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Other states
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Health Asse
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Health Asse
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Health Assessme

Completion Status TCompletion Status T

Enrollee 1Enrollee 1

C t t * 2Concentrator* 2

Completer 2
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2,786 1,000 (35.9%)
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Surveysy

• Online: ZoomerangOnline: Zoomerang
– Links to surveys on m
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Good Measure

ProgramProgram
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Di ti SDiagnostic Serv
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 of a Student’s Skills

Percent AgreePercent
Students

Agree
Teachers

23.3% (7) 0%

8.3% (299) 19.0% (11)

50 0% (3) **50.0% (3) **

4 9% (154) 12 5% (2)
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Good Measure

Program PerProgram
*Including Neither Agree Nor Disagree
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 of a Student’s Skills
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Or Neither

Teachers
50.0% (15) **

9.2% (462) 32.8% (19)

50 0% (3) **50.0% (3) **

5 0% (223) 25 0% (4)
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ProgramProgram
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Di ti SDiagnostic Serv

Health Informatics 2
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Percent AgreePercent
Students

Agree
Teachers

26.7% (8) 0%

2.4% (175) 19.0% (11)

33 4% (2) **33.4% (2) **

26 2% (89) 0% (0)
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26.2% (89) 0% (0)



Should be adopte

Program PerProgram
*Including Neither Agree Nor Disagree

Per

S
Biotech Med Sci 5

Therapeutic Serv 51

Di ti SDiagnostic Serv

Health Informatics 57
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rcent Agree Or Neither*rcent Agree

Students
Or Neither

Teachers
56.7% (17) 0%

1.7% (404) 46.6% (27)

50 0% (3) **50.0% (3) **

7 9% (197) 25 0% (4)
22
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Contact Us
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