	Learner Analysis 
(4 in all- one for each hypothetical learner)



	Assignment Description:

The learner analysis projects are embedded in the on-line modules 2.1 (Eve), 2.2 (Ray), 2.3 (Maria), and 2.4 (Bob). Each of these modules focuses on one of the learners in our hypothetical class and expands upon the learning research related to their particular learning issues. The learner analysis entails the completion of two major activities for each on-line module in addition to active participation in the On-Line Discussion for the week – (See Discussion Rubric on Case Information page in the Course Menu).
1) Concept Map representing the major learning concepts/practices associated with the case of the week – Using Cmaps Tools

2) Narrative Plan for Learner  (1-2 pages) for each learner that describes: a) key learning cognitive goal(s) for the learner, b) potential interventions that may be useful for the student; c) evidence you will examine to know how the intervention is working (formative assessments); and d) a rationale for the proposed outcomes, interventions, and assessments.


	Criteria for the Learner Analyses



	Acceptable Criteria for Components:


	Advanced Criteria for Components 

(requires the acceptable criteria):

Maximum possible points = 20

	(3pts) Concept map includes:
Major theoretical concepts and practices concepts from the module,  readings, and your experience

Labeled links  showing the relationship between the concepts

Links reveal a hierarchical relationships between the super-ordinate abstract concepts and subordinate concrete concepts OR dynamic relationships between changing concepts
	(2pts) Concept map also includes:

Multiple branches off of key concepts that elaborate the meaning by showing important relationships

Cross links that analyze relationships across concept clusters.



	(3pts) The analysis includes learning outcomes or goals that can be assessed in some way. These outcomes point to learning priorities that emphasize improvement of the learner’s thinking.
	(2pts) Rationale for the outcomes is provided making an explicit connection with the theory/research in the module or texts. Explains why these learning outcomes ought to be prioritized.

	(3pts) The analysis includes 2 to 3 specific intervention ideas (tools or strategies) that would enhance the learner’s thinking and learning.


	(2pts) Rationale for intervention ideas draws clearly from the theory/research in the module or texts and explains how they should help the individual learn to think more effectively science.

	(3pts) The analysis proposes methods of assessment that are meaningful and practical and that will reveal the learner’s thinking.
	(2pts) Rationale for assessment methods explains how the assessment will reveal the learner’s thinking strategies, and how the teacher will know if learner is making progress. 


