Annotated Data Chart

1. The top of the light-colored bar goes
to the maximum possible score for the
criterion based on the rubric.

2. The top of the dark-colored bar shows

the mean score achieved by students.
3. Inthis case, the maximum score was

The mean
score earned
by students.
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SLO 1 RUbI’iC Criteria Score Means 12 points and the mean score 10.75.

AY09-10
N=50

Criterion 1 Criterion 2 Criterion 3 Criterion 4
Identify Problem Analysis Supporting Writing
Evidence
outof 4 outof 12 outof 4
87.50% 97.50% 89.58% 77.50%

The maximum J \

possible score. The percentage of the total score

attained, on average. In this case:

10.75 + 12 = 89.58%. The difference
between the mean and the total
possible score is represented by the
lightly shaded area of the bar.




Educational Leadership Program
Fall 2008 and 2009 Qualifying Papers
Spring 2010 Dissertations
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Educational Leadership Program
N=61
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00 -

X 50.00 W 2.71 Qualifying Paper
40.00 - yingrap
30.00 m 3.75 Dissertation
20.00 -

10.00 -
0.00 - - .
4 Points3 Points 2 Points 1 Point 0 Point
Fall 2008-Spring 2010
Qualifying Paper and Dissertation Means
Comparison
Educational Leadership Program

4.00
3.50
3.00

8 250

5 2.00

& 150
1.00
0.50
0.00

Qualifying Paper Dissertation
N=49

Outcome 1: Students demonstrate the ability to advocate for all stakeholders, utilizing the knowledge and tools
necessary, to create and sustain vibrant educational environments.

Outcome 2: Students demonstrate the knowledge and skills to apply organizational theory, management skills,
leadership strategies, and data to transform organizations.

Outcome 3: Students demonstrate the ability to select, interpret, and apply theory and research to address a
variety of compelling problems in urban education.

Outcome 4: Students demonstrate the ability to plan and conduct research and evaluation studies with a clear
purpose to improve educational lives of others and based on findings make recommendations to improve future
educational practices.

Outcome 5: Students demonstrate foundational and practical knowledge to incorporate ethical, legal, and
professional behaviors to increase equitable educational opportunities and academic achievement for all students.
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Outcome 3: Students demonstrate the ability to select, interpret, and apply theory and research to address a
variety of compelling problems in urban education.

Qualifying Paper
SLO 3
Fall 2008 and Fall 2009
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Qualifying Paper Rubric Criteria Score Means (0-4)
5103
1st & 2nd Cohort (Fall 2008 and Fall 2009)
N=49*

Criterion 1 Criteria 2 Criterion 3 Criterion 5 Criterion & Criterion @
Introduction Problem Framework Lit Review Discussion

73.53% 67.60% &4.56% 66.859% 65.17% 67.21% T2.18% T1.26%

*Rubric changed between first and second administration of the qualifying paper. Criterion 1,2,6,7 N=23 Criterion 3,5,8,9 N=49.

Scores were not given for Criterion 4
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Outcome 1-5 Disseratation

Dissertation
SLO 1-5
Spring 2010
N=12
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Criterion 1

Introduction Li

93.40%

Criterion 2

Dissertation Rubric Criteria Score Means (0-4)
S5L01-5
1st cohort (Spring 2010)
N=12

Criterion 7
APA

Criterion &
Schalarly Writin

Criterion 5
Summary

Criterion 4
Findings Results

Criterion 3
Methadology

iterature
Rewview
94.79%

03.42% 95.85%
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