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Learning Outcome:  Candidates will articulate research questions connected to an area of 
focus and justify their significance within the field. 
 
Outcome Measure 1a: GED6095 Written Product 
Outcome Measure 1b: GED6099 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):   
1a. Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 1 Introduction of 
the GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
1b. Candidate average score of (3.0) out of a possible (4.0) points on Criteria 1 Area of Focus 
and Introduction of the GED6099 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 

 

Outcome 1a. Average Score on Introduction section of GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students 3 5 2 
3.0 

Average 3.0 3.0 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 

Outcome 1b. Average Score on Introduction section of GED6099 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students NA NA 2 
NA 

Average NA NA 4.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Low demand has prompted an internal SOE study and planned program revision. 

• This is the third year this program pathway has been in place.  At this early juncture, and 
with such a small N, meaningful conclusions cannot be drawn. 

• Observations 
o there are few students on this pathway 
o Criteria is Met - those that are included in this indicator scored at the ceiling of 

the rubric in 2023-24, 2024-25 and 2025-26.  While few candidates are selecting 
this program pathway, those that do are being well prepared and performing 
strongly on their thesis and capstone projects. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data.  It is worth noting scores for all three 
years this data has been collected have been at the ceiling of the rubric. The addition of the MS 
students, reflected in Outcome B, helps ensure both Masters of Science and Masters of Arts 
candidates are included in reporting. 
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Outcome 1a. Rubric Used 

 
 
Outcome 1b. Rubric Used 

 



School of Education: PLO Data – MA SPED, 2025-26 

 
 

p.3 

 

Learning Outcome:  Candidates will synthesize research in their primary field of study to 
inform understanding and practice. 
 
Outcome Measure 2a: GED6095 Written Product 
Outcome Measure 2b: GED6099 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):   
2a. Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 2 Literature 
Review of the GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
2b. Candidate average score of (3.0) out of a possible (4.0) points on Criteria 2 Literature 
Review of the GED6099 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 

 

Outcome 2a. Average Score on Literature Review section of GED6095 Final Project 
Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students 3 5 2 
2.9 

Average 3.0 2.8 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 

Outcome 2b. Average Score on Literature Review section of GED6099 Final Project 
Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students NA NA 2 
NA 

Average NA NA 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Low demand has prompted an internal SOE study and planned program revision. 

• This is the third year this program pathway has been in place.  At this early juncture, and 
with such a small N, meaningful conclusions cannot be drawn. 

• Observations 
o there are few students on this pathway 
o Criteria is Met - those that are included in this indicator scored at the ceiling of 

the rubric in 2023-24 and 2025-26.  While few candidates are selecting this 
program pathway, those did in 2025-26 were well prepared as evidenced on this 
thesis and capstone indicator. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data.  It is worth noting scores for all three 
years this data has been collected have been at the ceiling of the rubric. The addition of the MS 
students, reflected in Outcome B, helps ensure both Masters of Science and Masters of Arts 
candidates are included in reporting. 
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Outcome 2a. Rubric Used 

 
 
Outcome 2b. Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates will be able to clearly describe, justify, and communicate their 
data collection and analysis methods in ways appropriate to the field of study. 
 
Outcome Measure 3a: GED6095 Written Product 
Outcome Measure 3b: GED6099 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):   
3a. Candidate average score of (2.0) out of a possible (3.0) points on Criteria 3 Artifacts of the 
GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 
3b. Candidate average score of (3.0) out of a possible (4.0) points on Criteria 3 Methods and 
Data Analysis of the GED6099 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 

 

Outcome 3a Average Score on Artifacts section of GED6095 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students 3 5 2 
2.9 

Average 2.67 3.0 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 

Outcome 3b Average Score on Methods section of GED6099 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students NA NA 2 
NA 

Average NA NA 3.5 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Low demand has prompted an internal SOE study and planned program revision. 

• This is the third year this program pathway has been in place.  At this early juncture, and 
with such a small N, meaningful conclusions cannot be drawn. 

