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AGENDA

* Why data matters?

= Developing strategies that meet institutional mission
and objectives

= Commercial data management programs
= Historic use of data and its impact on your programs

(mission)
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ORGANIZING THE INFORMATION (DATA) ACCORDING
TO MISSION, OBJECTIVES, STRATEGIES: STRATEGIC
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NEED FOR NEW APPROACHES
Why data matters @D\ﬁ’ﬁ@@ﬁ?@

\g
Q s@ r
* Understand the needs of the institution ~i§"%

* Movement toward the mission and strategic
objectives

* Managing our access (e.g., students, faculty, staff)
* Creating a future for the institution and the academy

Picking the right metrics

" Differentiating metrics for appropriate
constituents

= Students
" Faculty (Faculty Development)

" The differences between numbers and numbers )
that matter CI;I(!CCAQ%@



CREATING EDUCATIONAL
EXPERIENCES THAT MEET
OUR STUDENTS NEEDS

| NSSE

NSSE 2017 Engagement Indicators

-
C l COOPERATIVE INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH PROGRAM
atthe HIGHER EDUCATION RESEARCH INSTITUTE AT UCLA
&2

2014 CIRP Freshman Survey

Institutional Profile Reports

t right.

Sections
iew (p. 3)

e Reports (pp. 4-13)

California State University-Los Angeles

Comparison group 1: Public 4yr Colleges-low selectivity
Comparison group 2: Public 4yr Colleges

parisons with High-

| national survey of About This Report
== student engagement
About Your Engagement Indicators Report
. . N . Theme Engagement Indicator
Engagement Indicators (Els) provide a useful summary of Higher-Order Learning
the detailed informa?ic?n contained in your students” NSSE Aienlc Chikenge Reflective & Integrative Learning
responses. By combining responses to related NSSE Learning Strategies
questions, each EI offers valuable information about a Quantitative Reasoning
distinct aspect of stud gag Ten indicators,
n three to eight survey questions each (a total of 47 Learning with Peers SOShCTEE L e

uestions), are organized into four broad themes as

Discussions with Diverse Others

Experiences with Foculty  Student-Faculty Interaction
Effective Teaching Practices

Quality of Interactions

Campus Environment
Supportive Environment

Displays how average EI scores for your students compare with those of students at your comparison
group institutions.

Detailed views of EI scores within the four themes for your students and those at comparison group
institutions. Three views offer varied insights into your EI scores:

Mean Comparisons

Straightforward comparisons of average scores between your students and those at comparison
group institutions, with tests of significance and cffect sizes (sec below),

Score Distributions

Box-and-whisker charts show the variation in scores within your institution and comparison groups.
Performance on Indicator items

Responses to each item in a given EI are summarized for your institution and comparison groups.

Comparisons of your students” average scores on each EI with those of students at institutions whose

CHICAG®
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Tableau
Interactive Table

Instructions: Select fields of your interest to create a table you need, using Column Selection and Row Selection. You can view the
enrollment count or average unit load using the filter Enrollment Count or Average Unit Load.

Enroliment Count or Average Unit Loa... Column Selection level 1 G
Avg. Unit load X Gender v
|V Utoris}

Column Selection level 2 Filter data in the Interactive
Enrolimant Type ~ Table by using the drop-
down menus below.
- Term & Year:
Row Selection level 1 Female Male Grand
Spring 2018 v
Student Level Y Continuin.. New Gra.. Continuin. New Gra.. 1otal i
Freshman 4-Year College Degree or Hig.. 13.98 12.57 1347 - Student Level:
First Generation 13.26 1333 13.27 (All) v
Some College or 2-Year Colle.. 13.62 13.33 13.54
S Unknown 135 12.83 1317 College:
Row Selection level 2 NSS =
: Graduate 4-Year College Degree or Hig.. 7.52 71 7.31
First Generation
First Generation 7.34 7.19 7.26 Department;
_Year v - — .
Some College or 2-Year Colle 7.05 7.66 7.24 (All) v
Unknown 7.44 6.39 7.2 7.69 7.03
Junior 4-Year Collega Degree or Hig 13.8 13 13.48 Plan;
First Generation 12.81 12.62 12,75 (All) >
Some College or 2-Year Ccelle.. 12.79 13.26 12.95
iy Subplan:

Disaggregating the data to address CH'CAG@
equity concerns. #CCAS2018



Faculty Headcount

FA c U LT Y H I R I N G Faculty Head t has no duplicates, itis b d on highest FTE, if FTE are equal then oldest/first appointment. Department assignment is based on HR data.
Instructions for more details;

Hover over "Class" in the table header and click the "+" sign to drill down to "Rank".
Hover over "Rank" in the table header and click the "+" sign to drill down to "Name™.
Hover over the table header again and click "-" sign to drill up.

