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Our Goals for this Session 
Update on SACSCOC Off-Site Review and On-Site Visit 

Data analysis of the 2011-12 Undergraduate Compliance Assist! data 

Review Compliance Assist! reporting fields 

Introduce, describe, and explain the data reporting template for SLO and 
goals reporting 

Share examples of good data reporting from UF programs 



Cheryl Gater, Director, SACSCOC Accreditation  



SACSCOC Review Calendar 
 November 5-8, 2013: Off-Site Review 

 December/January – Focused Report due, UF’s response 
to off-site review committee report 

 
 Mid January 2014 (4-6 weeks prior to site visit): QEP 

Due 
 



SACSCOC Review Calendar 
 February 18-20, 2014:  On-Site Review 

 July 2014:  UF’s Response to On-Site Committee report 
 

 December 5-9, 2014:  SACSCOC Board of Trustees 
Review and final recommendations 



SACSCOC On-Site Review 
February 18-20, 2014 
 End of January, early February – We should have a 

general idea of meetings requested by the review 
committee. 
 Be prepared for last minute requests – Especially Day 1 

 
 UF off-campus education site visits will occur typically 

Sunday or Monday before the official on-site review 
dates.  Site visits TBD, but we should know a few weeks 
in advance. 
 
 



SACSCOC On-Site Review 
February 18-20, 2014 
 Day 1 – Tuesday, February 18 – Starts late morning 

 Committee focuses on completing its review of all of the 
compliance issues stemming from standards marked 
“non-compliance” or “did not review” by the off-site 
review committee 

 Committee conducts interviews and requests any 
necessary further documentation 

 Be prepared for last minute requests that have to be 
completed quickly 



SACSCOC On-Site Review 
February 18-20, 2014 
 Day 2 – Wednesday, February 19 

 Committee focuses on the QEP 
 UF makes formal presentation of QEP 
 Committee conducts QEP interviews 

 
 Day 3 – Thursday, February 20 – concludes by mid-

morning 
 Committee presents its findings to UF leadership at the 

Exit Conference 



Rajeeb Das, Senior Assessment and Evaluation Specialist 



Methodology 
 Compliance Assist! 
 
 Undergraduate catalog 

catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/1112 
 
 Academic Assessment Plans 

downloaded from the approval 
system approval.ufl.edu 
 
 

 

https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/1112/Pages/home.aspx
https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/1112/Pages/home.aspx
https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/1112/Pages/home.aspx
http://approval.ufl.edu/


Findings 
 118 undergraduate degree 

programs in 2011-12 
 65% of programs had the same 

number of SLOs in the 
undergraduate catalog, 
Academic Assessment Plan, and 
Compliance Assist! 

 35% did not 
 Example: Anthropology listed 

20 SLOs in the catalog, 14 in the 
AAP, and 7 in CA! 



Findings 
 Most frequent citations in descending order 

 Inadequate Results 
 Inadequate Use of Results 
 No data reported at all 

 
 Almost all programs 

would benefit from clearer 
descriptions of reported 
data 

 CA! data should stand 
alone and be understood 
outside the unit 
 



Timothy S. Brophy, Professor and Director of Institutional 
Assessment 



Reporting Fields Entry - Program Goals 

 State the measurement 
method here 

 Briefly state your 
results 

 Include or attach your 
data in summary form 

 State who reviewed the 
results 

 Refer to the results 
that were reviewed 

 State actions to be 
taken in the past tense 



Reporting Fields - Student Learning Outcomes 
Assessment Methods 

List the assignment, exam, 
project, etc. 
If this is a sample, describe 
the sampling procedure 
used 



Reporting Fields –  
Student Learning Outcomes – Results 

• Enter the criterion for 
success. The “criterion for 
success” is the minimum 
percentage of students who 
pass the assessment that you 
consider to be acceptable for 
your program. If the criterion 
is less than 70%, provide a 
rationale. 

• State: “X number of students 
passed the assessment out of 
a total of Y students, for a 
percentage of Z%”. 

• State: This meets/does not 
meet the criterion for 
success. 

• Attach the data you shared 
with your faculty (student 
names redacted). NOTE: 
Please have raw data 
available in case it is 
requested. 



Reporting Fields –  
Student Learning Outcomes - Results 

 

• State who reviewed 
the results. 

• Refer to the results 
that were reviewed. 

• State actions taken 
in past tense.  





HHP Athletic Training  
(SLO 1 is shown as an example) 

2011-12 SLO1 
 Demonstrate proper injury/illness prevention, clinical evaluation and 

diagnosis, treatment, rehabilitation and documentation strategies required of 
an athletic trainer.  

Assessment Method: 
 Final Clinical Evaluation (end of semester) for ATR 4812 (Fall), ATR 4822 

(Spring), ATR 4832 (Fall), ATR 4842 (Spring) 
Results: 
 Benchmarks met (see summary data reports); ATR Steering Committee 

Review: 1 student remediation plan developed (ATR 4812 fall/ ATR 4822 
spring), program removal recommended after spring data (ATR 4822) 

 AT Summary Data 
Use of Results: 
 Documented success and satisfactory level of skill retention/knowledge. 

Decided that students not meeting benchmarks must have a case review by AT 
Steering Committee (recommendations may include remediation, clinical 
experience modification or program removal) 
 

https://ufl.compliance-assist.com/planning/file.aspx?id=4aef88f2-ee12-e211-bb86-d639cd757391


CLAS Linguistics  
(SLO 1 is shown as an example) 

2011-12 SLO1 
 Knowledge of the concepts related to phonetics and phonology 

(sounds and sound systems) 
Assessment Method:  
 Obtain a grade of C or higher on the critical assignment from 

LIN3201 (Field Methods Project), graded according to 
departmental rubric) 

Results:  
 Of 88 students from Fall 2008-Summer 2010, 7 students 

graduated without satisfying requirement; at least 2 passed 
Lin3201 without turning in the assignment used for the SLO 

Use of Results:  
 Discussed at faculty meeting, but no changes adopted 

 



PHHP Communication Sciences & Disorders 
(SLO 1 is shown as an example) 

SLO1 : 
 Apply theories and principles of basic acoustics/psychoacoustics, anatomy and physiology 

of speech/hearing, neuroanatomical/physiological bases of speech and normal language 
development 

Assessment Method: 
 Assessed in 

 Written Exams within SPA 4250, SPA 4400, SPA 4302 
 Summative Assessment in final semester 

Results: 
 I. Performance on Exams Within Courses during 2011-12: 

 SPA 4250: 95.2% of 62 students met passing criterion (75%) on exams assessing SLO 1 
 SPA 4400: 98.1% of 55 students met passing criterion (75%) on exams assessing SLO 1 
 SPA 4302: 96.7% of 91 students met passing criterion (75%) on exams assessing SLO 1 

 II. Summative Assessment: 
 70% of students taking the summative assessment during 2011-12 year met passing 

criterion on questions relating to SLO 1 



Use of Results: 
 Performance on the summative assessment was comparatively low to the within course 

assessments, suggesting that retention of application abilities is a concern.  Given that 
this is a pre-professional program, the need to retain knowledge and skills in this area 
beyond the confines of a single course is clear.  

 To enhance the retention of knowledge and skills in this area, we advised instructors to: 
  encourage students to decompartmentalize their learning, and 
 overtly emphasize the applicability of knowledge across courses and for the practice 

of the professions. 
 In the observation course, increase the emphasis on application of knowledge gained 

from earlier coursework in the journals the students create to reflect on their 
observations of certified clinicians engaged in clinical practice. 

PHHP Communication Sciences & Disorders 
(SLO 1 is shown as an example) 
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