CVT Program Assessment Committee Meeting Minutes
Date: April 30, 2026
Time: 11 am
Location: Zoom
Present:
Jean Newberry, Program Director
Sarah Malik, Faculty - CVT 2841L and CVT 2920
Ray Lenius, Faculty - CVT 2421

Agenda Item: Review of PLO-2 Assessment Results (2025-2026 Academic Year)
I. Meeting Purpose
Jean Newberry called the meeting to order to review Program Learning Outcome 2 (PLO-2) assessment results from all three assessment points during the 2025-2026 academic year.
PLO-2: "Critically think through data analysis. Analyze patient data from diagnostic tests, physical exams, and procedural monitoring to assist in recommending and implementing appropriate cardiovascular interventions."
Performance Benchmark: 85% of students achieving a score of 85% or higher

II. Assessment Results Summary
	Course
	Timing
	Instructor
	Assessment Type
	Score Range
	Benchmark Achievement

	CVT 2421
	Fall
	Ray
	Textbook case presentation (4-5 min PowerPoint)
	88-98%
	100% met benchmark

	CVT 2841L
	Spring
	Sarah
	Written clinical case study (real patient)
	87-100%
	100% met benchmark

	CVT 2920
	Spring
	Sarah
	Clinical case presentation (real patient)
	100% (all 10 students)
	100% met benchmark



III. Faculty Reports and Discussion
CVT 2421 (Ray)
· Ray reported strong performance on students' first formal presentation in the program. All students demonstrated solid foundational skills in analyzing textbook cases.
· Strengths: Effective data extraction, strong technical accuracy, professional presentation skills, logical clinical reasoning
· Areas for development: Some students focused on describing rather than critically analyzing findings; data synthesis could be strengthened
· Ray noted the 88-98% score range provided appropriate differentiation for students at this early program stage.
CVT 2841L (Sarah)
· Sarah reported excellent performance on written case studies based on actual clinical cases. Students successfully applied classroom learning to real-world situations.
· Strengths: Comprehensive documentation, strong hemodynamic analysis, professional writing, successful knowledge transfer to clinical practice
· Areas for development: Critical analysis depth varied; pre-procedural diagnostic integration could be strengthened; evidence-based rationale could be more explicit
· Sarah confirmed the 87-100% score range effectively differentiated performance levels.
CVT 2920 (Sarah)
· Sarah reported that all 10 students scored 100% on their comprehensive clinical case presentations. While students demonstrated strong competency, Sarah expressed concern that the lack of score variation limits the assessment's ability to differentiate performance levels and identify areas for continued growth.
Discussion: The committee agreed this contrasts with CVT 2421 and CVT 2841L, which both showed meaningful score variation. The CVT 2920 assessment may need enhanced rigor to better distinguish between proficient and exemplary performance.

IV. Overall Analysis
Jean led discussion of key findings:
Strengths:
· Consistent high achievement across all three assessments indicates effective curriculum and instruction
· Students successfully transfer classroom learning to clinical practice
· Multi-point assessment strategy provides comprehensive evaluation of student development
· Strong technical competency and professional skills throughout the program
Areas for Enhancement:
· Depth of critical analysis varies—some students describe findings well but could strengthen critical evaluation
· Data synthesis across multiple sources needs emphasis
· Evidence-based reasoning connections could be more explicit
· CVT 2920 assessment requires revision to provide adequate rigor and performance differentiation

V. Program Revision Considerations
 As the curriculum is updated, the PLO-2 assessments and assignments may change to align with the revised program structure and learning outcomes.
The committee agreed that:
· Current assessment results and identified improvements will inform the program revision process
· The multi-point assessment approach for PLO-2 should be maintained in the revised program
· Assessment methods and assignments will be reviewed and potentially modified to align with revised curriculum
· The focus on data analysis and critical thinking remains central to program outcomes regardless of specific assignment formats
· Jean will keep the committee informed of program revision progress and coordinate assessment alignment with curriculum changes.