College Department Class Year Ethnicity Gender Name
All Al All All All All All

Fall 2016

Fall 2018 |

Use the data to ensure College  Department  Class

instructional personnel

FERP FERP Full Professor 2
Total |
Lecturer | |
Total [T ST
Total o | 35 40 48 |

Lecturer Lecturer
Total

g®7e Track Assistant Professor 2 3

UnderSTGnding Of Associate Professor 2 1
_Full Profassor | 8 S

Total 12 13

. 3

3

Lecturer

(e.g., professor, associate

professors, assistant

ISR AR

professors, lecturer (part-

Viwlw w

Time Cmd fU” Time)) K Assistant Professor 6‘ .
s 2z Making the case for
Full Professor | 5 6 4 [
Total 10 14 12| .I: I h’
Lecturer Lecturer 23 26 29 | acu Ty Ires TO
fotal | 23 26 29|
Total 33 40 41§ chu“‘y developmenf
Tenure Track Assistant Professor 2 2 3
Associate Professor 6 6 4
WFuIIProfessor 10 7 7 qnd SUpporT
Total 18 15 14
FERP FERP Full Professor 2 a 3 =
Total 2 4 73 @)
Lecturer  Locturer 62 56 9 | ny
Total 62 56 49|
Total | 82 75 66




IMPACT

Work out if the costs and effort are

justified
= Collect data
*  Integrity and convergence in the data Dedsion Making
" Analyze data IMAGNE g, ACHIEVE
= Present and distribute the insights v

D 7/ EXECUTE

Incorporate the learning into the
program

Know the basics of data visualization

CHICAG&
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Math 1081 and Math 1082 Midterm 1 Analysis

L Pass Rates by Class

Math 1081

Section Instructor Size|Absences| # of S |Pass Rate
1 27 0 27 51.9%
2 27 0 27 67.0%
3 27 0 27 74.0%
4 28 2 26 85.0%
5 28 1 27 74.0%
6 27 2 25 64.0%
7 26 3 23 70.0%
8 27 1 26 69.0%
9 24 2 22 77.0%
10 27 0 27 67.0%
11 25 2 23 73.0%
12 27 2 25 25.0%
13 23 1 22 39.1%
14 21 1 20 55.0%
15 21 0 21 76.0%

| Average Pass Rate] 64.6% |

| standard Deviation| 15% |

Math 1081 Midterm 1 Pass Rate Distribution

Number of Classes
~Noow s U o ~ o«

'
0

[25%, 35%)

(35%, 45%)

7
3
2
- ’

(45%, 55%]

(55%, 65%]

Pass Rate

(65%, 75%)]  (75%, 85%)]

-

Math 1082
Sectlon| Instructor Size Ab es| # of S |Pass Rate
30 3 27 41.0%
28 1 27 70.0%
28 2 26 23.1%
31 2 29 71.0%
30 0 30 67.0%
11 30 3 27 26.0%
13 30 2 28 32.1%
15 30 1 29 53.6%
17 28 0 28 53.6%
19 30 1 29 65.5%
21 30 1 29 44.8%
23 29 2 27 63.0%
25 27 2 25 80.0%
27 27 0 27 60.0%
29 30 0 30 78.0%
| Average Pass Ratel 55.5% |
| standard Deviation| 18% |
Math 1082 Midterm 1 Pass Rate Distribution
8
7
w
2 e
®
=) 5
G 4 4 =
E g
E . 2

[23%, 33%]  (33%, 43%]  (43%, 53%]  (53%, 63%]

Pass Rate

(63%, 73%]  (73%, 83%]

Math Redesign Efforts/
Faculty Development

® Present and distribute the
insights

® Incorporate the learning into
the program

= Know the basics of data
visualization

CHICAG®
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Math 1082
Proble Task Full or Almost |Partial |No Creditor
Full Credit Credit [Almost No Credit

No.1 |Solve a system of equation. Write the general solution. 39% 34% 26% .

