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Old Program Evaluation Standards

Evaluation Essential
How Often Summary Report
Standard Questions
Ever Yes, disaggregated
CEP students y No J99'eY
section by instructor

CEP alumni,
E2 Every year Yes Yes
one year out
CEP alumni, Every three
4 Yes Yes
four years out years

Instructors, Principals, Every three Ves Yes, disaggregated
Guidance Counselors years by role
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Presentation Notes
Currently, there are four categories of required program evaluation surveys for NACEP. The intent of these various surveys is to provide your program and school partners with feedback regarding the courses and overall program, alerting your program to both strengths and possible problems.
 
Under the current standards, we require that every year, programs survey CEP alumni who are one year out of high school. Then, at least every three years, programs survey those who are 4 years out of high school. These surveys give you information on how well your courses served students as far as their skills, confidence, degree progress, and credit transferability. In addition, NACEP currently requires, and continues within the new standards to recommend, that you survey your school partners to get their views and feedback on the program to determine the impact concurrent enrollment has had on the school. Under current standards, these surveys are to be conducted every 3 years. 
Online, NACEP provides “Essential Questions” for you to use for the surveys; you may supplement with additional questions your program may have. Programs should work with a qualified researcher, who is identified in the report or coversheet.  In addition to the Word templates, NACEP has SurveyMonkey and Qualtrics templates.  We encourage you to also use the NACEP Survey Guide as a resource.


*New* Program Evaluation Standards

Evaluation

Standard Use of Results

Each Shared with instructor
CEP students Survey .
course and appropriate faculty

Shared with College &
School,
CEP Improvement Plan

CEP alumni, Every Various
partners year
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Presentation Notes
The new evaluation standards are streamlined and more flexible. The intent of the end-of-course surveys is to provide the program and instructors with feedback regarding the courses. This intent is built into the language in the new E1 standard. These evaluations are key components in instructor evaluation and supervision. Faculty governance and union rules may proscribe who has access to the results and how they are used in instructor evaluation, but generally faculty liaisons or department chairs in NACEP-accredited programs, and often CEP staff, review these results so they are alerted to both strengths and possible problems with individual instructors. Some programs share results with school principals too, depending on your agreements with them. This is one of the standards where NACEP's standard may exceed your college's practice on campus. 

NACEP's current standards have exclusively relied on surveys to determine the impact of CE on longitudinal student success. Recognizing that surveys are only one tool, and often a blunt tool, for conducting evaluation, the new standards emphasize the importance of conducting regular studies that inform program improvement, but would provide greater flexibility to programs in the research methods used to conduct such studies. Programs should be considering what data is necessary for informed decision-making, and how that data can best be collected.


E1: End of Course Evaluations
Required Evidence

1.Survey instrument. If there Is variation among departments, submit
one sample of each type of evaluation instrument used.

2.Sample of an evaluation report instructors receive regarding the
college/university course. If there is variation among departments,
submit one sample of each type of evaluation report used.

3. Description of process used to administer the survey and share
student course evaluation results with CE instructors and faculty
liaisons, as well as any follow-up actions that the concurrent enroliment
program may take based on the results.
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What do reviewers want to see for Standard E1?

Sample of each type of evaluation instrument (if variation among depts.) Most programs use a college-wide course evaluation tool, perhaps with some modifications in the delivery format or questions, based on the CEP program’s needs. Sometimes individual departments have their own customization, which likewise should be used for CEP courses from those departments.
Sample of each type of evaluation report given to instructors (This report is sent to instructors, but can be shared with others (with personal info redacted)
You also will need to include a methodology/process description: Explain how the survey compares to the one used on campus, the methods used to implement the survey, and how feedback is shared with instructors and appropriate individuals such as liaisons and school partners. Do you use the same survey questions and format as used on campus or how was it adjusted? Do you survey all CE sections, or a subset; if a subset, how are those selected? For instructors who teach multiple sections of the same course, the new 2017 standard would allow a program to conduct an evaluation of a minimum of one of those sections each term, if that is an accepted practice on campus, or to evaluate an instructor’s courses on a rotation. NACEP recommends that programs survey every section since this is a valuable tool for identifying problems and supporting quality instruction. But, we understand that some may not be able to do this. Your process needs to be at least as comprehensive as the campus policy; for example, if all sections are surveyed for campus faculty in their first 5 years teaching, then your program should be doing that at a minimum. 
Unlike the other required surveys, you don’t need to write up an analysis for E1. (yay!)




