Glossary of Terms:

Program Review Committee

RUBRIC FOR EVALUATING ANNUAL ASSESSMENT REPORTS

Academic unit: an academic unit is a department. There are 19 academic units at Westmont.

Program: a program is defined as a major or major/concentration or co-curricular program (e.g., Library, Student

Life, Athletics).

Methods of assessment: tools and instruments used to measure student learning.

Direct methods of assessment: include standardized and locally developed tests, student portfolios, embedded

assessments, course activities, and oral examinations (competence interviews).

Indirect methods of assessment: include surveys, interviews, focus groups, and reflective essays.

Reliability: Reliable methods are consistent. Students would perform equally well if assessment process was
repeated or presented in a unique way. Reliable assessment methods allow assessors to score at an acceptance

rate of consistency.

Validity: Valid measures are meaningful. The results of the assessment process inform the assessor by providing
data that is useful, and informs the success of student learning. Direct assessment is more valid than indirect.

Note: Fractional scores are acceptable but not required
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Style

The report is
concise, clear and
well-written.
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written.
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