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Portfolio Guidelines
Purpose 

The purpose of the Ph.D. in Education Portfolio is for the student to document her/his academic and professional growth and development in an organized, coherent, and selective record in order to facilitate evaluation by the student’s Program Advisory Committee.  The portfolio represents the scope and depth of a student's goals, plans, and accomplishments in coursework, independent study, research experiences, internships, and other advanced learning activities.  It also provides both a vehicle for self-reflection and a comprehensive account of a doctoral student's experiences and ongoing progress toward his or her academic and professional goals.  The review and evaluation process includes three presentations by the student to her/his Program Advisory Committee over the course of the program.
Expectations of the Student
In the Portfolio process, each student will:

1. Define her/his academic and professional goals; 

2. Formulate specific plans to achieve those goals through coursework, research 


    experiences, and field-based activities; 

3. Demonstrate growth in understanding her/his specializations and how knowledge in


    them is advanced through inquiry.

4. Synthesize and reflect upon the process and results of her/his learning activities;


5. Modify goals and plans as needed based on academic and reflective self-evaluation as 


    well as feedback from the student’s Program Advisory Committee;


6. Demonstrate readiness to proceed to the dissertation phase of the doctoral program. 

As students progress through the program, they periodically meet with their Program Advisory Committee Chairperson as well as the other members of their Program Advisory Committee to review and assess their goals, plans, understandings, and accomplishments, and to discuss possible modifications and additional work needed to facilitate continued progress in the doctoral program.  It is required that the students will make three separate presentations of their Portfolios to their Program Advisory Committee during the program.  When students complete the coursework phase of the program, a final meeting is held with the Program Advisory Committee.  This meeting is the context for conducting the third portfolio review, the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment, a formal evaluation of a student's readiness to proceed to the dissertation phase of the Ph.D. in Education program, which is analogous to the traditional doctoral comprehensive exam.
Portfolios


In our program, a portfolio is a selective and organized electronic record of your documented accomplishments as a student in the Ph.D. in Education program. It provides your Program Advisory Committee with the information it needs to assess your growth and development, and to suggest changes that more closely tie your goals to your program.


It is required that all students create electronic portfolios.  In addition to providing a demonstration of technological competence, electronic portfolios are easier to store, and can be more easily referenced and viewed by all committee members.  Students creating electronic portfolios are not required to include personal information such as addresses, phone numbers or social security numbers, but can present any such information, if needed, in the portfolio meetings.  Students can learn to create web-based electronic portfolios by enrolling in EDIT 772: Electronic Portfolios (2 credits). 


Web-based portfolios are not required.  As an alternative, students may elect to create electronic portfolios on CDs.  In this case, each member of the committee should be provided one copy of the CD two weeks prior to the portfolio meeting.

Students are not allowed to conduct two portfolio reviews on the same date and are expected to adhere to the schedule outlined below.

Scheduling a Portfolio Presentation.  Prior to presenting your three portfolios, you should meet with your Program Advisory Committee chairperson to ensure you are addressing the expectations for each portfolio. Once your chair has agreed, contact all members of your committee to locate dates for the presentation. The entire Committee must have two weeks to read and review your portfolio.

Once a date and time have been identified, please contact Ms. Joan Stahle (jstahle@gmu.edu) in the Ph.D. Office to secure a location.

Portfolio Assessment Review forms can be found here: http://gse.gmu.edu/programs/phd/forms/
Portfolio I (about 18 credits): Students must present their first Portfolio when they have successfully completed 18 credits of coursework, or before the end of their third semester of study.  It is required that you gain the approval of your Program Advisory Committee chairperson in advance of submitting your portfolio to your committee, and that you give the entire Committee two weeks to read and review your portfolio.

