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Why Meta-Analysis? 

 80+ moving parts 

 

 Facilitate an uniform understanding of the current status 
of assessment at Bergen 

 

 Closing the Loop at the college level 



Why Meta-Analysis? 

MSCHE and Bergen 

 Long history of in-and-out of COMPLIANCE  

 

 

October 2012 Visit:  

 Complete the curriculum mapping 

 Consistent quality 

 Demonstrate use of assessment results 



Process Used 

 Formative and Summative Process Rubrics 

 

 Holistic evaluation  

 

 Assessment Bottom Line:   

 What are we trying to do? 

 How are we doing? 

 How do you know? 

 So, What? 

 

 



Results of Meta-Analysis 

2011-2012 Cycle 
Summer 2013 

(n=19 reviewed) 

2012-2014 Cycle 
Summer 2014 

(n=12 reviewed) 

Exemplary & 
Satisfactory 

68% 25% 

Below Satisfactory 25% 33% 

Incomplete 7% 42% 

Missing Reports 9 5 



Results of Meta-Analysis 

 Inconsistency in the quality 

 Vague; Unclear 

 Incomplete reports 

 Minimal evidence of internal dialogue 

 

 

Lack of Accountability & Pride 



How Can We Improve? 

 Follow the Bergen’s Assessment Cycle 

 Semester 1 – create program/unit assessment plan 

 Semester 2 – develop assessment tool(s) & timeline 

 Semester 3 – collect and analyze data 

 Semester 4 – share knowledge & close the loop 

 

 Follow MSCHE’s Recommendations on Assessment 

 Focus on assessing the most important goals 

 Easy to interpret 

 Easy to implement 

 Easy to adapt 



Assessment Fellows 

 Gail Fernandez (Lead) 

 Sony Tiwari 

 Maureen Ellis-Davis 

 Joanna Campbell 

 

 Ilene Kleinman 

 Jill Rivera 

 Amarjit Kaur 

Academic  Units 

AES Units 



Thank You!  