No.2 |Evaluate a function using algebraic expression 46% 21% 33% Mq‘l‘h Red eS|gn Effo rts

No.3 |Evaluate a piecewise function at 3 input values 46% 25% 28%

No.4 |Find the composition of two functions and its domain. 28% 30% 42%

No. 5 Fm.d the doman?, range, and the y-mterce;?t of a given graph. 43% 32% 25% - Present and distribute the

No. 6 |Write the equation of a transformed function 71% 18% 11%

No. 7 |Use function notation to represent data point in a word problem,| 70% 16% 14% insights

No.8 |Obtain the graph of a function using transformations 52% 24% 24% - | te the | .

No.9 |[Apply the system of equations to solve a word problem 50% 14% 36% ncorporare the learning

Bonus |Find and simplify the composition of two rational function. 16% 24% 60% into the program

= Know the basics of data
visualization
 Full or Almost Full Credit
Math 1081 Midterm 1 Results # Partial Credt
No Credit or Almost No Credit
80% 76%
71% 70%
70% 65%
60% 55%
50% % = 45%
e 40% 2%
40% %
20% 26% 2% 28%
20% 19% 20% i 2% 3%
13% 12%
. 1 CHICAG®
0% ="
No1 No2 No3 Nod Nos No6 No9 Bonus #CCAS2018

Midterm Problem
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Commercial Data Management Programs
Overview

Tableau and Share Point EAB Academic
Performance Solutions

Customizable Data Tables Standardized Data Tables

Customizable Dashboards Standardized Dashboards

Data Visualization Limited Customization with Filters

Budget Monitoring and Forecasting Data Visualization

Automated Report Updating Report Updating Once a Semester

Ad Hoc Analysis and Reporting Benchmarking to Similar Institutions

Benchmarking to Other Institutions Difficult Customizable Benchmark Institutions
CHICAG®

#CCAS2018



e
UAA-IR Sharepoint Executive Dashboard

Last Update (10-30-2018)

Executive Summary
. B wcap i [ oo BRI

3Ca

Institutional Research

Colloge of Business
and Public Policy
LMVIRRT A

Course Enroliment (Operational Data) Awards (Official Data) Fiscal Year Current FY Davs Remainina FY Davs
Term Course Cnt Enrolled WaitCnt  Credit Hours Degree 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
e e 2019 122 (33.42%) 243 (66.58%)
201901 Sp 3,104 0 0 0 Associate 873 858 844 7395
201801 Sp 3,196 49903 1 137,262 Raccalaureate 1,094 1177 1175 1,208 133 Budaet Budget
201701 5p. 3460 52,339 2 143486 Certificate " 67 52 4 M
Doctorate 1 1 7 2 1
Reaistration (Operational Data) Licensure/Post Certificate 93 88 80 89 2 $811M $258.5M $1715M $2585M
Date Current Past A Master 293 251 220 247 32
Occupational Endorsem 132 m 82 60 13 : 1 Bundina (O : | Data
lonea 1589 1678 Total 2561 2553 2460 2404 257 S ey -
10(10-29) 15972 16693 Budget Activity Encr Balance Balance %
10(10-28) 15963 16,693
1001027) 15963 16693 | Employees | $258514,810  $81082317  $177.432493 6864 %
10(10-26) 15947 16680 N
10010-25) 15921 16651 201803 Fall Active Empl Positions (O ional Data) 8000 Miscellan... 4%
& W e Type DCnt  %DCnt 4000 Commndiﬁ‘t‘s
redit Hours erational Data
Date  Current Past feadty 116 37.0% pm‘r’?;‘; ' E,"‘;;‘""
Staff 1209 408% 3000 Contractunt
10010-3.. 141,280 150579 Student 703 222% Male
10(10-2. 141,250 150414 Total 3061 T0BR0% 2.2% ‘
100102 141,234 150414 578% 1000 Personnel 62%
Has| duel i e o 0k e oo soc . P —————
10010-2. 141154 150334 NS 201803 Fall Executive 2 0% Pool 1642 519% Budget Activity Balance Balance %
Faculty-Adjunct se7 178% Regular 1074 340% $258,517,025 $171471355  ($87,045,670) -3367 %
Student Closina (Official Data) :““:‘Y'“";"""-~ SZ 15“’: m = '5:3 Y:;”‘
Semes.. Student s:;.;:g o i gss Towl » 9000 Other Revenge _
Fall .. 1.1 2 Fall Staff-Regular 930 294% Type DCot ot 9000 Sale Ausliscy
201703 17,267 % 5 = ﬁ 8 Spring Staff-Temporary 266 BA% 1. Primary 3148 3,48 mApmwnalmn
201603 17,962 S Bl Bl B § S Student 656  208% 2. Seconda... 306 n
201503 18116 Student-Graduate a7 15% 3, Overload 63 76 9000 Toition 20%
201403 18649 - Total 3161 1000%  Total 1161 3615
Sorina 2015 2016 2017 2018 209
Unks: IR Reports Course Enrolime Registration Credit Hours Student Closing Demog raphics Awards Active Employee Postions Fiscal Ledger Fiscal Year Operations