At this first Portfolio review meeting, you will present a proposed Program of Study to your Program Advisory Committee.  At this meeting you and your committee may agree to program changes. All members of the Committee and you should sign the Program of Study, thereby accepting it as your approved program.  Once signatures are secured, please submit this document to the Ph.D. in Education Office for your permanent files.  For this point forward, you will include the Program of Study in all three of your portfolios, and adjust it as necessary as you proceed (and file each change with the Ph.D. in Education office. Also at this meeting, sign and have your committee sign the Portfolio Assessment and Feedback I form (PAF I), and submit it to the Ph.D. in Education Office. Insert your copy of the PAFI in your portfolio. Use the feedback you receive from your Program Advisory Committee from Portfolio Review #1 in preparing for Portfolio Review II.

At this first portfolio meeting you are expected to include links to the following items:


Section 1: Your Current Vita/Resume

A template for your vita can be found here: http://...

Section 2: An Analytic and Personal Essay

In this section, you will want to reread the original goals statement you prepared for


admission into the program, and then address how you are now viewing your role and


place in your Ph.D. coursework and your profession; provide evidence of changes


highlighted and relevant work accomplished. Include in this section:

A. A copy of your original Goal Statement from your admissions file.
B. A written description (3-5 pages) detailing your academic goals (specialization and supporting areas of study), research goals (problems, topics, theories, concepts, approaches, interests), and professional goals. 
C. An optional pictorial representation of how your interests, experiences, and plans fit together into a coherent conceptual framework.  This creative diagram should concisely portray the intellectual substance of your developing identity as a scholar-practitioner.
Section 3: Proposed Program of Study
Please complete the Program of Study document found on the Ph.D. website.
How does your proposed POS help you accomplish your goals?
If you are seeking to use credits previously earned elsewhere or at George Mason University, e.g. non-degree courses, please provide a rationale. Information on applying these credits can be found in the Program Guidelines on the Ph.D. website.

         Note: You do not need to specify which advanced research methods course you intend to 

         take. You can address that in the second and third portfolio assessments as your plans

         become clearer.
Section 4: Knowledge Discussion Essay
The purpose of this Section is for you to make connections among coursework taken in the foundations class, the research methods classes taken, and the student’s specialization and emphasis area or concentration.

In a 500-1000 word essay, you are expected to analyze what you have learned about the field so far and to situate this knowledge into the courses you have taken.  You will want to address the major connections and themes you are seeing in your specializations/concentration.


Please hyperlink relevant pieces from evidence from your Academic Archive. The Academic Archive is a repository of all of the major course products from each course you have taken to date. Please include in the Archive the major course assignment you were given and your graded paper with the professor’s comments.

Transcripts. In each portfolio, please include copies of your transcripts at the time of application to the Ph.D. program. To facilitate your degree audit, update your Mason transcripts (unofficial is acceptable) for each portfolio presentation. These should be included in your Academic Archive, along with a statement explaining why you received any grades of C or lower, or an Incomplete.

Note: Should you not pass this portfolio assessment, you can conduct this review once more within three months of the date of the first Portfolio I presentation. Students who are unable to provide acceptable evidence of readiness to continue in the program at that second presentation will not be permitted to continue in the doctoral program.
Portfolio II (about 36 credits):  Students must complete Portfolio Review II in the Fall or Spring semester immediately after they have accumulated 36 credit hours of coursework. After this review, submit the signed PAF II to the Ph.D. in Education Office for your files.  Include your copy of the PAF II in your portfolio.  Use the feedback you receive from your Program Advisory Committee from Portfolio Review II in preparing for the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment.


Section 1: Updated Vita

Section 2: Analytical Personal and Professional Update


In this section, please address the following questions.
· Since Portfolio 1, in what ways have you been engaged in your professional community? 
· How have you addressed the gaps discussed in Portfolio Evaluation 1? 
· What have you done and how have the courses informed you? 
· How have your courses influenced your thinking and work? 
· What are your intellectual goals now? 
· What are your professional goals now? Provide evidence of these changes. 

Section 3a: Knowledge Representation Essay

In this essay you are expected to demonstrate your understanding of your field at


this point in the program.  This can be a brief narrative accompanied by a logic


map that demonstrates what you know now and the methods for studying it


(approximately 500 words).  Please provide hyperlinks from this essay to your


Academic Archive, as appropriate.
 
