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Continuous Quality Improvement Process (CQIP) Implementation
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Programs need to get average score 3 or above in the program
assessment rubric to meet the benchmark. The assessment reports were
reviewed by Univeristy Assessment Coordinator and College
Assessment Committee. Note: COE reports were only reviewed by
College Assessmment Committee.

35% of programs made actions for improving the assessment process
(Assessment Strategies and Measures). 8% of programs did not make
any actions based on assessment results.