CHICAG

#CCAS2018
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...e]
UAA-IR Sharepoint Executive Dashboard for CAS

Last Update (10-30-2018)

[ —ry Executive Summary

Select icons fo e d
rts and Sclences
d Award
Course Enroliment (Operational Data) Awards (Official Data) Fiscal Year Current FY Days Remainina FY Davs
Term Course Cnt Enrolled WaitCnt  Credit Hours Degree 2015 2096 2017 2018 2019
2019 122 (33.42% 243 (66.58%
201901 Sp 1,032 0 0 0 Asscciate 170 164 177 " 20 ) ( )
201801 Sp 1,070 17,604 0 46,547 Baccalaureate 460 486 4% PYZR V] Bisdaet Budaet Bal
201701 Sp. 123 19479 0 52479 Certficate 1
Doctorate 1 1 3 2 1
Reaistration (Operational Data) Licensure/Post Certificate 72 67 67 74 1 $78M _lSZ'IAGM $157M $27.6M
Date Current Past 3314 A Master 122 105 104 108 15
-
100030 3133 3303 Yol &2 83 a8 TV & £ v icted Funding (Operational Data)
10(10-29) 3133 3297 Budget Activity Encr Balance Balance %
10(10-28) 3133 3297
10 (10-27) 3,133 3297 o $27,643,185 $7,750,054 $19,893,131 7196 %
10(10-26) 3132 3294 -
10110-25) 1162 3291 201803 Fall Active Empl Positions (Operational Data) 4000 Commodities
o - o Type DCnt %DCmt ™
t Hours (Ooerational Data Part Ti Full Time
Date Current Past 3 22& 2008 so'g\:‘ ”‘ £5%
52003 A Staff 16 212%
10(10-3.. 48103 51425 Student 110 201% Male
10(10-2. 48,069 51,264 Total S48 1000% 41.1% . Female 1000 Personnel 87%
10(10-2.. 48053 51,264 589%
B2 :;g; e i Type DCnt  %DCnt Type DCnt %DCnt Fundina (Operational Data)
10010-2. 47998 51204 201803 Fall Faculty-Adjunct 120 219%  Tem 108 197% o Mdost Activity Balance Balance'%
Faculty-Administr.. 17 31%  Regular 176 321% $27,643,185  $15749286  ($11,893,899) -4303 %
Student Closina (Official Data) Faculty-Regular 185  338%  Pool 278 50.1%
e —_— Staff-Regular 82  150%  Total 48 100
mes... . - Staff-Temporary u 62% . _— Gt 000 Faes 6%
fall e - £al Student 81 148% ype A ks
201703 4014 I BN Student-Graduate 29 53% 1. Primat 548 548
- Sprin ry 3
01603 4254 § [ i Total 5e8 T0RWE  2.Seconds. 34 a2 9000 Appropristion 9000 Tuition 58%
o Summer
201503 4,554 3. Overload 12 12
201403 4,869 = v Total sa8 a2
Sorina POTG 20172048 Q19

Links: IR Reports Course Enrollment Registration Credit Hours Student Closing Demog raphics Awards Active Employee Postions Fiscal Ledger Fiscal Year Operations

CHICAG&
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Course Enroliment for Psychology - Ali

LJA/\ Institu

L

Subject Course Level Student Credit Hour Load

PSY (Psvcholoav) NG All G 3 All v All W.

o~
©
@

X2

37
07

~ ®

~o 23
"o g\: 0 4
n 3 2 @®
. —
. = e —

o o M=
:’-N

All

)

(0C0>003) (003>006) (006-009) (009-012) (012>015 (015>018) ©18>021) (021>024)

Student Credit Hour Distribution by Student Load

Fees Tuition" amounts are to be used as a reference only. Amounts indicate the total charged by each class and may ar may not be reflected in budget receipts.

