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I. Name of Program: SPED C & I (graduate program) 

 

II. Provide list of Reviewers: Special Education Faculty: Dr. Lowrance, Dr. Gold, Dr. 

Grogan and Professor Lynch 

 

  

III.  Program Description: 

 

This graduate program leads to the Master of Arts degree in Education (M.A.Ed.). This program 

provides advanced study in Special Education and prepares professionals in special education to 

more adequately serve students with disabilities in the schools, our community agencies and 

mental health facilities. Preparation standards used in this program are the advanced content 

standards endorsed by the Council for Exceptional Children (CEC).  Successful graduates have 

had experience in not only special education content knowledge and skills but, general research 

in the field of education. 

. 

 

IV. Changes in Program 

 

1. Based on program evaluation, the special education faculty has recently decided to write 

a proposal to create a curriculum course that focuses on special education and curriculum 

issues. This proposal is going through evaluation at this time. If approved, the new course 

will give our students an opportunity to explore curriculum issues that specifically impact 

special education, collaboration with general education, meeting common core standards 

and more.    

 

2. Based on our ongoing annual program evaluation, this year the special education team 

has established a committee whose sole purpose is to strengthen our recruitment and 

retention of special education majors. This committee will explore innovative ways to 

offer program coursework that might increase our student enrollment.   

 

V. Program Strengths 

 

1. The special education faculty created a capstone course as the summative assessment of 

this degree program. The capstone course has proven to be a more effective and 

functional manner by which to evaluate content knowledge. 

2. Courses are taught by a variety of full-time tenure-track faculty with terminal degrees to 

associate faculty members who are still currently working in the field. These associate 

faculty also have terminal degrees in special education (or related areas) and bring a 

strong, current, up to the minute value-added component to our program.  



3. Two graduates from the program completed the follow-up study of graduates.  Graduates 

were asked to rate  how well the program had prepared them to work with special needs 

students on a 1 to 3 scale with 3 being – Very Prepared and 1 being – Not Well Prepared. 

The survey follows: 

 

Item 

N = 2 
Average 

Standard 

Deviation 

1. I understand the principles and theories of good special 

education practice. 
3 0.00 

2. I understand the unique learning styles and rates of learning in 

students with disabilities. 
3 0.00 

3. I am aware that beliefs, traditions, and values across and within 

cultures affect relationships between students, families, and 

school communities. 

3 0.00 

4. I know a repertoire of evidence-based instructional strategies to 

use in individualized instruction of students with exceptional 

learning characteristics. 

3 0.00 

5. I can create learning environments that foster cultural 

understanding, safety, and emotional wellbeing, as well as 

positive interactions and active engagement of students with 

exceptional learning characteristics. 

2.5 0.71 

6. I understand how atypical and typical language development 

might effect and enhance communication with all students, 

regardless of language differences. 

3 0.00 

7. I can develop long-range instructional plans and to incorporate 

these into IEP's that govern all children's learning in a variety of 

learning environments. 

3 0.00 

8. I can use assessment data of normative and authentic type from 

a variety of professions and instruments that bring information 

to bear on how well a child can learn and is learning in the 

classroom. 

2.5 0.71 

9. I understand that knowledge grows and situations and laws 

change, requiring lifelong learning on my part to keep up. 
3 0.00 

10. I can collaborate with parents, other professionals, and persons 

from community agencies to facilitate the best of learning from 

my students. 

3 0.00 

11. I seek advice from others and draw on education research 

scholarship to improve my practice. 
2.5 0.71 

12. I use current technologies and other resources to promote 

student learning in mathematics. 
2.5 0.71 

13. I regularly reflect on teaching and learning. 3 0.00 

Overall, how would you rate your satisfaction with your 

preparation in the Curriculum and Instruction – Special Education 

program? 

3 0.00 

 

The results of this survey showed satisfaction with our program.  

 

 



 

VI. Program Weaknesses 

 

1. The number of students enrolling in the C & I program has drastically reduced over the 

past five years due to the increase of the Masters of Arts in Teaching degree.   

 

Since 2007, the number of graduates in the C and I – Special Education program has 

dropped from 6 in 2007 to 3 in 2012.  This drop is due to two factors.  One, before 2007, 

candidates who wished to become licensed in Special Education at the graduate level 

completed this program.  Candidates now complete the licensure program through the 

MAT.  Second, the State changed the requirements for those wishing to add the special 

education endorsement so that candidates are no longer required to take coursework.  

Many are obtaining their license through the PRAXIS exam. 

 

2. Based on program evaluation, we are seeking ways to add more variety to the media 

options of how we offer our graduate programs (99% online, weekend offerings, etc.). 

 

VII.   Assessment of Candidates 

 

What do the summarized reports (portfolio review, milestone review, student teacher 

information, PRAXIS scores, program completion rates, exit surveys, employer survey, and 

graduate follow-up survey) data sets show about the performance of your candidates.   

Candidates demonstrate their knowledge of the CEC standards through key assessments aligned 

with coursework.  The major assessment is done in the capstone course – SPED 6570.  Because 

this process is new, data on its effectiveness is limited. 

IX. Assessment of Program Operations 

When we review mean data it shows that students are very satisfied with our program; however, 

when we disaggregate the data there are isolated numbers that report a slight dissatisfaction, 

mainly due to specific individual personal experiences that may have impacted their school 

experiences. Although this does not directly reflect on our program, when working with students 

we are concerned about their complete program and how we can make their school experience 

work for them in their professional and personal lives.   

X. Summary of Proposed Changes 

1. Increase enrollment, specifically in cohorts 

2. Better alignment of courses 

3. More innovative service delivery of our courses to attract a wider net of students 

 



XI. Assessment System 

We need to continue to not only see the mean data but, specific outliers because they can impact 

student opinion, thus program success.  

 

 
 
 


