NATIONAL RECOGNITION REPORT
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NCATE recognition of this program is dependent on the review of the program by
representatives of the International Reading Association (IRA).

This report is in response to a(n):

B Initial Review O Revised Report [ Response to Condition

Program(s) Covered by this Program Type Award or Degree
Review Level(s)
Reading\Language Arts Reading Specialist Master's

PART A—RECOGNITION DECISION (see Section G for specifics on decision)

| A.1—SPA Decision on NCATE recognition of the program(s):

O Nationally recognized

[ Nationally recognized with conditions
O Recognition decision deferred

O Not nationally recognized

:F A.2—Test Results (from information supplied in Assessment #1, if applicable)
The program meets or exceeds an 80% pass rate on state licensure exams:
. Yes O No O Not applicable [ Not able to determine

Comments:




A.3—Summary of Strengths: The program has established a portfolio system to assess
candidates as they progress through the program. Faculty are using data collected to evaluate

the program The State of Michigan’s exam seems to align fairly well with IRA standards. There is
a high passage rate. A substantial number of credit hours in this degree focus on the specifics ::lf
Reading and Reading instruction, and not just general education topics.

PART B—STATUS OF MEETING SPA STANDARDS

M = Met NM = Not Met
Specific Specific Specific Specific
IRA Standard Program or Program or Program or Program or
Level Level Level Level

Standard 1. Foundational Knowledge. Candidates have knowledge of
writing processes and instruction. As a result, candidates:

the foundations of reading and

Standard 1.1, Demonstrate
knowledge of psychological,
sociological, and linguistic
foundations of reading and writing
processes and instruction.

‘M

Comment: This standard is addressed in the course assignments and program portfolio, The MCCT
assessment, which is closely aligned with IRA standards, also measures candidates’ performance in this
area. In addition, faculty have developed assignments that support data collected from the MCCT, which
reguire candidates to reflect on their content kmwledge and show interrelationships.

Standard 1.2, Demonstrate
knowledge of reading research and
histories of reading.

M |
|

Comment: See comment under 1.1.

Standard 1.3. Demonstrate
knowledge of language develop-
ment and reading acquisition and
the variations related to culture and
linguistic diversity.

Comment: See comment under 1.1.

Standard 1.4. Demonstrate
knowledge of the major components
of reading (phonemic awareness,
word identification and phonics,
vocabulary and background
knowledge, fluency, comprehension
strategies, and motivation) and how
they are integrated in fluent reading.

Comment: See comment under 1.1.

Standard 2. Instructional Strategies and Curriculum Materials. Candidates use a wide range of
instructional practices, approaches, methods, and curriculum materials to support reading and writing

instruction.

As a result, the candidates:

! More than one column may be used for standards decisions if the program report encompasses more than

one program.







