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I. Statement of Nature and Purpose of the Qualifying Examination
The purpose of the qualifying examination is to assess students’ breadth and depth of knowledge of research design, statistics, measurement, evaluation, and the philosophical foundations of inquiry, and their ability to apply this knowledge in educational and related contexts.  The qualifying examination also assesses students’ readiness to begin the doctoral dissertation research.
Consistent with the College’s guiding principles for the qualifying examination, the Department of Educational Measurement and Research holds to the principle that the examination represents an experience that is greater than the sum of the coursework that precedes it.  Hence, the qualifying examination is neither a repetition of exercises and performances previously encountered in coursework, nor an opportunity to complete advanced work on the dissertation.

The Department also adheres to the principle that the qualifying examination is a summative evaluation.  It represents a terminal performance where students demonstrate a level of scholastic mastery that allows them to begin the task of independent research.  At the same time, successful completion of the qualifying examination is a rite of passage that heralds a new relationship between mentor and protégé. 
II. Description of Learner Outcomes

As deemed appropriate by the student’s Doctoral Advisory Committee, the qualifying exam will provide evidence of the student’s mastery and facility with the breadth of content comprising the Ph.D. program in Educational Measurement and Evaluation. This content includes:

A) Measurement Theory (including classical test theory, item response theory, and generalizability theory)
B) Evaluation (including evaluation theory, evaluation models, systems theory, and evaluation practice)

C) Research Design (including quantitative experimental, quantitative nonexperimental, qualitative, and mixed methods)
D) Statistical Analysis (including ANOVA, regression, multivariate, multilevel, and structural equation modeling)
E) Theories, topics, and issues in the area of the student’s educational focus
III. Qualifying Examination Options

 Students in the doctoral program in Measurement and Evaluation will take one of two options for their qualifying examination:
 Option I:  The 3-day college-wide examination, or
 Option II. Write a comprehensive scholarly paper as is described in Sec. IV-X below. 
IV. Type/Format of Qualifying Examination Questions (Profile of Exam)-Option II
The student will develop a scholarly product that shows the student’s depth of understanding and appropriate application of principles in the areas of measurement, evaluation, research design, statistical analyses, and the philosophical foundations of inquiry.   The following are examples of approved product formats. Other formats will be submitted to the Department for approval.

A. Critical reflection on disseminated research study. In consultation with the doctoral advisory committee, the doctoral student will select a research study that the student has conducted and for which he or she is the primary investigator that is (a) published, (b) accepted for publication, (c) under revision where the author has been invited to revise and resubmit, or (d) presented at a refereed national/international conference and subsequently submitted for publication. The research study would be expected to be completed, at least in part, during the student’s tenure in the program. The student will write a 25-35 page critical reflection that situates the research study and resultant article within a broader line of research in the field, and will address the broader methodological, theoretical and other substantive issues in research design, statistics, measurement, evaluation, and the philosophical foundations of inquiry that relate to the research study.  
B. Methodological analysis of contemporary educational issues. In consultation with the doctoral advisory committee, the doctoral student will select a contemporary educational issue of interest and provide a comprehensive, critical analysis of the methodological concerns related to the issue and inquiry associated with it. The student will produce a written methodological analysis in a format suitable for submission to a professional journal.  If the chosen educational issue coupled with the target journal requirements do not allow for writing in all areas (measurement, evaluation, research design, statistical analysis, and educational foundations), the student will produce an additional paper that provides discussion and exploration of connections between the methodological analysis and the omitted areas.   
C. Secondary analysis of educational data. In consultation with the doctoral advisory committee, the doctoral student will identify an educational issue that may be informed by appropriate analysis of existing data. The student will obtain the data, conduct an appropriate analysis, and produce a written paper, discussing the strengths and limitations of the original analyses, provide a rationale for the methodological approach used in the reanalysis, provide a thoughtful and appropriate reporting and interpretation of results of the reanalysis consistent with current standards in the field, and discuss differences and new insights gleaned from the reanalysis that were not evident in the original analysis of these data. The paper should be in a format suitable for submission to a professional journal.  If the chosen scope of the analysis coupled with the target journal requirements do not allow for writing in all areas (measurement, evaluation, research design, statistical analysis, and the philosophical foundations of inquiry), the student will produce an additional paper that provides discussion and exploration of connections between the secondary analysis and the omitted areas.   
V. Criteria for Evaluation of Examination Performance
The qualifying examination will be independently evaluated by each member of a student’s Doctoral Advisory Committee. Specific elements of the evaluation rubric will be developed and approved by the Doctoral Committee, but will include at a minimum specific ratings for the depth of understanding and appropriate application of principles in the areas of measurement, evaluation, research design, statistics, and the philosophical foundations of inquiry as well as an overall rating.  The student passes the qualifying examination if all members of the doctoral committee provide an overall rating of at least Satisfactory. 
An example rubric is provided on the next page.