Report Student Student Termvs. Termvs. KPI SCHR SCHR Termvs. Termvs. KPI  Fees Tuition  Fees Tuition Term vs.
ga(e & # -lyr Term Term % “lyr Term Term% “lyr Term
10 (10-30) 1.29 1320 -29 22% 5.140 5121 19 037% @ $1.3945676 $1,298,988 $95.688
10 (10-29) 1,291 1,320 -29 -22% 5140 s 19 037% @ $1,394676  $1,298,988 $95,688
10 (10-28) 1.29 1,320 «29 22% 5,140 5121 19 037% @ $1.394,676 $1.298,988 $95.608
10 (10-27) 1,291 1,320 29 22 % 5,140 sn 19 037% @ $1,304 874 $1,208 988 $95. 684
10 (10-26) 1291 1320 29 22% 5136 5121 15 029% @ $1,393369  $1,298,988 $94,381
10 (10-25) 1.291 1320 29 22% 5136 S121 15 029% @ $1,393369  $1,298988 $34,381
10 (10-24) 1,291 1,320 -29 -22% 5,136 S121 15 029% @ $1393369  $1,298988 $94,381
10 (10-23) 1,289 1,320 -3 -23% 5,134 si121 13 025% @ $1,392,351 $1,298,988 $93,363
10 (10-22) 1,288 1,320 32 24 % 5133 S 12 023% @ $1,391842 $1,298,988 $92,854
10 (10-21) 1,288 1320 -32 24% 5133 5121 12 023% @ $1.391842  $1,298.988 $92.854
10 (10-20) 1,288 1,320 -32 24 % 5133 5121 12 023% @ $1,391842 $1,298,988 $92,854
10 (10-19) 1,288 1,320 -32 -24 % 5133 5121 12 023% @ $1,391,842 $1,298,988 $92,854
10 (10-18) 1,288 1,320 32 -24 % 5133 5121 12 023% @ $1,391842 $1,298,988 $92.854
10(1017) 1,288 1319 N 24 % 5133 s17 16 031% @ $1391842  $1297.048 $54.794
10 (10-16) 1,288 1319 -31 24 % 5133 5117 16 031% @ $1,391842 $1,297.048 $94,794
10 (10-15) 1,288 1,319 -3 -24 % 5133 5117 16 031% @ $1,391842 $1,297,048 $94 794

[Daily Enroliment by Course) (

Term vs
Term %

737 %
737 %
737 %
737 %
727 %
721 %
727%
7.19%
715 %
715%
715%
7.15%
7115 %
731%
731 %
731%

=
2

0000 OODOOSOOOOOSS

Tre— Daily Enrollment by Course

Student # by Student SCHR Load

Total
1,291

®Student # @ Student # -1yr

10 (10-30) 1,291 -220 %

Report Date Student ¢

1,200

400

200

03 (03-31) 08 (08-24)

CHICAG
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Course Enroliment for Psychology — 100 Level
Daily Enrollment by Course

Course Level Student Credit Hour Load

PSY (Psycholoay) Pl 100 (Lower Division) v Al o Al v All ~

Student # by Student SCHR Load

. SCHR .‘ LH y
g 3
o - = 3 Total
3 o o o o S 3 ota
S &8 ON -~ 807
- o ~N W0
— ml --
(000>003) (003>006) (006>009) (009>012) (012>015) (015>018) (018>021)
Student Credit Hour Distribution by Student Load
“Fees Tuition" amounts are to be used as a reference only Amounts indicate the total charged by each class and may or may nat be reflacted in budget receipts.
Report Student Student Termvs, Termvs. KPI SCHR SCHR Termvs. Termvs. KPI  Fees Tuition Fees Tuition Termvs. Termvs, KPI & @Student #  @Student # -1yr
Bale . #yr Term  Term % “lyr Term  Term % ~1yr Term  Term %
10 (10-30) 807 886 79 -89% 2493 2730 237 -868% $582135  $508425  ($16290) -272% 10 (10-30) 807 -8.92 %
10 (10-29) 807 886 -79 -89 % 2,493 2730 237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272% Report Date Student #
10 (10-20) 807 806 -79 -89 % 2493 2730 -237 -068% $502,135 590,425 ($16,290) =272 %
10 (10-27) 807 B8 79 -89 % 2,493 2,730 237 -BAR% $582,135 $598,425 ($16290) 272 % 800
10 (10-26) 807 886 79 89 % 2493 2,730 237 -868% $582,135 $598.425 ($16.290) 272 %
10 (10-25) 807 886 -79 -89 % 2,493 2730 -237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 2N % e
10 (10-24) 807 886 <79 -89 % 2,493 2,730 -237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272%
10 (10-23) 807 886 -79 -89 % 2493 2,730 -237 -BBB% $582,135 $598425 ($16,290) 272 % 500
10 (10-22) 807 886 79 89 % 2493 2,730 237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272% 00
10 (10-21) 807 886 79 89 % 2493 2730 237 B8.68 % $582,135 $598.425 ($16.290) 272%
10 (10-20) 807 886 <79 -89 % 2493 2730 +237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272% 300
10 (10-19) 807 886 -79 -89 % 2,493 2,730 -237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272 % 200
10 (10-18) 807 886 79 89 % 2,493 2,730 237 868 % $582,135 $598.425 ($16,290) 272 % 100
1010 17) 807 886 79 89 % 2493 2730 237 B68% $582,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 2712 %
10 (10-16) 807 886 79 -89 % 2,493 2,730 ~237 -B.6B% $5682,135 $598,425 ($16,290) 272% o
10 (10-15) 807 886 79 -R9% 2,493 2,730 237 -868% $582,135 $598,425 ($16290) -272% 03 (03-31) 08 (08-24)

