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This rubric is maintained by the Point Loma Nazarene University Institutional Effectiveness Committee for the purpose of assessing the academic 

unit’s assessment wheel(s).  The Program Review Committee receives the Institutional Effectiveness Committee’s assessment report and rubric 

criteria scores on the “Quality of Assessment” which are then embedded in the Program Review Self-Study Rubric. 

 

Criteria Highly Developed (4) Developed (3) Emerging (2) Initial (1) 

Assessment Wheel 
(Assessment Committee 
Report  & Score) 

Excellent assessment 
program in all aspects with 
few areas needing 
improvement. 

Strong assessment program 
with some areas needing 
further development.  

 Building of assessment 
program begun, but needs 
significant improvement. 

 Have made very little 
progress on building out the 
assessment structure for the 
program. 

Program 1 Assessment  
 

Excellent assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Strong assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Building of the assessment 
for Program (1) 
documentation and evidence 
has begun, but needs 
significant improvement. 

Have made very little 
progress on building out the 
assessment structure and 
evidence for Program (1). 

Program 2 Assessment  
 

Excellent assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Strong assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Building of the assessment 
for Program (1) 
documentation and evidence 
has begun, but needs 
significant improvement. 

Have made very little 
progress on building out the 
assessment structure and 
evidence for Program (1). 

Program 3 Assessment  
 

Excellent assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Strong assessment 
documentation and evidence 
for Program (1) with few 
areas needing improvement. 

Building of the assessment 
for Program (1) 
documentation and evidence 
has begun, but needs 
significant improvement. 

Have made very little 
progress on building out the 
assessment structure and 
evidence for Program (1). 

 


