Coordinator; Program Secretary 

 

2. Recommendation (continued): Create a Task Force to study the Advanced 

Degree Program and recommend changes, if needed, to create a dynamic and 

successful program that meets the needs of the students and surrounding area 



employers.  

Action Plan Recommended in 2010 (continued): Study the needs of the 

surrounding school districts. Study graduate Curriculum & Instruction Programs at 

other universities. Study the needs of prospective graduate students. Invite area 

administrators to provide input into program redesign through surveys or in an 

invited workshop. 

 

3. Recommendation (continued): Increase candidate completion rates.  

Action Plan Suggested in 2010 (continued): Study possibility of cohort creation 

and other options. Responsible Parties: Chair of Advanced Studies; Dean of 

College of Education; Department Chairs; College of Education Advanced Studies 

Faculty 

 

 

V. Assessment of Program Operations 

Evaluation of Data 

Data collection is ongoing in the Advanced Studies Program. Advanced Studies Program 

candidates are evaluated at several points in their program. GPA is evaluated at 

Milestones I, II and III reviews by university faculty each semester. The program 

standards are evaluated in the portfolio in Milestone I, II, and II reviews by university 

faculty each semester. Course completions and Key Assessments are maintained by 

Advanced Studies faculty each semester. Key Assessments were piloted in the 2008-2009 

school year and continued into the 2009-2010 school year. Key Assessments are being 

collected each semester by some faculty within the Advanced Studies Program. Some 

Key Assessments are not being collected. Data are unavailable for program completer 

surveys and local employer surveys. 

 

 

Short Term Actions: 

1. Recommendation (continued): Collect enrollment and completer data for 

program review analysis on an ongoing and organized basis.  

Action Plan: To accomplish this goal, a database for Advanced Studies 

Candidates will need to be built. Once the database is built, changes will be 

collected from the Graduate Coordinator on a semester basis and given to the 

Program Secretary for inputting. Include current and completer candidate data, 

content area specialization, and graduation dates. Disaggregate data based upon   

content concentration. 

Responsible Parties: Chair of Advanced Studies Program; Graduate Coordinator; 

Program Secretary 

 

2.  Recommendation (continued): Increase the number of program exit surveys.  

Action Plan: To accomplish this goal, distribute Advanced Studies Program 

surveys to students in their capstone course, EDUC 5150. Maintain anonymity by 

using proper data collection methods. All data should be sent to the Unit 

Assessment Chair who will compile for the annual Data Retreat. Two students 

completed the exit survey in Spring 2012. 



Responsible Parties: Advanced Studies faculty; Unit Assessment Chair 

 

3. Recommendation (continued): Increase the number of employer surveys.  

Action Plan: To accomplish this goal, more candidates need to graduate from the 

program. Numbers of candidates at the Capstone Course level is small. Once this 

number increases, employers may be targeted.  

Responsible Parties: COE Faculty; COE Administration; Task Force 

 

4. Recommendation (continued): Develop Key Assessments in the courses which 

do not currently collect Key Assessment Data. 

 EDUC 6800 Seminar in Teacher Effectiveness 

Action Plan: Suggested Key Assessment is a Research Paper. Instructors of 

record will collect and analyze the data yearly and provide a report to the Chair of 

the Advanced Studies Program.  

Responsible Parties: Instructors of record; Live Text coordinator; Chair of 

Advanced Studies; Program Secretary 

 EDUC 5611 Education Computer Applications Action Plan: Key Assessment 

should be developed. Instructors of record will collect and analyze the data yearly 

and provide a written report to the Chair of the Advanced Studies Program.  

Responsible Parties: Instructors of record; Live Text coordinator; Chair of 

Advanced Studies; Program Secretary 

 

5. Recommendation (continued): Systematically collect and analyze Key 

Assessment Data in all other core courses that already have selected Key 

Assessments.  

Action Plan: Instructors of record will collect and analyze the data and provide 

semester/yearly analysis to the Chair of the Program. Adjunct faculty who teach 

in the Advanced Program courses will collect Key Assessments. Adjunct faculty 

will need to be trained on how to collect Key Assessment Data. Responsible 

Parties: Instructors (including adjunct faculty) in the Advanced Studies Program; 

Department Chairs; Advanced Studies Program chair; Program secretary.  

 

6. Recommendation (continued): Communicate with faculty concerning data 

collection and analysis. 

Action Plan: Instructors of record need a more systematic procedure for 

understanding their role in data collection for the Review of the Program each 

year. The Chair of the Advanced Studies Program Review will email reminders 

about Key Assessment data collection and analysis each semester. Instructors will 

develop a common Key Assessment Analysis Report (see above 

recommendation) and provide that report to the Program Chair.  

Responsible Parties: Instructors (including adjunct faculty) in the Advanced 

Studies Program; Advanced Studies Program Review chair; Program secretary; 

Department Chair (s). 

 

7. Recommendation (continued): Embed components of the TPA into Advanced 

Studies courses. Action Plan: Instructors of record will include various parts of 



the TPA into assessments. The Advanced Studies Task Force will study in which 

classes components of the TPA would best fit. 

Responsible Parties: Instructors (including adjunct faculty) in the Advanced 

Studies Program; Advanced Studies Task Force; TQI faculty. 

 

8. Recommendation (continued): Promote adjunct instructor by increasing 

training on compliance with program review expectations.  

Action Plan: Adjunct faculty concerns are now being addressed in a faculty 

meeting. The Program Review Chair will attend the adjunct faculty meeting and 

train adjunct faculty in the Advanced Studies Program on how to use Key 

Assessments and other program expectations. 

Responsible Parties: Instructors (including adjunct faculty) in the Advanced 

Studies Program; Advanced Studies Chair. 

 

VI. Assessment System 

Some data for the Advanced Studies Program exists, but easy access to the data and an 

ongoing, systemic vehicle for collection and analysis are problematic. Additionally, 

several data sets which may inform the working of the Advanced Studies Program are 

unavailable or the numbers are inadequate for analysis. Two (2) students completed a 

graduate exit survey for the 2011-2012 academic year. 

 

In this academic year a Task Force should be created to analyze the Advanced Studies 

Program (continued recommendation). This Task Force will study the needs of the 

program and suggest changes. The Task Force will study ways to continue to implement 

the TPA into the program. As changes are implemented, databases will need to be 

developed to monitor changes, identify new data sources, and analyze those data. 

 


