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Directory has over 250 learning community initiatives in colleges and universities throughout the 
nation (http://www.evergreen.edu/washcenter/Directory.asp). 
 
Department/Area Evaluation 
 
Description of the means of assessment of department/area goals. [Means of assessing outcomes 
should be based on typical and/or accepted assessment measures within the department/area] 
 
Two primary sources of data have been collected to assess the outcomes for Learning Communities. 

1)  Data Collection, student surveys – student survey administered annually to all learning 
community participants assessing satisfaction with program and perceived gains. 
2)  Measuring Program Impact/Successes – data provided annually by the Office of Research, 
University of North Alabama on retention and graduation rates of learning community 
participants. 

 
Summary of the results of the assessment/s: 
 
Results from the annual student survey for 773 Learning Community participants indicate that the 
above goals are being achieved.  Results are as follows: 
 
Percentages indicate agreement. 
Do you feel that your participation in a learning community has: 
63.9%….Benefited you academically 
82.5%….Impacted your adjustment as a freshman 
88.7%….Allowed you to meet other students 
77.1%….Allowed you to form friendships 
90.8%….Allowed you to get to know your professors  
63.1%….Improved your grade in the LC courses 
33.0%….Improved your grades in all courses 
70.1%.....Increased knowledge of the advising process 
    
Table 1. Student Survey Responses 2005-2011. 
 

How beneficial was your participation?  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid 

Very beneficial 461 59.6 62.2 62.2 

Somewhat beneficial 269 34.8 36.3 98.5 

Not at all beneficial 11 1.4 1.5 100.0 

Total 741 95.9 100.0  



 

 

Table 1. Cont.  

Benefited you  academically  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 494 63.9 100.0 100.0 

Missing System 279 36.1   

Total 773 100.0   

Impacted your adjustment as a freshman  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 638 82.5 100.0 100.0 

Missing 



 

 

 

Table 1. Cont.  

Improved your grades in all courses  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Yes 255 33.0 100.0 100.0 

Missing System 518 67.0   

Total 773 100.0   

Increased advising knowledge  

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent 





 

 

Table 2.  Cont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FALL 2006  
Learning Comm.  
N=94 ACT=20.67 HSGPA=2.63 

 
 
Fall  
2006 

 
 
 
Fall  2007 

 
 
 
Fall  2008 

 
 
Fall  
2009 

 
 
 
Fall  2010 

 
 
 
Fall  2011 

Enrolled  61 47 44 32 6 
Not Enrolled  19 21 20 21 27 

Transferred  14 26 30 33 33 

Graduated  0 0 0 8 28 

Retention Rate   64.9% 50.0% 46.8% 34.0% 6.4% 

Graduation Rate   0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.5% 29.8% 

Transfer Rate   14.9% 27.7% 31.9% 35.1% 35.1% 

GPA for Enrolled Students 2.74 2.96 2.60 2.78 2.63 2.43 

 

FALL 2006 UNA  Freshm en Cohort  
N=1019 ACT=20.78 
HSGPA=2.96 

 
 
Fall  
2006 

 
 
 
Fall  2007 

 
 
 
Fall  2008 

 
 
Fall  
2009 

 
 
 
Fall  2010 

 
 
 
Fall  2011 

Enrolled  647 489 393 279 86 
Not Enrolled 



 

 

 
Table 2.  Cont. 
 
 

FALL 2007  
Learning Community  
N=181 ACT=20.12 
HSGPA=2.81 

 
 
Fall  
2007 

 
 
 
Fall  2008 

 
 
 
Fall  2009 

 
 
Fall  





 

 

 
Table 2.  Cont. 
 
 

FALL 2009 Learning  
Community  

N=196 ACT=20.37 
HSGPA=2.77 

 
 
Fall  
2009 

 
 
 
Fall  2010 

 
 
 
Fall  2011 

Enrolled  140 104 
Not Enrolled



 

 

 
Table 2.  Cont. 
 

FALL 2010 Learning  
Community  

N=186 ACT=21.17 
HSGPA=2.99 

 
 
Fall  
2010 

 
 
 
Fall  2011 

Enrolled
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2.3 Appropriate documentation to support 
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3. Responses to Previous Review Recommendations 
 

N/A 
 

4. Vision and Plans for the Future of the area 
 

Goal: to integrate a student’s living and academic environments.  According to 
Shapiro, et. al, the educational programming in residence halls centers around the 
belief that not all learning occurs in the classroom.  Smith (1993) distinguishes a 
residential college model from a living learning environment by noting that, 
 

“a living-learning center is typically defined as student living space with 
intentional academic programming and services, such as in-hall tutoring, ongoing 
lecture series, and academic advising.  It is also common for living and learning 
programs to feature academic courses taught in the residential facility.” 
 
Anticipated Outcomes: 

 
In an article by Gary Pike (1997) Enhancing the Educational Impact of Residence 
Halls:  The 


