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SUBJECT: CYCLICAL ACADEMIC PROGRAM REVIEWS & REPORTS

I.

II.

III.

PURPOSE: Bescribe policy and procedures for academic progrdm review.

REFERENCE

SUU Policy 13.29 Institutional Effectiveness & Assessment Committee
R 401 — 10.2.4 — Template for Three-year and Two-Year Follow-up
Reports

R 411 - Cyclical Institutional Prograim Reviews

POLICY:

A.

Background. The Utah State Board of Regents has delegated responsibility
for three-year and two-year follow-up reports and cyclical academiic program
review to the Southern Utah University Board of Trustees.) Program reviews
will be conducted under the direction of the Provest’s Office and submitted to
the President and to theiBoeard of Trusteespand the Offiee of the
Commissiener of Higher Education. A¢Systematic program report and
cyclicalareviewsprocess is a significant dimension of the University’s
assessment progran.

Purposeof Academic Program Reviews. The purpose of program review is to
monitor and improve thedquality of academic programs. The review provides
information, analysis, and evaluation'that will help the program and the
University identify4program strengths, whether program goals and objectives
are being met, suggestiareas for improvement, and make recommendations
and commendations.

Review/ Programreview begins with the Academic Program Review
Committee (APRC):

1. The APRC will oversee the process of academic program reviews and
three-year or two-year follow-up reports and will be comprised of the
faculty senate president, the associate provost, and senior faculty
members (one from each academic school or college and one
representative of at-large faculty) appointed by the Provost.

2 The APRC will meet each academic year to update and revise the
schedule for Three-Year and Two-Year Follow-Up Reports and
Cyclical Institutional Program Reviews. The timetable for reviews
shall be maintained by the Associate Provost and will be reviewed by
the APRC and the Beans’ Council annually.
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3. The focus of the committee will be to monitor and‘improve the quality
of undergraduate and graduate degree programs. In additien, reviews
should include an evaluation of the need for and cost-effectiveness of
the program and its alignment to institutionallacadémicsplans and the
SUU Strategic Plan.

4, A copy of Three-Year and Two-year Follow-Up Reports andCyclical
Institutional Program Reviews shall be forwarded to the Institutional
Effectiveness & Assessment Committee for review and commént.

5. The final report shalldnclude recommendations to'the Provost
regarding the college/school and its academic programs, including
human, physical, and financial resources.

D. Three-Year, Two+Year Follow-Up Reports

Three-yearand two=year follow-up reports are mandated by the Board of
Regentsas per Policy R401. The review of any new academic programs is
required three yearsafter the program is established. The department
chaitfprogram diréctor prepares'the report following the template in the R401
policy and uses enroliment and other relevant data from the Office of
InstitutionabResearch & Assessment. The report also includes data regarding
program graduates’ employment erplacement in graduate school. The report
is forwarded to the APRE . for review and comment and returned to the
department/program ifichanges are deemed necessary. The final report is
forwarded to the Provost’s Office for submission to the SUU Board of
Trustees for'approval. The approved report is forwarded to the Board of
Regents for further action as per R401.

E..  Cyclical Institutional Program Reviews
1. Per Policy R411, Seven-Year Cyclical Institutional Program Reviews:

a. are faculty-driven with self-study involving faculty from the
program being reviewed and with review being provided by
peers from other programs

incorporate external review;

occur on a regular cycle;

are evaluative, not just descriptive;

are forward looking and focus on continuous

improvement;

are concise, balanced and honest; and,

o as T

™
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g. result in an action plan that will be implemented by the faculty.
2. Initial steps and notification:
a. each school or college of the University will be responsible for

the completion of a self-studypursuant to the framework and
criteria in Appendix A

b. in the month of May preceding the review which starts in
September, the APRC notifies the dean of the sele¢ted program
in writing to begin the formal process of program review using
available data‘and information, catalogs and syllabi; and other
materials in the college or school;

c. the Institutional Research & Assessment Office prepares
activity reports and,other data; and,
d. under the leadership of the dean, a faculty committee will be

established.as per paragraph E.2. below. The committee will,
» review the criteria in Appendix A,
+ analyze available data and information sources, and
+ prepare a draft of the self-study document.
(A self-study prepared for a specialized accreditation
may satisfy this requirement. If using a self-study from
anvaccreditation process, the document must be cross-
referenced torthe criteria set forth in Policy 6.41,
Appendix A. If a self-study or an interim report is older
than 5 years, then Appendix A must be used by the

