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Chapter 1
Seven Standards Checklist

Supplementary Educational Programs/Centers are asked to confirm that the WASC Seven Standards are “fully met” or “not presently met.” Please identify what Standards, if any, were marked as “not presently met” and give an explanation as to why. 
     
Chapter 2

Narrative Description of Center/Program

Center/Program Description:

     
Summary of Student Learning Data:

     
Center/Program’s Use of Data to Guide School Improvement:

     
Center/Program’s Relationships

     
Center/Program’s Educational Services
     
Center/Program’s Organization for Student Learning

     
Center/Program’s Curriculum, Instruction, and Assessment

     
WASC Visiting Team Analysis

1. To what extent did the Center/Program involve all stakeholders in the self-study process?

     
2. To what extent has the Center/Program responded successfully to past WASC recommendations?

     
3. To what extent has the Center/Program clarified school learner outcomes?
     
4. How does the Center/Program use its Action Plan to guide improvement activities and events?

     
Chapter 3
Action Plan for Future School Improvement
Describe how successfully the Center/Program has identified it areas of needed improvement and developed a strategy to address them in their Action Plan. Did the Center/Program use the WASC/MSA accreditation process to identify critical areas and use the synthesis process to determine the major areas of needed improvement?
     
As a result of the WASC/MSA Self-Study process, what major areas of strength and what major areas of needed improvement were identified by the Center/Program?

Major Areas of Strength:

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      
Areas of Needed Improvement:

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      
As a result of the site visit by the WASC Visiting Committee, what areas of strength and areas of needed improvement did the Visiting Committee identify?

Major Areas of Strength:

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      
Areas of Needed Improvement:

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      
In narrative form, describe how the Visiting Team and Center/Program Leadership Team collaborated to identify the 4–5 major areas of needed improvement that will become the focus of the Center/Program in the near future.

     
The Visiting Committee identifies the following as the major areas of needed improvement that are to receive the greatest focus in the next three years:

Major Areas of Needed Improvement:

1.      
2.      
3.      
4.      
Concluding Comments

     
1