Section 3b: Knowledge Application

In this section please identify a key issue in your field. Provide a brief synthesis of
some of the seminal and contemporary literature in your field and discuss the
theory and methods used for studying it. (1000 – 1500 words); provide hyperlinks 
to your
Academic Archive, as appropriate.

Section 4: Program of Study update

Please conduct a review of your program plan and timeline and make changes as



appropriate. At this point, you should specify the advanced methods classes you 

intend to take.  Please submit an updated copy of your Program of Study to the

Ph.D. in Education Office.

Academic Archive: In each portfolio, please include copies of your transcripts at the time of application to the Ph.D. program. To facilitate your degree audit, update your Mason transcripts (unofficial is acceptable) for each portfolio presentation. These should be included in your Academic Archive, along with a statement explaining why you received any grades of C or lower or an Incomplete.


Note: Should you not pass this portfolio assessment, you can conduct this review once more within three months of the date of the first Portfolio II presentation. Students who are unable to provide acceptable evidence of readiness to continue in the program at that second presentation will not be permitted to continue in the doctoral program.
Portfolio III (Comprehensive Portfolio) (51/54 credits):  The Comprehensive Portfolio is presented when all coursework is completed, with the one exception being the advanced research methods course.  The Comprehensive Portfolio cannot be presented later than the tenth (10th) semester of study, not counting summers.  You should submit your Comprehensive Portfolio to your Program Advisory Committee chairperson for approval, then to the remaining members of your Committee two weeks prior to the scheduled meeting.  If appropriate, complete a revised Program of Study (signed by all members of the doctoral advising committee) and submit this document to the Ph.D. in Education Office.  Include your copy of the Program of Study in your portfolio. At the meeting, sign and have your committee sign the Portfolio Assessment Review Sheet (PAF III). Submit the PAF III to the Ph.D. in Education Office for your files.

Section 1: Updated vita


Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Essay


In an essay of 500-1000 words, please address the following questions:
· Since Portfolio Evaluation II, in what ways have you continued to be engaged in your professional community?

· How have you addressed the gaps addressed in Portfolio Evaluation 2?
· What have you done and how have the courses informed you?
· How have your courses influenced your thinking and work?

· Provide evidence of these changes through your coursework products and assignments with hyperlinks to course products including the assignments you were given to complete, as appropriate.

Section 3: Knowledge Evidence Essay


The Knowledge Evidence Essay is a minimum of a 30 page (of text) synthesis of the literature and serves as an opportunity for you to demonstrate your mastery of researchable topic or problem in your field.  You should look upon this essay as a potentially publishable article in your field that serves also as a dissertation planning document.  Please be sure to address these questions at a minimum. Before preparing Portfolio III, you should meet with your academic advisor to discuss the issues and areas of emphasis that are specific to your field:
· What is the problem or topic?

· What is the history of the research in this area?
· In what databases have you searched?
· What are the theories that inform the field?
· What are the “camps” within the field?
· How convincing is the evidence for each “camp”?

The Knowledge Evidence Essay does not bind you to that particular topic for your dissertation research. Neither is the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment to be regarded as a Proposal Defense. The initial dissertation planning is considered, with other evidence, to determine that the student is prepared to undertake original research, and proceed to the dissertation phase of the program.

Section 4: Program of Study final review

At this time, your program of study and your academic transcript should be identical. It is incumbent upon you to be sure you have satisfied all University and program requirements in order to proceed to the dissertation phase of the program. Should you have failed to take a required course, or still have an Incomplete(s) for a grade, or have outstanding bills with the University, you will not be allowed to proceed to EDUC 998: Dissertation Proposal. 

Academic Archive. In addition to the major assignment from each course you have taken in the program (with your professor’s feedback to you), please also include in this portfolio a link to your most recent transcript.
Evaluation of Comprehensive Portfolio

If any weaknesses or gaps in evidence of readiness for dissertation work are noted in the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment, use feedback from this meeting to address each area of concern.  In order to give you guidance the Portfolio Assessment and Feedback (PAF) form must specify any and all actions that your committee requires you to complete before you are judged to have fully passed the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment. 