E1l: End of Course Evaluations
Tips and ldeas

. Consider using the tool or delivery method your college uses

. Survey Instrument: Paper or Online (e.g. SurveyMonkey)

. No required NACEP guestions — surveys can vary by discipline

. Consider questions that help you understand CE course and students
. For e-surveys, post link on CEP website and email to students

. Captive audience Open-ended questions:

. . . Q12: What was the most difficult topic?
. administer during class

) . Q13: What topic received too much class time?
. Prep instructors in advance

Q14: What topic received too little class time?

Q15: What did or did not convince you this was a college course?
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For E1, most CEP’s use the same or similar survey instrument as is used on campus,  perhaps with some modifications in the format or questions, based on the CEP program’s needs.
That decision is up to you, as is your method of surveying. Some programs have great success with paper surveys, but that is usually more labor-intensive for CEP staff members to collate. Other programs use online systems such as SurveyMonkey or Qualtrics.  There also are some commercial survey programs more targeted toward concurrent enrollment.
When designing your survey instrument, think through how the information is going to be shared with instructors, faculty liaisons, and schools partners. 
Be sure to tell students that  1) the survey is anonymous, 2) the amount of time needed to complete the survey, and 3) the authentication details, if any. You may also want to remind students that this is an evaluation of the course, not the instructor. 
You may want to consider questions that go beyond what is asked on your campus. Some samples of useful open-ended questions are included on the right side of this slide. However, as mentioned before, NACEP does not require specific questions for this standard.


E2: Program/Student Outcomes Evaluations
Required Evidence

1. Provide a detailed report describing a research study or set of evaluations that
the CEP conducted within the last two academic years prior to applying.

2. Describe how the results and any improvement plans are being communicated
with the college and school leadership, as well as how the program tracks whether
the improvement plan is yielding beneficial results.

3. Describe the types and frequency of program evaluation methods used by the
program to assess student success, impact on school partners and/or other program

goals.


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Intent:
To determine transfer credit recognition and track student college matriculation. 
To inform and guide program improvement
To gauge student satisfaction

The old E2 and E3 Standards required specific surveys of your CEP alumni, with the intent of determining the long-range benefits of concurrent enrollment participation for your students. The analyzed results of these surveys will  give you information on how well your courses served them in the areas of skill development, confidence, degree progress, and credit transferability. The intent of the standard hasn’t really changed. NACEP still expects your program to determine the impact of CE on your students, but now it provides for flexibility in how you are gathering that data. We want to stress that programs are welcome to continue using the existing survey tools that NACEP has developed. But many programs may find that these surveys are insufficient, either due to lack of response or inability to answer certain questions your program or College has about your students. Generally, programs, Colleges, and partner high schools have lots of questions about what happens to CE students after they leave high school. Where do the go, how do they do, what impact did the program have on their decisions, is there any discernible difference between how CE and non-CE students in regards to GPA, retention, completion. What about access? Are there certain students who benefit more from our CE? Are there certain courses with a greater impact? What is the impact of the number of credits a student has earned? With an institutional researcher, programs should consider what data is necessary for informed decision-making and how that data is best collected. 

For this standard you will need to describe your various methods of program evaluation, how often they occur, how the results inform any improvement plans, and how this information is shared with all relevant stakeholders.

It is recommended that you regularly assess the needs and perspectives of your school partners to get their views and feedback on the program to determine the impact concurrent enrollment has had on the school. Whether you do this using NACEP’s survey template or some other tool, this sort of evaluation can used as part of your evidence for Partnership Standard 2.






-

Expectations for the E2 Report

Abstract — “the highlights™ key findings

Introduction — the purpose of the study

Methodology — research design, qualified researcher, how data was
collected, follow-ups & response rates (for any surveys)

Results — summary of the data using charts/tables as needed to
visualize the findings

Discussion — implications of the results for the CEP, College,
schools, students; improvement plan

Include any research instruments (e.g., survey, focus group
guestions)
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An abstract is a paragraph summarizing what you did, what you found, and why the findings are important.
The introduction provides background or context for understanding the study, as well as your motivation. Why did you decide to do this study (perhaps referring to past studies that you or others have done)? How does this fit within your CEP or College’s strategic goals or assessment plans? 
The methodology is what it sounds like – a description of your methods. Either here or in your coversheet, please include the names of the individuals or departments who helped with your study. This researcher can help develop a methodology appropriate for the research questions your CEP has. Researchers also assist with survey analysis to help you draw appropriate conclusions based on the data. If no one in your program has research background, then you should work with your institutional research department, or contract with a faculty member or consultant who has a research background. 
In the results section, you provide your data, using charts and descriptions to walk the reader through what you found.
The discussion is where you state what you learned. What do the results tell you about your program’s strengths and areas that may need improvement? How will this information be used by your program, College, or schools? If you've done this type of study before, discuss trends over time. What are the “take home messages” and what new questions were raised? FOR EXAMPLE, if your alumni data shows that most students who didn’t transfer credits never sent an official transcript to their college, what steps would you take to better inform students about the steps to successfully transfer their credits.



