Table 1R2c-2 provides program review summary information over three years from that reveals
a trend of increased program use of process mechanisms that ensure program curriculum and
competencies sustain rigor and respond to stakeholder needs (from 2.0 mechanisms to 3.0).

Based on the below data the Institutional Effectiveness Department is setting an internal target
for Per Program Average of Mechanisms Used at 3.0.

1R2c-Table 1: Frequency of Using Outcomes Relevancy Mechanisms, 2016-2017 Cycle
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1R2c-Table 2: Total Pro

ram Use of Outcomes Relevancy Mechanisms, 2014 to 2017

Year Number of | Total Instances of Process | Per Program Average of Mechanisms
Programs Mechanism Use Used

2016-17 11 34 3.1 Process Mechanisms

2015-16 6 17 2.8 Process Mechanisms

2014-15 10 20 2.0 Process Mechanisms

Source: LCCC Program Review Self-Studies, Section I1.A.2 Sustaining Rigor and Relevancy in the

Curriculum, 2014-2017