Note: You will be given no more than three months to complete these requirements from the date of the first Portfolio III presentation, at which time your Program Advisory Committee will reconvene for another review.  Students who are unable to provide acceptable evidence of dissertation readiness at that second presentation will not be permitted to continue in the doctoral program.
Focus of Portfolio Review and Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment Meetings 
Standards and recommended scoring rubrics for each portfolio review are included at the end of this document (pp. 8-20).

Scoring Rubrics and Portfolio Evaluation Forms for Portfolio Reviews


Scoring Rubric for Assessment I 
	Portfolio I Sections
	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced



	Section 1: Vita


	Does not correspond to accepted features of the model vita. 

Entries not in APA style
	Corresponds to accepted features of the model vita.

Entries in APA
	

	Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional essay


	Student role and place in PhD program is missing or unclear.

Essay does not provide clear examples of change and is missing examples of connections between courses and professional life.

Relevant work is missing in the essay. 
	Student role and place in PhD program clearly stated.

Essay provides clear examples of change including connections between courses and professional life.

Relevant work is woven throughout the essay. 
	Student role and place in PhD program clearly stated.

Essay provides clear examples of change including connections between courses and professional life.

Relevant work is woven throughout the essay.

Essay provides evidence of deep analytical thinking about current doctoral work and professional life. 

	Section 3: Knowledge Discussion essay


	Connections among coursework taken in the foundations class, the research methods classes taken, and the student’s specialization and emphasis area or concentration are missing or disjointed. Analysis of the field is missing or only makes minor connections.  

Hyperlinks are not functional.


	Essay includes clear connections among coursework taken in the foundations class, the research methods classes taken, and the student’s specialization and emphasis area or concentration. Analysis of the field includes broad connections.  

Hyperlinks are functional.


	Essay includes clear connections among coursework taken in the foundations class, the research methods classes taken, and the student’s specialization and emphasis area or concentration. Analysis of the field includes broad connections.  

Hyperlinks are functional.

Student has made more connections than usual at this point in her/his doctoral career.

	Section 4: Program Plan


	POS and student’s goals are not aligned
	POS fits with student’s goals
	

	Section 5: Academic Archive
	Incomplete
	Complete
	

	Language and Writing
	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced

	
	Numerous errors or error patterns in grammar, mechanics or spelling distract the reader from the content.  Language is appropriate but may not be fluent or engaging. Writing approaches that of graduate level quality, but may need additional development.

Current APA format is not applied accurately. 
	Minimal to few errors in grammar, mechanics or spelling.  Uses elaboration to express ideas. Writing is at the graduate level, but may benefit from more careful editing. 

Current APA format is applied accurately
	Student makes no or very few errors in grammar, spelling or mechanics.  Uses language masterfully to express ideas. Writing is clearly at the graduate level and shows careful editing.

Current APA format is applied accurately




In Portfolio I, the focus is on ensuring that a strong foundation of coursework, research preparation, and professional self-reflection are being built, and that activities and plans in the doctoral program are well-aligned with the student’s academic and professional goals.

Note to faculty: Please use the scoring rubric to guide your evaluation of the student’s portfolio, and then score and use the comment boxes for feedback.

Student’s Name______________________________________
G#_____________________

First semester in the program______________________
Current Semester______________

Number of credits student has taken to date (including this semester) ________________

Section 1: Vita

	1
	2

	Unacceptable
	Acceptable

	Comments:




Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Essay

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 3: Knowledge Discussion Essay

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 4: Program Plan

	1
	2

	POS and goals are not aligned
	POS and goals are aligned

	Comments:




Section 5: Academic Archive

	1
	2

	Incomplete
	Complete

	Comments:




Language and Writing

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




_______ The student has not met the Committee’s expectations and should resubmit by three months from today.

Additional comments, recommendations, and required actions:

Student









Date

Chair, Doctoral Advising Committee (please sign legibly)



Date

Committee Member








Date

Committee Member








Date


Scoring Rubric for Assessment II

	Portfolio II Sections
	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced



	Section 1: Vita


	Does not correspond to accepted features of the model vita. 