CHICAG

#CCAS2018
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Course Enroliment for Psychology — Other Levels

LJV\/\ Institutional Res

.

Last Update (10-30-2(

Daily Enroliment by Course

Subject Course Level Student Credit Hour Load

PSY (Psycholoay) v (Multiple Selections) R Al v Al v All

200-600 level

®5CHR @SCHR tyr

o~
- -

25 g 23 .

. amm U — —

(000»003) (©O3>006) (006>009) (009>012) (012>015) PIS>01E  (DIB»021)  (O21>024)

Student Credit Hour Distribution by Student Load

‘Fees Tution" amounts are to be used as a refecence only Amounts indicate the total charged by each class and may or may not be reflected in budget receipts
Report Student Student Termvs. Termvs. KPl SCHR SCHR Termvs, Termvs. KPI  Fees Tuition Fees Tuition Termys.  Termvs
gate L ¥ yr Term Term % “1yr Term Term % ~iyr Term Term %
10 (10-30) 499 461 38 82% @ 2647 239 25% 1071% @ $812,541 $700,563 $111.978 1598%
10 (10-29) 499 461 38 82% @ 2647 239 25% 1071% @ $812,541 §700,563 $111,978 1598 %
10 (10-28) 499 461 3 82% @ 2,647 2,39 56 1071% @ $612,541 $700,563 $111,9780 1590 %
10 (10-27) 499 461 18 82% @ 2,647 2,391 2% 1071% @ $812,541 $700,563 $111978 1508 %
10 (10-26) 499 461 38 82% @ 2643 23N 252 1054% @ $811,234 $700,563 $110,671 15.80 %
10 (10-25) 499 461 38 82 @ 2643 23N 252 1054% @ $811,234 $700,563 $110671 1580 %
10 (10-24) 499 461 38 82% & 2643 239 252 1054% @ $811,234 $700,563 $110671 15.80 %
10 (10-23) 497 461 36 18% @ 2641 2,39 250 1046% @ $810,216 $700,563 $109,653 15.65 %
10 (10-22) 496 461 35 16% @ 2640 2,39 249 0M% @ $809,707 $700,563 $109,144 15.58 %
10 (10-21) 496 461 35 76% @ 2640 239 249 1041% @ $809,707 $700,563 $109,144 1558%
10 (10-20) 496 461 35 76% ® 2,640 239 249 1041% @ $809,707 $700,563 $109,144 1558 %
10 (10-19) 496 461 35 6% @ 2,640 2,391 249 1041% @ $809,707 $700,563 $109,144 15.58 %
10 (10-18) 49 461 35 76% @ 2,640 2,39 249 W4 % @ $809,707 $700,563 $109,144 1558 %
10(1017) 496 460 36 8% @ 2640 2,387 253 1060% @ $809,707 $698,623 $111,084 1590%
10 (10-16) 456 460 36 78% @ 2,640 2,387 253 1060% @ $809,707 $698,623 $111084 1590%
10 (10-15) 494 460 36 78% @ 2,640 2387 23 1060% @ $809,707 $6GR 623 $111,084 1560 %
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APS — Benchmarked Course Completion Rates