• Observations 
o there are few students on this pathway 
o Criteria is Met - those that are included in this indicator scored at the ceiling of 

the rubric in 2024-25 and 2025-26.  While few candidates are selecting this 
program pathway, those that do are being well prepared and performing strongly 
on their thesis and capstone projects. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data.  It is worth noting scores for two of the 
three years this data has been collected have been at the ceiling of the 3a rubric. The addition 
of the MS students, reflected in Outcome B, helps ensure both Masters of Science and Masters 
of Arts candidates are included in reporting. 
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Outcome 3a. Rubric Used 

 
 
Outcome 3b. Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates will analyze research findings, draw evidence-based 
recommendations, and connect them to their research questions and the field of education. 
 

Outcome Measure 4a: GED6095 Written Product 
Outcome Measure 4b: GED6099 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):   
4a. 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. 
4b. Candidate average score of (3.0) out of a possible (4.0) points on Criteria 4 Findings of the 
GED6099 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 

 

Outcome 4a. Average Score on Reflection on Artifacts section of GED6095 Final 
Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25* 2025-26 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students 3 5 2 
2.9 

Average 2.67 3.0 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 

Outcome 4b. Average Score on Findings section of GED6099 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26* 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students NA NA 2 
NA 

Average NA NA 3.5 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Low demand has prompted an internal SOE study and planned program revision. 

• This is the third year this program pathway has been in place.  At this early juncture, and 
with such a small N, meaningful conclusions cannot be drawn. 

• Observations 
o there are few students on this pathway 
o Criteria is Met - those that are included in this indicator scored at the ceiling of 

the rubric in 2024-25 and 2025-26.  While few candidates are selecting this 
program pathway, those that do are being well prepared and performing strongly 
as evidenced by their thesis and capstone project scores. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data.  It is worth noting scores for two of 
three years this data has been collected have been at the ceiling of the 4a rubric. The addition 
of the MS students, reflected in Outcome B, helps ensure both Masters of Science and Masters 
of Arts candidates are included in reporting. 
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Outcome 4a. Rubric Used 

 
 
Outcome 4b. Rubric Used 
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Learning Outcome:  Candidates will critically evaluate their research and explain its relevance 
to the field and their professional practice using evidence. 
 
Outcome Measure 5a: GED6095 Written Product 
Outcome Measure 5b: GED6099 Written Product 
 
Criteria for Success (how do you judge if the students have met your standards):   
5a. 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. 
5b. Candidate average score of (3.0) out of a possible (4.0) points on Criteria 5 Discussion 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 

 

Outcome 5a. Average Score on Reflection on Capstone section of GED6095 Final 
Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26 3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students 3 5 2 
2.9 

Average 3.0 2.8 3.0 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 

Outcome 5b. Average Score on Discussion section of GED6099 Final Project Rubric. 

 2023-24 2024-25 2025-26*  3 yr Weighted Avg 

Number of Students NA NA 2 
NA 

Average NA NA 3.5 
*2025-26 data collected 6/02/26, prior to the conclusion of the summer term. 

 
 
 
Conclusions Drawn from Data: 

• Low demand has prompted an internal SOE study and planned program revision. 

• This is the third year this program pathway has been in place.  At this early juncture, and 
with such a small N, meaningful conclusions cannot be drawn. 

• Observations 
o there are few students on this pathway 
o Criteria is Met - those that are included in this indicator scored at the ceiling of 

the rubric in 2023-24 and 2025-26.  While few candidates are selecting this 
program pathway, those that do are being well prepared and performing strongly 
as they critically evaluate their thesis and capstone projects. 

 
Changes to be Made Based on Data: 
None at this point due to small N and little historical data.  It is worth noting scores for all three 
years this data has been collected have been at the ceiling of the rubric. The addition of the MS 
students, reflected in Outcome B, helps ensure both Masters of Science and Masters of Arts 
candidates are included in reporting. 
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Outcome 5a. Rubric Used 

 
 
Outcome 5b. Rubric Used 

 
 


