(%) =+ All programs had higher percentage

of (ot entry compared to AY 15-16.
4+ 1/3 of programs had evidence of

discussing the assessment results
with faculty.

4 1/2 of programs have academic

advisory board.

Criteria in Program Assessment UCM CAHSS CHST COE HCBPS
(%) (%) (%) (%)

Data Entry Complete 91 100 95 94 67
Communication of Program SLOs 81 88 86 74 75
(Evidence-Sample syllabus)
Curriculum Map 69 60 79 89 33
Program SLOs Met Benchmark 85 84 85 88 82
Discuss Assessment Results with 32 48 42 26 8
Faculty Within the Program
Advisory Board 49 44 58 49 38
Feedback Provided by Program 63 80 79 63 17
Coordinators

Peer Review of Program Assessment Report
(Sampling: 27 progams)

Average of SLOs 2.6 3 2.8 4 2.9
Average of Measures 2.5 3.5 2.3 2 2.8
Average of Results

Average of Actions Il 2 2 4 K]

ECAHSSS mCOE ®mHCBPS mCHST minstitution

4 Programs need to get average SCOI'E 3 or above in the
program assessment rubric to meet the benchmark.

+ About 50% of 27 programs MIE T the benchmark.

Actions for Improvement

sLos g 1%

Curricular Change i1 2100smtial
Assessment Strategies and Measures [ S ot —
Teaching and Learning Pedagogy  [0i006 - 170

Resource Support [’ »3,8%

No Change S0 oM 3 6%
No Action | TS —— 23.6%

Admission Requirement [ 54,8%
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