Entries not in APA style
	Corresponds to accepted features of the model vita.

Entries in APA
	

	Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Update


	Intellectual and professional goals are not clearly stated.

Gaps from Portfolio 1 not addressed.

Influence of coursework on student thinking is not stated.

Engagement in professional community missing.
	Intellectual and professional goals are updated and clearly stated.

Gaps from Portfolio 1 addressed.

Influence of coursework on student thinking is clearly stated.

Engagement in professional community presented and described.
	Integration and synergy of intellectual, professional goals, research experiences and coursework are well-articulated and addresses gaps from Portfolio 1. Student makes a conceptual link between her/his academic work and engagement in the professional community.

	Section 3a: Knowledge Representation Essay


	Understanding of the specialization(s) and research in the field is underdeveloped at this point in the program and is not clearly expressed.
	Understanding of the specialization(s) and research in the field is appropriate at this point in the program and is clearly expressed. 
	Understanding of the specialization(s) and research in the field is advanced at this point in the program and is clearly expressed.



	Section 3b: Knowledge Application
	A key issue in the field is not identified.  Historically influential and contemporary articles are not cited or not interpreted appropriately.
	A key issue is clearly expressed and both historically influential and contemporary articles are cited and interpreted appropriately. 
	In addition to all expectations for a competent essay, this paper is written at a potentially publishable level.

	Section 4: Program Plan


	POS and student’s goals are not aligned
	POS fits with student’s goals
	

	Section 5: Academic Archive


	Incomplete
	Complete
	

	Language and Writing


	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced

	
	Numerous errors or error patterns in grammar, mechanics or spelling distract the reader from the content.  Language is appropriate but may not be fluent or engaging. Writing approaches that of graduate level quality, but may need additional development.

Current APA format is not applied accurately. 
	Minimal to few errors in grammar, mechanics or spelling.  Uses elaboration to express ideas. Writing is at the graduate level, but may benefit from more careful editing. 

Current APA format is applied accurately
	Student makes no or very few errors in grammar, spelling or mechanics.  Uses language masterfully to express ideas. Writing is clearly at the graduate level and shows careful editing.

Current APA format is applied accurately



In Portfolio II, the focus is on ensuring that the student has acquired, or has specific plans to acquire, all of the competencies for dissertation work and successful completion of the doctoral program, including a strong capacity for self-reflective thinking about these competencies.

Note to faculty: Please use the scoring rubric to guide your evaluation of the student’s portfolio, and then score and use the comment boxes for feedback.

Student’s Name______________________________________
G#_____________________

First semester in the program______________________
Current Semester______________

Number of credits student has taken to date (including this semester) ________________

Section 1: Vita

	1
	2

	Unacceptable
	Acceptable

	Comments:




Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Update

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 3a: Knowledge Representation Essay

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 3b: Knowledge Application

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 4: Program Plan

	1
	2

	Goals and POS are not aligned
	Goals and POS are aligned

	Comments:




Section 5: Academic Archive

	1
	2

	Incomplete
	Complete

	Comments:




Language and Writing

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Additional comments, recommendations, and required actions:

Student









Date

Chair, Doctoral Advising Committee (please sign legibly)



Date

Committee Member (please sign legibly)





Date

Committee Member (please sign legibly)





Date

	Portfolio III Sections
	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced



	Section 1: 

Updated Vita


	Does not correspond to accepted features of the model vita. 

Entries not in APA style
	Corresponds to accepted features of the model vita.

Entries in APA style
	

	Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Essay (Update from Portfolio 2)


	Intellectual and professional goals are not clearly stated.

Gaps from Portfolio 2 not addressed.

Influence of coursework on student thinking is not stated.

Engagement in professional community missing.
	Intellectual and professional goals are clearly stated.

Gaps from Portfolio 2 addressed. 

Influence of coursework and literature on student thinking is clearly articulated.

