
[image: horizontal logo]ACADEMIC ASSESSMENT ANNUAL QUESTIONNAIRE:  – Due November 1, 2025
	SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION

	1: What is the name of this Academic Program? INCLUDE THE DEGREE LEVEL & TYPE (e.g. BS, MA, PhD, etc)

	

	2: Provide the following:
a. All the Program Level Outcomes (PLOs)  -click here for definitions-
b. A table listing the key courses (exclude UCC courses) where achievement of the PLOs is evaluated, the primary assessment and data collection tools (aka “Standards” in D2L) used for evaluation in each course, and performance targets for achievement

	





	[bookmark: _Hlk208838692]SECTION II: ASSESSMENT REFLECTION

	3. Describe at least two recent changes made to curriculum/instruction that were implemented and measured. 
· If your program has online AND face-to-face sections; provide at least one change from each modality
· If your program only has online OR face-to-face sections; provide at least 2 changes for the appropriate modality 
· (e.g. change implemented Fall 23/Spring 24/Summer 24 and measured Fall 24/Spring 25/Summer 25)

	





	4. FACE-TO-FACE SECTION(s) ONLY: Share the pre and post data for the results due to changes identified in #3 above
If no face-to-face sections are taught within the program – put N/A

	






	5. ONLINE SECTION(s) ONLY: Share the pre and post data for the results due to changes identified in #3 above
If no online sections are taught within the program – put N/A

	






	6. Discuss the results post implementation: Did they work? Did they not? How could further improvement be made? 

	











EXAMPLE OF #1-#2 BELOW
	SECTION I: BACKGROUND INFORMATION

	1: What is the name and level of this Academic Program? INCLUDE THE DEGREE LEVEL & TYPE (e.g. BS, MA, PhD, etc)

	Electrical Engineering Technology – BS

	2: Provide the following:
a. All the Program Level Outcomes (PLOs)  -click here for definitions-
b. A table listing key courses where achievement of the PLOs are evaluated, the primary assessment and data collection tools (aka “Standards” in D2L) used for evaluation in each course, and performance targets for achievement

	a) PROGRAM-LEVEL OUTCOMES (PLOs):
1. An ability to apply knowledge, techniques, skills and modern tools of mathematics, science, engineering and technology to solve broadly-defined engineering problems appropriate to the discipline;
1. An ability to design systems, components or processes meeting specified needs for broadly- defined engineering problems appropriate to the discipline;
1. An ability to apply written, oral and graphical communication in broadly-defined technical and non-technical environments, and an ability to identify and use appropriate technical literature;
1. An ability to conduct standard test, measurements and experiments and to analyze and interpret the results to improve processes;
1. An ability to function effectively as a member as well as a leader on technical teams.

b) PLO ASSESSMENT TABLE:
	PLOs
	Key Courses
	Tools to Assess Whether Students are Achieving Outcomes
	Performance Targets

	PLO 1
	EET 332a
EET 495a/b
EET 438b 

	EET 332a: Assignments, exams
EET 495a/b: Senior design project, report
EET 438b: Subject area scores (end of program exam)
	70% or more of the students receive a score of 70% or higher on all assessment tools; 70% of students attain minimum threshold scores on end of program exam 

	PLO 2
	EET 438b
EET 495a/b
	EET 438b: Assignments, exams, lab activities (end of program exam)
EET 495a/b: Senior design project, report
	70% or more of the students receive a score of 70% or higher on all assessment tools

	PLO 3
	EET 332a
EET 438b
EET 495a/b
	EET 332a: Assignments, exams, lab activities
EET 438b: Assignments, exams, lab activities EET 495a/b: Senior design project, report
	70% or more of the students receive a score of 70% or higher on all assessment tools

	PLO 4
	EET 332a
EET 495b
EET 438b

	EET 332a: Lab activities
EET 495b: Senior design project, report
EET 438b: Subject area scores (end of program exam)
	70% or more of the students receive a score of 70% or higher on all assessment tools; 70% of students attain minimum threshold scores on end of program exam

	PLO 5
	EET 495b
	EET 495b: Senior design project, report
	70% or more of the students receive a score of 70% or higher on all assessment tools











	SECTION II: ASSESSMENT REFLECTION

	3. Describe at least two recent changes made to curriculum/instruction that were implemented and measured. 
· If your program has online AND face-to-face sections; provide at least one change from each modality
· If your program only has online OR face-to-face sections; provide at least 2 changes for the appropriate modality 
· (e.g. change implemented Fall 23/Spring 24/Summer 24 and measured Fall 24/Spring 25/Summer 25)

	
Change 1 (face-to-face) – created new modules in EET 304a to reinforce AC circuit analysis content

Change 2 (online) – revised introductory microcontroller course – updated to use current technology and software development tools


	4. FACE-TO-FACE SECTION(s) ONLY: Share the pre and post data for the results due to changes identified in #3 above
If no face-to-face sections are taught within the program – put N/A

	
Change 1:

Pre-change data: score of 38% on AC circuit analysis section of end-of-program exam

Post-change data: score of 50% on AC circuit analysis section of end-of-program exam



	5. ONLINE SECTION(s) ONLY: Share the pre and post data for the results due to changes identified in #3 above
If no online sections are taught within the program – put N/A

	
Change 2:

Pre-change data: Percentage of students attaining 70% or higher on course assessments in microcontrollers course (EET 438b) – 69%

Post-change data: Percentage of students attaining 70% or higher on course assessments in microcontrollers course (EET 438B) – 74%



	6. Discuss the results post implementation: Did they work? Did they not? How could further improvement be made? 

	
Change 1 – there was an improvement in the scores on the end-of-program exam; however, it is still below the target of 70%. Further improvements could be made by modifying lab activities related to AC circuit analysis to include more questions that focus on analysis of results.

Change 2 - there was an overall improvement in course assessment scores
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