department or program.)
3. External review:
a. every self-study will receive an external review for additional

perspective. Programs whose degree programs are accredited
or seeking specialized accreditation may substitute the
evaluation of the accrediting team for the external review. If an
external review is older than 5 years, new external reviewers
will be required as per 3.b. below;

b. at least two faculty members, one representing a USHE
institution and a second representing a national perspective,
will conduct the external review. The Provost, in consultation
with the dean, will select the external reviewers. Each
reviewer will receive a copy of the program’s self-study and
supporting documents and will be expected to spend at least
two days on campus interviewing students, faculty and
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administrators and to prepare a report of findings and
recommendations; and,

c. copies of the reviewer’s report will be sent to the program and
to the APRC.

F. Program Dean Responsibility.

1.

The school or college dean will be responsible for coordinating and
monitoring the internal and the external review process for all
programs in his/her schoel,

The dean will establish a faculty committee toanalyze and evaluate
the self-study and comments of external reviewers. The faculty
committee will have representation fromythe Faculty Senate. The
committe¢ will conduct and write the review.

After reviewing all documents in the program review process, the dean
may provide comments on all’recommendations and add
recommendations as needed. The comments will be sent directly to
the program, Provost, afid to the. APRC to become part of the
documentation of the review.

G. Provost’s Office Responsibility

1,

Direct and monitor the process, and receive from the APRC the review
materials and recommendations.

Using the information gathered for the Cyclical Institutional Program
Reviews and the Three-year and Two-year Follow-Up Reports, the
Provest’s:Office creates summary reports as required for the State
Board of Regents policies R401 and R411. The reports are forwarded,
along with the Provost’s recommendation, to the President and Board
of Trustees, and the Office of the Commissioner of Higher Education
(OCHE).

The Provost’s Office will maintain the schedule of program reviews on
its website.

O
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Proposed Revised Appendix A - Academic Program Review Policy 6.41

The purpose of the table s to clarify and summarize the framework and requirements for'academic program reviews.

SUU Program Review Assessment Framework: Deflne, Facilitate, Assess and then Jmprove
Assessment Purpose Deliverables for Self-Study Responsibikties
Step Cover sheet, Tables of Contents, & Report: 28t050 pages | Provide information | Evaluate information

Senl L1 Articulate the .12, Describe the program's mission, goals, and student | Program Program, Dean,
program’s mission, leaming outcomes and show how: they connect to the External reviewers,
student learning University's mission, goaks, and student learning Provost Office
outcomes, and goals. | outcomes. (3 to 4 pages)

1.2 Provide an overview | 1.2.3, Provide information about the program profile (e.g., | Office of IR & Program, Dean,
of the program. demagraphics of students, faculty, and administrators) | Assessment External reviewess,
{4 10 8 pages} Provast Office

Stepll I1.1. Provide a'description | I1.1.a. Overview of program resources (students, faculty, | Program and Office | Program, Dean,
of specific program administrators, facilities, technology, equipment, and of IR & Assessment | External reviewers,
resources andhow they | financial and organizational resources) (4 to'8 pages) Provost Office
facilitate the I1.1.b. Describe how achievement of the specific program | Program Program, Dean,
achievement.of goals and | goals and student learning outcomes is facifitated. (2 to 3 External reviewers,
learning cutcomes. pages) Provost Office

Siep Tl IiL 1. escribe how the | Ml:1.2. Describe the structures and processes that the Program Program, Dean,
achievement of program | program has in place to monitor achieverent of program External reviewers,
goals and student goaks and student learning outcomes on 21 engoing basis Provost Office
leaming outcomes and how key stakehoiders (Faculty and athers) are
monitared and towhat | imvolved in those processes, (3 to 5 pages)
degree they have been | lIL1.b. Evakuate the adequacy of the program’s resources | Program Program, Dean,
achieved. and the program's impact, effectiveness, efficency, and External reviewers,

' sustainabiiity, (4 o 3 pages) Provest Office
L Le. Describe how the specific program goals and Program Program, Dean,
student learning outcorves are assessed and provide External reviewers,
evidence indicating the degrée to which they have been Provost Office
achieved. (4 tu 8 pages)

Step IV IV.1. Describe use of IV.1.a. Provide evidence of how assessment results Program Program, Dean,
assessment results for | were/will be used, as applicable, to improve achievement Extemnal reviewers,
program improvement. | of program goals and student learning outcomes. (4 to6 Provost Office

pages)

{Document preparation includes 17 margins, 12-point Arial Namow)