Evidence demonstrates continuous engagement in professional community.
	Analytic and personal and professional essay demonstrated a sophisticated and holistic understanding of the student’s integration of her/his intellectual and professional goals. Professional and research experiences evident beyond the scope of coursework requirements. 

	Section 3: Knowledge Evidence Essay


	1) Rationale for the significance or importance of the problem area is provided but lacks clarity. 

2) Connections to the research and literature in the student’s specialization(s) are not well-articulated.
	1) Rationale for the significance or importance of the problem area, or issue, is clearly identified and articulated leading to a researchable question(s). The study of the problem/issue represents a contribution to the field.

2) Clear connections to the research and literature in the student’s specialization(s) are well-articulated and gaps in the literature are identified/presented.
	In addition to all expectations for a competent essay, an advanced essay also includes sophisticated analyses and critiques of theories, methods and conclusions mentioned in the literature. Student analyzes the gaps in the literature and proposes an inquiry agenda to address those gaps. 

	
	
	continued

3) Student includes the data bases and search history for this research. The analysis of the literature is clearly and convincingly presented with the positions of the major scholars presented and discussed. 
	continued

In addition to all expectations for a competent essay, the student also includes a thorough and clearly presented history of the data bases and search history conducted for this problem area/issue. Resulting essay meets the standards for a research publication.

	Section 4: Program Plan


	POS and student’s goals are not aligned with the transcript
	POS fits with student’s goals and is aligned with the official transcript
	

	Section 5: Academic Archive
	Incomplete
	Complete
	

	Language and Writing


	Unacceptable
	Competent
	Advanced

	
	Numerous errors or error patterns in grammar, mechanics or spelling distract the reader from the content.  Language is appropriate but may not be fluent or engaging. Writing approaches that of graduate level quality, but may need additional development.

Current APA format is not applied accurately. 
	Minimal to few errors in grammar, mechanics or spelling.  Uses elaboration to express ideas. Writing is at the graduate level, but may benefit from more careful editing. 

Current APA format is applied accurately
	Student makes no or very few errors in grammar, spelling or mechanics.  Uses language masterfully to express ideas. Writing is clearly at the graduate level and shows careful editing.

Current APA format is applied accurately



In the Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment meeting the focus shifts from academic and professional development to formal evaluation of the student’s readiness to proceed to the dissertation phase of the doctoral, thereby gaining doctoral candidacy status.

Note to faculty: Please use the scoring rubric to guide your evaluation of the student’s portfolio, and then score and use the comment boxes for feedback.

Student’s Name______________________________________
G#_____________________

First semester in the program______________________
Current Semester______________

Number of credits student has taken to date (including this semester) ________________

Section 1: Vita

	1
	2

	Unacceptable
	Acceptable

	Comments:




Section 2: Analytic Personal and Professional Update

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 3: Knowledge Representation Essay

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




Section 4: Program Plan

	1
	2

	POS and transcript are not aligned
	POS and transcript are aligned

	Comments:


Section 5: Academic Archive

	1
	2

	Incomplete
	Complete

	Comments:


Language and Writing

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Unacceptable
	Marginal
	Competent
	Proficient
	Advanced

	Comments:




The results of the comprehensive assessment are summarized below:

_____ The student has demonstrated readiness to proceed to the dissertation phase of the program (non-binding recommendations for modifications or additional work may be specified here):

_____ The student may proceed to the dissertation phase of the program when required actions are completed; a second meeting is not required; non-binding recommendations or additional work, along with specific procedures for verifying completion may be specified here:

_____ The student may not proceed to the dissertation phase of the program and a second comprehensive assessment meeting will be scheduled when the following required actions are completed in no less than 3 months from today:

Student









Date

Chair, Doctoral Advising Committee chair (please sign legibly)


Date

Doctoral Advising Committee member (please sign legibly)



Date

Doctoral Advising Committee member (please sign legibly)



Date

Director, Ph.D. in Education Program





Date
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Ph.D. in Education Program





Portfolio Assessment and Feedback II











George Mason University 


 College of Education and Human Development
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Portfolio Assessment and Feedback II
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Comprehensive Portfolio Assessment III
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