o
Some Examples of E2 Resources and Methods

o Alumni surveys (students 1-year-out and 4-years-out of HS)
 National Student Clearinghouse (NSC)

o State Education Department or University System
 |Internal data on CEP students who have matriculated

* Focus groups of CEP alumni

o Survey of current CEP seniors

e School partner surveys
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Under the new standards, programs may continue to conduct surveys using the existing methodology.  In particular, programs that have never conducted program evaluation previously will find it easiest to do the surveys since we provide templates of the survey, a guide with tips on administering the survey, and example reports in your training packet.

Here are other examples of sources of data for programs to evaluate their impact on students. 
Some programs have used internal College data on CE students who matriculated at the institution to analyze the relationship between CE and GPA, performance in subsequent courses, and degree completion. Others use the National Student Clearinghouse to track CE student enrollment at other institutions. Some states have developed databases to help track and share information about CE students who enroll in public institutions within the state. Programs may use a combination of tools, such as a senior survey and then an alumni survey or focus groups. 



Some
Examples
of E2
NWACC

Count ot ID

High School SUBJ CRSE
Ambassadors For Christ Academy ENGL 1013
1023
2223
HIST 2003
2013
MATH 2534
2564
PSYC 2003
Ambassadors For Christ Academy Total
Bentonville High School AHSC 1213
1223
1403
ARHS 1003
ART 1313
2833
2863
BlIOL 1544
2214
CIsm 1433
ClsQ 1103
CMIS 2003
2013
2033
2043
2053
2343
COMM 1003
CST 1313
2213
DNTA 1014
1213
1512
ENGL 1013
HIM
HIST
MATH

Instructor

GRDE

A FP \ (blank) Grand Total
9 9
6 3 9
1 1
1 1
3 2 =]
4 2 6
1 1
1 1
ont, E 1
26 i 34
1 1
1 1
14 5 1 20
1
17 1 1 19
11 5 1 1 18
11 3 1 17
1 2
1 1
2 1 3
8 4 12
1 1 3 1 6
2 2 2 6
1 3 1 1 6
1 1 3 1 6
1 1 3 1 6
1 1 3 1 6
6 ] 2 2 17
14 2 16
11 2 1 14
4 2 6
3 1 2 6
3 1 1 1 6
13 19 4 [+ 42
1
14 15 4 35
15 9 11 35
1 4 3 1 9
1 1
1
20 27 19 10 82



Some
Examples
of E2
NWACC

High School Seniors Enrolled at NWACC: College Enroliment & College Graduation Rates

Enrolled at Any Total Unduplicated
Arkansas College | Unduplicated | Graduates from
in the Academic | Enroliment for | Any Arkansas
HS Seniors | Year Following 5 Years Colleges for 5
Enrolled in High School following HS | Years following
Concurrent Graduation Graduation | HS Graduation
Classes as
E HS Seniors
>
o
£ # % & % #
o
2
2006 630 470 746% 534| B4.8%| 291
2005 607 429 T70.7%| 488| 804%| 276
2004 454 358 78.9% 391] 86.1% 229
2003 466 343 73.6% 394| 84.5% 206
2002 455 328| 72.1% 395| 86.8% 201
2001 477 342 71.7% 401 24.1% 214
2000 405 304| 75.1% 354| 87.4% 186
Notes:

Credentials Awarded

Calculated percentage based on the number of high school seniors enrolled in concurrent classes

Two Year
Schools in
Arkansas

- Calculated percentage based on the number of of students enrolling at any Arkansas college following high school graduation. Students could be

