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Report Summary

This report is based on the information provided in the self-assessment report (SAR), evidences, site tour and interviews with selected stakeholders including
academic and support staff, students, alumni and employers. It should be read together with the preliminary findings presented at the closing ceremony where the

key strengths and areas for improvement were highlighted.

The assessment at Program level covers 11 criteria and each criterion is assessed based on a description rating. The summary of the assessment results is as

follows:

Criteria Description Rating

Expected Leaming Outcomes

Program Specification

Program Structure and Content

Teaching and Leaming Approach

Student Assessment

Academic Staff Quality
Support Staff Quality

Student Quality and Support
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Facilities and Infrastructure

10. Quality Enhancement
11. Output
Overall Verdict

Based on the assessment results, the Bachelor of XXX Program fulfilled the requirements. Overall the quality assurance implemented for the program
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Criteria

Strengths

Areas for Improvement

1. Expected
Learning

Outcome

1.1 The expected

learning outcomes have been clearly
formulated and aligned with the
vision and mission of the university
[1,2]

1.2 The expected learning outcomes
cover both subject specific and generic
(i.e. transferable) learning outcomes
(3]

1.3 The expected learning outcomes
clearly reflect the requirements of the

stakeholders [4]
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2. Programme

Specification

2.1 The information in the Program
specification is comprehensive and
up-to-date [1, 2]

2.2 The information in the course
specification is comprehensive and

up-to-date [1, 2]
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Criteria

Strengths

Areas for Improvement

2.3 The Program and course
specifications are communicated and

made available to the stakeholders

- NTIMUNIUANNTEIMS Toa15 1183 stakeholder
Tinmnmmeresmaaziiusoazidoavesdoyad

AoamItnonws 1 stakeholder uazinsysziiuna

[1,2] Aeafumsdoarsishila stakeholder NNNGY
_3. Program 3.1 The curriculum is designed based - NUMIUNTZUIUMINSZIW ELO Tlgsiein
Structure and | on constructive alignment with the - @32990UNY alignment Y09 ELO AU lAsaa5a
Content expected learning outcomes [1] HaNgas tasnsv1 ELO immua Study plan
3.2 The contribution made by each - NUMIUTWAT WA NI DUENAIBE1 UAD.3 UINTIETH
course to achieve the expected Afanugeandeualnseaiedy ELO
learning outcomes is clear [2] - WDITUIMUNIUMITH Curriculum Mapping Matrix
3.3 The curriculum is logically s¥M319 91939 71 ELO uenaushiil T
structured, sequenced, integrated and
up- to-date [3, 4, 5,6]
4.Teaching | 4.1 The educational - arsnanialfvanmsanivesmangas udad 1w
and philosophy is well articulated and Tagiszaadusamsinudens 1s msFounsaoudes
Learning communicated to all stakeholders [1] gouns l3ae7t 1o Uﬂmmmﬁﬁ'auuazé’ﬁau‘ﬁmmzﬁu
Approach 4.2 Teaching and asiuetels

learning activities are constructively
aligned to the achievement of the

expected learning outcomes [2, 3, 4]
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Criteria

Strengths

Areas for Improvement

4.3 Teaching and learning activities

enhance life-long learning [5]
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5. Student

Assessment

5.1 The student

assessment is consiructively aligned
to the achievement of the expected
learning outcomes [1, 2]

5.2 The student

assessments including timelines,
methods, regulations, weight
distribution, rubrics and grading are
explicit and communicated to

students [4,5]
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Criteria

Strengths

Areas for Improvement

5.3 Methods including assessment
rubrics and marking schemes are
used to ensure validity, reliability and
fairness of student assessment [6, 7]
5.4 Feedback of student assessment
is timely and helps to improve
learning [3]

5.5 Students have ready access to

appeal procedure [8]
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