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For the semester January- June 2011, no specific Institutional Learning Outcome 
was officially chosen and applied for the Assessment process; faculty choose the 
learning outcome that they considered best applied to their courses. Every learning 
outcome was applied in the undergraduate and graduate levels and, although, many 
projects were registered in the Electronic Portfolio, not all of them were assessed 
according to the corresponding rubric.  

The following table shows the actual number of groups that registered a project 
in the Portfolio to do assessment, as well as the sample for each learning outcome.  



 Most of the schools and colleges participated in the assessment for the 2011-1 
semester. Each of the projects in the Electronic Portfolio is defined by an artifact and, in 
this semester, the solicited projects were diverse in the undergraduate and graduate 
levels.  

 System- wide, 102 groups in the undergraduate level had projects in the 
Electronic Portfolio; the tendency in the use of artifacts was the following: 

 

 

In the graduate level, 74 groups system-wide had activity within the electronic 
portfolio. Some of the professors did not indicate the artifact used for assessment; this 
should be indicated for the students to turn it in properly.  
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During this semester, the graduate level’s participation good, although not all 
students were graded according to the institutional rubric chosen.  

Dentro de este semestre, la participación de Posgrado fue muy buena, aunque 
no a todos los alumnos se les califico en base a la rúbrica institucional que eligieron. 
This leaves an unfavorable impression for the graduate level’s performance in 
Assessment. However, several undergraduate groups fully completed the assessment 
process. To have a better idea of the assessment made, here is a relation of the 
courses that evaluated a specific learning outcome and the results obtained by 
students.  
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As previously mentioned, undergraduate presented 102 groups with activity in 
the electronic portfolio, with 24 groups finishing the Assessment process (23.5%). On 
the other hand, graduate level had 74 groups with activity in the portfolio and only six of 
them finished the assessment process (8.1%). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