Ph.D. Qualifying Examination

Committee Rating of Student Performance
Student Name: ____________________                                    Rater: _______________

Student Learning Outcomes: Students completing the doctoral program in Measurement and Evaluation will demonstrate knowledge of the specialized content in their field.

Means of Assessment: Ph.D. students may complete a 12-hour written comprehensive exam or a scholarly paper in their subject matter field. Areas of content in the specialization may include measurement, evaluation, research design, statistical analysis, philosophical foundations of inquiry. In addition, content relevant to the student’s educational focus will be addressed.  
Evaluation of Performance: The student passes the qualifying examination if all members of the doctoral committee provide an overall rating of at least Satisfactory (or a rating of 3.0)
Directions: Please rate the doctoral student’s performance in each area (component) listed below, and provide an overall rating for performance on the qualifying exams. If you are unable to rate an area, please check the response option U/R (Unable to Rate).  

	Component
	Unsatisfactory
1
	Marginal

2
	Satisfactory

3
	Strong

4
	Outstanding
5
	U/R

	Understanding and Application in Measurement

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Understanding and Application in Evaluation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Understanding and Application in Research 
Design
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Understanding and Application in Statistical Analysis
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Understanding of the Philosophies of Inquiry 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Understanding of Theories, Topics, and Issues in the Area of Educational Focus
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Clarity of Expression
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Overall Rating
	
	
	
	
	
	


Rubric:

Unsatisfactory: Candidate shows very limited knowledge of major concepts, theories,                          issues and practices pertinent to this area. Applications cited are not consistent with current practice or assumptions or are not given where necessary.

Marginal: Candidate shows surface knowledge and understanding of most major concepts, theories, issues and practices pertinent to this area. Applications cited are frequently not consistent with current practice or assumptions or are frequently not given where necessary.

Satisfactory:  Candidate demonstrates general knowledge and understanding of the                        major concepts, theories, issues and practices pertinent to this area. Applications are generally consistent with current practice and assumptions.
Strong:  Candidate generally demonstrates in-depth knowledge and understanding of major concepts, theories, issues and practices pertinent to this area. Applications cited are generally consistent with current practice or assumptions in the field.
Outstanding: Candidate consistently demonstrates in-depth knowledge and understanding of the                        major concepts, theories, issues and practices pertinent to this area. Applications are highly consistent with current practice and assumptions in the field.

VI. Procedures for Administration
The student will complete the application for qualifying examination during the first week of the semester in which the exam will be completed. The examination will be administered during the fall and spring semesters only, with a due date corresponding to the end of the week that the College-wide qualifying examinations are administered. The student will complete the exam independently and will not seek committee guidance or critique until the final document has been submitted for review.
VII. Position statement on whether and under what conditions exceptions to procedures are considered and who approves exceptions

Exceptions to these procedures must be submitted in writing by the major professor and approved by the doctoral advisory committee and the Department Chair.

VIII. Written guidelines that are to be disseminated to students in program / department 
A copy of this document will be provided to all doctoral students in the Educational Measurement and Evaluation Ph.D. program.

IX. Plan for communication to students and to Graduate Studies Office 

The major professor will communicate the exam results to the doctoral student and the COE Graduate Coordinator in writing using the “Verification of Qualifying Examination Results” form.
X. Stated policies and procedures on retakes when there is deviation from COEDU stated policy 

The Department will follow the College policy on qualifying examination retakes.

XI. Signatures of all program faculty verifying discussion of all items and agreeing to adhere to guidelines as described 

XII. Signature of Department Chair endorsing plan 
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