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Reporting Note: Higher Education was a new program in 2023-24.  It has historically 
been reported as a subset of the counseling program.  As such there are few 
candidates and limited historical data to report on the program.  The program will grow 
in the future and offer points of reflection for Program Learning Outcomes.  In 2024-25 
the program added students and an additional year of historical data to 2023-24 
baselines. 

 
Learning Outcome:  Candidates articulate research question(s) connected to an area of focus. 
 
Outcome Measure 1: GED6095 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):  
Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 1 Introduction of the 
GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
 
Aligned with DQP Learning Areas (circle one or more but not all five): 

1. Specialized Knowledge 
2. Broad Integrative Knowledge 
3. Intellectual Skills/Core Competencies 
4. Applied and Collaborative Learning, and 
5. Civic and Global Learning 

 
 Average Score on Introduction section of GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
  2023-24 2024-25* 3 yr Avg (SD) 
Number of Students  2 12 NA Introduction   3.0 2.75 
*2024-25 data collected 6/02/25, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Only preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the data at this point.  This program is 
only two years old and has a small enrollment.  As program enrollment grows, we will 
have better data to draw conclusions upon. 

• The N increased substantially for this program in 2024-25. 
• Criteria is Met - The indicator decreased from its initial ceiling while remaining well above 

the criteria for success of 2.0. 
 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data. 
 
Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates synthesize research from/in the primary field of study. 
 
Outcome Measure 2: GED6095 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):  
Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 2 Literature Review of 
the GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
 
Aligned with DQP Learning Areas (circle one or more but not all five): 

1. Specialized Knowledge 
2. Broad Integrative Knowledge 
3. Intellectual Skills/Core Competencies 
4. Applied and Collaborative Learning, and 
5. Civic and Global Learning 

 
 Average Score on Literature Review section of GED6095 Final Project 

Rubric. 
  2023-24 2024-25* 3 yr Avg (SD) 
Number of Students  2 12 NA Literature Review  3.0 2.83 
*2024-25 data collected 6/02/25, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Only preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the data at this point.  This program is 
only two years old and has a small enrollment.  As program enrollment grows, we will 
have better data to draw conclusions upon. 

• The N increased substantially for this program in 2024-25. 
• Criteria is Met - The indicator decreased from its initial ceiling while remaining well above 

the criteria for success of 2.0. 
 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and no previous years of data. 
 
Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates convey their data collection and analysis methods. 
 
Outcome Measure 3: GED6095 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):  
Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 3 Artifacts of the 
GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
 
Aligned with DQP Learning Areas (circle one or more but not all five): 

1. Specialized Knowledge 
2. Broad Integrative Knowledge 
3. Intellectual Skills/Core Competencies 
4. Applied and Collaborative Learning, and 
5. Civic and Global Learning 

 
 Average Score on Artifacts section of GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
  2023-24 2024-25* 3 yr Avg (SD) 
Number of Students  2 12 NA Artifacts  3.0 2.83 
*2024-25 data collected 6/02/25, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Only preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the data at this point.  This program is 
only two years old and has a small enrollment.  As program enrollment grows we will 
have better data to draw conclusions upon. 

• The N increased substantially for this program in 2024-25. 
• Criteria is Met - The indicator decreased from its initial ceiling while remaining well above 

the criteria for success of 2.0. 
 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and no previous years of data. 
 
Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates connect research findings and recommendations to initial 
research questions and the larger field of education. 
 
Outcome Measure 4: GED6095 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):  
Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 4 Reflection on 
Artifacts of the GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
 
Aligned with DQP Learning Areas (circle one or more but not all five): 

1. Specialized Knowledge 
2. Broad Integrative Knowledge 
3. Intellectual Skills/Core Competencies 
4. Applied and Collaborative Learning, and 
5. Civic and Global Learning 

 
 Average Score on Reflection on Artifacts section of GED6095 Final 

Project Rubric. 
  2023-24 2024-25* 3 yr Avg (SD) 
Number of Students  2 12 

NA Reflection on 
Artifacts 

 3.0 2.75 

*2024-25 data collected 6/02/25, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 
 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Only preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the data at this point.  This program is 
only two years old and has a small enrollment.  As program enrollment grows we will 
have better data to draw conclusions upon. 

• The N increased substantially for this program in 2024-25. 
• Criteria is Met - The indicator decreased from its initial ceiling while remaining well above 

the criteria for success of 2.0. 
 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and no previous years of data. 
 
Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates explain the relevance of their research to the field of 
education and their educator practices. 
 
Outcome Measure 5: GED6095 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):  
Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 5 Reflection on 
Capstone of the GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
 
Aligned with DQP Learning Areas (circle one or more but not all five): 

1. Specialized Knowledge 
2. Broad Integrative Knowledge 
3. Intellectual Skills/Core Competencies 
4. Applied and Collaborative Learning, and 
5. Civic and Global Learning 

 
 Average Score on Reflection on Capstone section of GED6095 Final 

Project Rubric. 
  2023-24 2024-25* 3 yr Avg (SD) 
Number of Students  2 12 

NA Reflection on 
Capstone 

 3.0 2.58 

*2024-25 data collected 6/02/25, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 
 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Only preliminary conclusions can be drawn from the data at this point.  This program is 
only two years old and has a small enrollment.  As program enrollment grows we will 
have better data to draw conclusions upon. 

• The N increased substantially for this program in 2024-25. 
• Criteria is Met - The indicator decreased from its initial ceiling while remaining well above 

the criteria for success of 2.0. 
o The overall average on this indicator, Reflection on Capstone, decreased most 

among this set of indicators.  Outcome measures 1-4 ranged from 2.75 to 2.83 in 
2024-25 while this one fell to 2.58.  This is a point of observation that will be 
monitored in the next academic year. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and no previous years of data. 
 
Rubric Used 

 
 


