SALISBURY UNIVERSITY

Purpose and Timeline for Academic Program Review
Accredited Programs

Accredited programs shall conduct a comprehensive Academic Program Review (APR) on a schedule that is congruent with their accreditation reviews, minimally, at least every seven years. Accredited programs must also submit to University Analysis Reporting and Assessment (UARA) a periodic update of their Assessment Plan & Summary, APR Part II. This periodic update is due three years after the APR and submission of their accreditation self-study/report. 

Programs that maintain specialized accreditations with accrediting agencies may substitute the formal accreditation standards of the respective agency in lieu of the SU APR guidelines provided the accrediting agency is recognized by the Council for Higher Education Accreditation (CHEA) and/or the U.S. Department of Education (ED).  Programs that are accredited by agencies not recognized by the CHEA or ED may use their accrediting agency’s standards to supplement not substitute for the Salisbury University APR guidelines.  Please visit the directory of recognized accrediting agencies for CHEA, http://www.chea.org/Directories/index.asp, and the ED, http://www2.ed.gov/admins/finaid/accred/accreditation_pg5.html to see the most recent lists. At the time of this publication, the following agencies accrediting specialized programs at SU have been recognized:

1. The Association to Advance Collegiate Schools of Business (AACSB)

2. American Chemical Society Committee on Professional Training (ACS-CPT)

3. Commission on Accreditation of Allied Health Education Programs (CAAHEP)

4. Commission on Collegiate Nursing Education (CCNE)

5. Council on Social Work Education (CSWE)

6. National Accrediting Agency for Clinical Laboratory Sciences (NAACLS)

7. National Association of Schools of Music (NASM)

8. National Council for Accreditation of Teacher Education (NCATE)

9. National Environmental Health Science and Protection Accreditation Council (NEHSPAC)

An academic program accredited by a recognized specialized accrediting agency must submit the following to Academic Affairs:

1. A formal executive summary of each APR/accreditation report

2. its accreditation reports/self-study;

3. visiting team comments; 

4. formal rejoinder;

5. formal acknowledgement of accreditation or reaffirmation of accreditation;

6. evidence of ongoing and continuous assessment of student learning outcomes; and,

7. evidence of student learning.

Timeline:

3 years Prior to APR
These 3-year prior APR steps are currently only RECOMMENDATIONS for the APR cycle. It is pending Faculty Senate and Provost’s Office approval. Programs adopting the revised guidelines during the Pilot (AY 2009-10) do NOT have to complete these steps unless these revised guidelines are later approved by the Faculty Senate and Provost’s Office.
· January: 3 years before formal APR submission to Academic Affairs, each academic program submits a preliminary Assessment Plan and Summary (Part I) to UARA. 
· February: 3 years before formal APR submission to Academic Affairs, representatives from UARA provide feedback and/or recommendations to the academic program regarding their preliminary Assessment Plan and Summary (Part I). 
Year of APR

· August:  academic programs are notified by Academic Affairs that they are scheduled to conduct an academic program review and that their accreditation process substitutes for the SU APR process;

· June 1: the school dean submits a formal executive summary of each academic program review, as well as all materials, to Academic Affairs;

· July 1: Academic Affairs provides formal feedback to each reviewed program in a formal face-to-face meeting;
· August: Academic Affairs submits a formal executive summary to the USM Board of Regents;

· September: Academic Affairs archives all program review materials with the Office of University Analysis, Reporting, & Assessment.   
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