Department-Level Course Completion Benchmarks

pighted Averages are based on the prop:

ion of total attempted credit hours taught per Insttution In the conort. Weights change tased on Titer salactions

Choose Your Cohort Earned Credit Hours Per Student Course Completion Rate

Larg

bl Macters
Choose Your College
College of Atts and Scis
APS Benchmark Fillers

Time Period

Student Attributes

Indergradunte

Course Completion Rate by Standard Deportment

Stanvard Depariment Name #of Cohort Members  Cohon Weighted Average Differenice (My Inst - Cohort)
Psychology 9 89 %N -AT1%
Rollup - 89.38% % A71%

Sophomores are ~10% more likely to complete the 100 level Psychology courses successfully. CHICAG

Department-Level Course Completion Benchmarks

Cabort Weighted Averages are based on the propartion of total attempted credit hours taught per institution in the cohort. Weights change based on filter seiections
Choose Your Cohort Earned Credit Hours Per Student Course Completion Rate
arge Public Master

Choose Your College

of Arts and Sch

APS Benchmark Fiters

Time Perlod

0451

Fall. Spring

University Attributes

Psychclogy

Course Attributes
E TYPE

All

Lower Divisson

Student Attributes
1%

Undergraduate 2

o ne - o . )
Sophomore B eighted Average o cot e ghited Average
Course Completion Rate by Standard Department

Standard Department Name #ofConon Members  Cohon Weighad Averagef My institution Yuerence (My Inst - Cohon
Paychology 2 931% -10.7%
Ro¥up - 031% A0.7%
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KEY TAKEAWAYS

- Multiple data base management programs available
* Ability to customize allows units to focus questions

* Ability to benchmark can enrich understanding of the data

CHICAG&
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HISTORIC CENSUS DATA

Comparison to the historic census data

FTES Ho
Braeakdown by Studant | Sprina Sprina Sprina Sprina
Charactersitcs =01s =o1s =016
Grand Total 2252 2.227 2.532 2.622
coss 2.252 2,327 2,532 2,633
Note Current dats as of 277 7
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COURSE HISTORY

—— ol (R * Click on any
[ = Pl number and a list
S of students will be
i generated with
| e | o] : the student’s ID,
e S : : name, preferred
mmage| 23 < e-mail, and phone
Ssu 232 . 2 * Students can be
caim 1ia : contacted for
E;; 2= - advising purposes.

CRIM 160
CRIM 1607
cRiM 170
cRIM 273
caisa 17a
CRIt 178

N CHICAG®
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GRADE DISTRIBUTION BY COURSE

A B C D F WU | W CR NC RP «  Click on any
1 Fall 2016 11.60%  0.40% 83.90%  4.00% course and
2Fall2016  21.40% 43.10% 19.10% 7.70%  670%  1.70% 0.30% grade
distribution will
10 Fall 2016 23.60% 32.70% 26.40%  7.30% 10.00% display of
20 Fall 2016 17.00% 42.10% 25.50% 10.00%  5.20% 0.40% passing and
50 Fall 2016 28.70% 39.80% 20.40%  2.80%  7.20% 1.10% non-passing
100 Fall 2016 23.70%  42.70% 22.30%  6.00%  4.70% 0.70% grades by
. . . . . student level.
101 Fall2016  13.70% 39.70% 36.60%  530%  4.60% «  Data can be
102 Fall 2016 23.20% 41.10%  28.60% 3.20% 3.20% 0.50% used for course
109 Fall 2016 30.80% 39.60% 21.30%  3.80%  3.80%  0.40%  0.40% scheduling and
112 Fall 2016 28.30% 42.80% 18.40%  4.60%  5.90% advising
17Fall 2016 4830% 1680% 27.50%  5.40%  2.00% Do
120 Fall 2016 42.60% 37.40% 13.10%  1.90%  3.90%  0.60% 0.40% available on
127 Fall2016  25.20% 41.40% 27.00%  2.70%  3.60% student
153 Fall 2016 33.80% 30.40% 17.90%  7.80%  8.90% 020%  0.40%  0.60% demographics.

