M.Ed. in Community Health/HPERD
 2008 NCA Progress Report 
Introduction/Context:  This program provides a multidisciplinary approach for professionals interested in careers in community health education or in the private health care sector.  A variety of undergraduate majors (e.g., nursing, gerontology, health education, sociology, psychology, allied health, physical education) may prepare students for employment opportunities in this professional field.  A background in anatomy, physiology, and general health is required.

Goals:
 The program’s six primary goals are as follows:

1. Students will demonstrate knowledge of the relationships of specific content areas in health education to the needs of community/public health services and programs.

2. Students will demonstrate understanding of the principles, functions, and services of community and public health.

3. Students will be able to identify the variables – economic, political, and social – which influence community health planning, implementation, and evaluation.

4. Students will be able to discuss the duties and roles of community/public health education in the prevention of disease and the improvement of the nation’s health status.

5. Students will demonstrate skills and knowledge in an area of emphasis selected to meet personal and/or professional background and needs.

6. Students will gain experience in a community health agency in the greater Cleveland area.

Program faculty who reflected on what was considered to be “best practice” developed these goals.  Departmental faculty were consulted and provided input, where necessary.  Goals have been constant since this program commenced.

Outcomes:  As they relate to the six goals listed above, the program’s intended outcomes are tabled in the accompanying Status Report These outcomes along with the previously mentioned goals were developed concurrently.  Program and departmental faculties performed similar functions as indicated above.  Outcomes have not been revised since initially developed.  

Research:  Evidence from the selected course (HED 551), comprehensive examinations, and practicum evaluations (which include the assessment of professional standards as contained in the Graduate Practicum Guidelines) is used to determine if goals and outcomes are being met.  Although these evaluation tools have not been revised as they provide sufficient information for oversight, students also maintain a standards-based professional portfolio that is formally assessed as part of the practicum experience.  This portfolio has the discipline’s standards listed and each student has to submit at samples of student work (from a core course or practicum experience) that align with the standard.  For example, one of the standards for Community Health relates to health education programming so a student could upload their needs assessment for a program plan as way to demonstrate they are meeting that standard.  The complete portfolio is finalized and reviewed during the practicum experience.
Findings:  Data analysis has consisted primarily of frequency counts and percentages that were then aggregated and treated in a manner that reflect overall program outcomes.  The sample size (N column) varies according to the number of courses enrollees (HED 551), practicum, and comprehensive exam students across the three semesters covered by this review.  This year, multiple year data were provided based on feedback from last year’s review.  The practicum evaluation is a 13 Likert-like scale for the site supervisors to rate the student’s performance at the practicum site. Ratings are based on a numerical scale with (1 fails to meet expectations, 2 student performs below expectations, 3 meets expectation and 4 student exceeds expectations). As noted on the table, our 3 year trends are positive, there is a program group meeting early this fall to specifically review the items regarding comprehensive exams and the assessment tool. We have had some changes in faculty (due to hire and resignation), and core course teaching changes.  This group of program faculty will also review grading rubrics for comp questions and ensure all faculty are using same criteria with similar interpretations 
Review:  As indicated by the data, the program faculty need to review the items assessed to ensure they are still relevant with the comprehensive exam questions currently being assessed.  It is believed this review by faculty will result in some changes in comp questions and to ensure salient points/topics are covered in all core courses regardless of the instructor 

Engaged Community:  The community health students complete a practicum in a regional health education/health promotion agency, business or governmental office where they often taken on major projects and initiatives.  Given the competing family and work demands of our students at the graduate level, no department wide efforts have been implemented.  Many class assignments, however, do require the students to interview practitioners and their programs.

Actions:  Overall, data-based decision-making has reinforced the department’s primary focus and initial direction as it relates to student learning.  A review of comprehensive examinations and consistent directives to faculty teaching core courses will be disseminated.  No further actions are deemed necessary given the general success of students in this program relative to performance on comprehensive examinations and in practicum.
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