counted more than one credential type

Source: Arkansas Department of Higher Education

State Totals




Some

Examples

of E2

NWACC

Early College Experience - High 5chool Based Courses

students-S5CH-Tuition

Tuition Paid by | Value at Full

High School AY students |Registrations |S5CH Students Price
ACA 2100708 13 24 72| & 2 08E0D | & &, 0. DD
200E-09 20 &0 193] % 6,103.683 | & 17 861 00
2009-10 1z 23 121 22370 | & 6,652.75
ACA Total A5 o7 334 5 1046863 | % 30,573.75
BENTOMNVILLE HIGH SCHOOL 200 7-08 1Z6 328| 1,070| 5 3103000 | & BE 625.00
200E-09 140 333| 1,106| 5 3497725 |5 101 81200
2009-10 111 243 BOE| % 26,664 00 | & 76,5E8 00
2010-11 195 233 783| & 27 85750 | & 7B 77075
Fall 2011 148 154 673 & 24 46E.75 | & 6B 76575
BENTOMNVILLE HIGH SCHOOL Total T20 1321 4444| 5% 14499750 | % 414 564.50
DECATUR HIGH SCHOOL 2008-10 3 B 26| 5 133200 | 5 3 435.50
DECATUR HIGH SCHOOL Total 2 g 26| 5 1,339.00 | % 3,435 50
FARMINGTOMN HIGH 5CHOOL 200a-10 23 45 143| 3 767350 | & 1% 645 75
2010-11 34 48 173| % 963125 | & 24 32825
Fall 2011 27 38 130| % 7,83750 | & 19 227 50
FARMINGTOMN HIGH SCHOOL Total a4 132 452| & 2494225 | & 83,196.50
FAYETTEWILLE SR HiaH SCHO{OL 200E-08 37 67 225 5 11 05313 | & 2E 550,00
2008-10 45 GE 236 5 12 15400 | & 30 953,00
2010-11 G0 G5 218| 12 28250 | & 30,968.50
Fall 2011 71 ] 304 5 17, 86000 | & 44 75800
FAYETTEWVILLE SR HIGH SCHOOL Total 214 285 083| % 53,349.63 | % 135229.50




Analysis of Student Success for X and W student
Types Receiving a GPA Waiver
Fall 2011-Spring 2014

NWACC requires a high school GPA of 3.00 for general education transfer classes and a 2.00 for career and technical
classes for high schoaol students enrolling in concurrent classes. However, students may complete a GPA waiver
requesting that the GPA requirement be waived in special circumstances. The percentage of high school students
receiving GPA waivers in any given term has ranged from 4.7% to 11.5% for X (high school-based) and W (Secondary
Career Center) student types.

High School Relations periodically reviews the data on students receiving GPA waivers to ensure that the process is not
detrimental to student success. Utilizing data from fall 2011 to spring 2014, sixty-six (66%) percent of the students
receiving a GPA waivers successfully complete the course(s). Howewer, high school GPA does not seem to be the only
S predictor of successful completion (see tables below). Students receiving an F or FP grade do not hawve a significanthy
ome different high school GPA than students receiving an A grade for the three academic years analyzed. Other factors such
as student’s motivation and desire to be successful in the class appear to also play a role in student success. As part of
the waiver application, students are asked to give a reason why the waihver should be approved and counselors are also
aa m p I es asked for their recommmendations. In 20029, we found that who completed the waiver form (i.e., the student or
counselor) had the greatest effect on student perfformance. During the waiver review and approval process, the
student’s performance in similar courses and placement test scores are taken into consideration along with the

Of E2 student’s GPA.

Average Hlgh 5chool GPA for Grades Earned by Students Given
NWACC Students Given GPA Waivers Fall GPA Waivers Fall 2011-Spring
2011-2014 (Duplicated Count) 2014 (Duplicated Count)
350
300 271 =7 2g1 289 271 __ 272 120 112
% 2.50 222 2 100 -
g 200 -E BO
E 1.50 g 50 53
':?_:ﬂ 100 E A0 a5 a5
0.50 E - .
0.00 = I t I : |
A AU B C D F FP W o -
-9 au E C D F FP W

Letter Grade Received
Letter Grade Earned



o
Tips for increasing survey response rates

o Will rise if the culture of taking evaluations is strengthened

* Over time users become familiar with system and process

* Motivate students to provide feedback

e Use multiple methods of outreach — mail, phone, email (with
accurate addresses), social media, school mailing

* Provide frequent reminders
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In general, the community has to think of evaluations as a part of a duty to the program – this is the cultural shift. They—instructors, liaisons, and school partners--have to see the benefit that students’ opinions can provide to them and the program. 

Over time, students will get used to the process and being asked for their feedback. If you use email, they will get used to checking their email for your surveys. Consider sending something to your seniors letting them know that they will be asked to provide feedback after they graduate. Students need to know why their feedback matters! 

Many programs use email to reach alumni, but these addresses may no longer be valid. One tool for updating your records is to administer a quick survey to seniors, asking them for new contact information. Use your program’s and school partners’ social media to get the word out. Schools may be willing to help with mailings; sometimes a parent or alum will ignore a letter from you, but pay attention to the mail coming from their alma mater.


Questions on Program Evaluation
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Future NACEP Webinars and Events:

June 19: NACEP Accreditation Mini-Series-
l Program Evaluation

| ‘ June 21: Continuous Improvement
Continuously: Ensuring your partnership is
achieving your goals.

July
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