154 Fall 2016~ 27.10% 43.80% 22.90%  2.10%  4.20%

155 Fall 2016 20.80% 22.90% 22.90% 27.10%  4.20%  2.10% CH|CAG@
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AGGREGATE DATA GRADE DISTRIBUTION

Fail Rate (D, F, Pass Rate (C or
WU, NC) GPA Higher) N *  Click on any
course and
1 4.60% 95.40% 224 grade
distribution will
2 16.10% 2.62 83.90% 299 )
display of
10 17.30% 2.53 82.70% 110 oassing and
20 15.20% 2.56 84.80% 271 non-passing
50 10.10% 2.81 89.90% 181 grades by
100 10.70% 2.75 89.30% 300 student level.
101 9.90% 2.53 90.10% 131 * Data can be
102 6.50% 2.78 93.50% 185 used for course
109 7.90% 2.9 92.10% 240 SC:e.d.U""g and
112 10.50% 2.83 89.50% 152 advising
urposes.
117 7.40% 3.04 92.60% 149 . P
120 6.50% 3.12 93.50% 465 available on
127 6.30% 2.82 93.70% 111 student
153 16.80% 2.73 83.20% 497 demographics.
154 6.30% 2.88 93.80% 48

155 33.30% 2.25 66.70% 48 CH [ C AG@

#CCAS2018



AT-RISK STUDENTS (FIRST GEN AND PELL)

Fall 2016 | Fall 2016

Cohort Year/Term StudentID| Name E-mail Starting Major Ending Major  |Cum GPA | Cum Units
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 Undeclared UGRD Sociology 1.82 56
Fall 2011 Year6Term1 Liberal Studies-Blended Pgm Sociology 1.82 87
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 Social Work Sociology 2.25 98
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 * Pre-Physical Therapy Sociology 2.33 114
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 Comm Disorders - Deaf Educatin Sociology 2.57 113
Fall 2011 Year6Term1 Theatre Arts - Acting Sociology 2.52 115
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 Pre-Psychology Sociology 2.6 115
Fall 2011 Year6Term1 Undeclared UGRD Sociology 2.93 113
Fall 2011 |Year6Term1 Child Development Sociology 2.29 124

CHICAG®
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STATUS TOWARD GRADUATING IN 4-6 YEARS (0-49%)

Prob of

6yr Indicator |Indicator of
Acad Plan Cum. Day of Degree Prob of 4yr Graduati |Student |Term of 6yr 4yr
Descr Cum. Gpa|Units MaxRunDate |Status Email Emplid |Graduation on Name Units Graduation |Graduation
History 1 6 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 0 to 24% 14 1 1
History 2 9 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 12 1 1
History 2 9 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 14 1 1
History 2.05 65 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 12 1 1
History 2.08 27 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 9 1 1
History 2.1 44 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 12 1 1
History 231 16 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 13 1 1
History 2.36 56 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 9 1 1
History 237 67 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 0 to 24% 12 1 1
History 2.37 79 8-Feb-17 Unknown 25 to 49% 12 1 1
History 243 17 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 25 to 49% 15 1 1
History 2.49 85 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 0 to 24% 6 1 1
History 2.63 27 8-Feb-17 0 to 24% 0 to 24% 14 1 1
History 2.88 68 8-Feb-17 ] Unknown 25 t0 49% | 12 1 1
History 3.02 98 8-Feb-17 75% or more 15 1 1

CHICAG®

#CCAS2018



STATUS TOWARD GRADUATING IN 4-6 YEARS (50+%)

Indicator of |Indicator of
Day of Degree Prob of 4yr \Prob of 6yr |Student Term  |6yr dyr

Acad Plan Descr Cum.Gpa |Cum. Units MaxRunDate |Status Email  |[Emplid |Graduation|Graduation |[Name |Units  |Graduation |Graduation
Crim-Law Enforcement 2.08 98| 8-Feb-17 50to 74% |75% ormore 12 1 1
Crim-Law Enforcement 211 91 8-Feb-17 50to 74% |75% ormore 15 1 1
Crim-Law Enforcement 2.89 108 8-Feb-17 Denied 0to24% |75%ormore 6 1 1
Crim-Law Enforcement 2.92 118 8-Feb-17|In Review 0to24% |75%ormore 12 1 1
Crim-Law Enforcement 31 137 8-Feb-17|Pending [0to24%  |75%ormore 14 1 1
Crim-Law Enforcement 331 104 8-Feb-17/Applied 0to24% | 75%ormore 21 1 1

CHICAG®
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KEY TAKEAWAYS

- Data driven decision making to inform policy, practice, assessment

CHICAG®
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PRESENTERS

Pamela E. Scott-Johnson pscottj@calstatela.edu

John R. D. Stalvey istalvey @alaska.edu

Bernadette T. Muscat Bmuscat(@csufresno.edu

THANK YOU

CHICAG®
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