Veterinary Technician Assessment Data: 2022-2026
This report compiles all available assessment data for the discipline. Tables 1–5 present Canvas data generated by instructors scoring a designated assignment. The qualitative excerpts following the tables summarize major themes from end-of-process faculty surveys for each course or course group, generated with AI assistance.
Table 1 shows how all students performed against the listed Learning Outcomes, using four scoring categories: no basis for assessment (assignment not submitted), outcome not demonstrated (did not meet expectations), outcome demonstrated (met expectations), and outcome exceeded (superlative work). Both percentage and raw count are given for each category.
Tables 2–5 show the proportion of assessments that met or exceeded expectations, broken out by demographic group. The "no answer" or “not asked” column reflects students who did not report that demographic information at enrollment — it does not indicate whether they completed the assessment.
Please review this data, note any disparities between groups, and reflect on instructional or curricular changes that could improve performance on Learning Outcomes or reduce disparities. Each discipline or program is asked to complete a survey documenting this reflective practice.
Table 1: Performance of students on College-wide or CTE program specific Learning Outcomes:
	 
	 
	No basis for assessment
	Outcome not demonstrated
	Outcome demonstrated
	Outcome exceeded
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Mathematics
	 
	 
	8%
	2.0
	23%
	6.0
	69%
	18.0
	100%
	26.0

	Other
	Computation 1
	 
	 
	8%
	2.0
	27%
	7.0
	65%
	17.0
	100%
	26.0

	
	Computation 2
	 
	 
	8%
	2.0
	31%
	8.0
	62%
	16.0
	100%
	26.0

	
	VET TECH 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	33%
	3.0
	67%
	6.0
	100%
	9.0

	
	VET TECH 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	44%
	4.0
	56%
	5.0
	100%
	9.0

	
	VET TECH 3
	 
	 
	 
	 
	22%
	2.0
	78%
	7.0
	100%
	9.0

	
	VET TECH 4
	 
	 
	 
	 
	11%
	1.0
	89%
	8.0
	100%
	9.0

	
	VET TECH 5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	22%
	2.0
	78%
	7.0
	100%
	9.0

	
	VET TECH 6
	 
	 
	 
	 
	44%
	4.0
	56%
	5.0
	100%
	9.0

	Grand Total
	 
	 
	5%
	6.0
	28%
	37.0
	67%
	89.0
	100%
	132.0







Table 2: Demographics, by race, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Students of Color
	White
	No Answer
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Mathematics
	83%
	5
	95%
	18
	100%
	1
	100%
	26

	Other
	Computation 1
	83%
	5
	95%
	18
	100%
	1
	100%
	26

	
	Computation 2
	83%
	5
	95%
	18
	100%
	1
	100%
	26

	
	VET TECH 1
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 2
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 3
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 4
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 5
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 6
	100%
	1
	100%
	7
	100%
	1
	100%
	9

	Grand Total
	Total
	88%
	21
	97%
	96
	100%
	9
	100%
	132



Table 3: Demographics, by gender, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Female
	Male
	No Answer Provided
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Mathematics
	92%
	23
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	26

	Other
	Computation 1
	92%
	23
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	26

	
	Computation 2
	92%
	23
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	26

	
	VET TECH 1
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 2
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 3
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 4
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 5
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 6
	100%
	8
	100%
	1
	 
	 
	100%
	9

	Grand Total
	Total
	95%
	117.0
	100%
	9.0
	 
	 
	100%
	132



Table 4: Demographics, by generation in college, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	First Generation
	One or both parents earned associates degree or higher
	Not Asked
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Mathematics
	78%
	7
	100%
	14
	100%
	3
	100%
	26

	Other
	Computation 1
	78%
	7
	100%
	14
	100%
	3
	100%
	26

	
	Computation 2
	78%
	7
	100%
	14
	100%
	3
	100%
	26

	
	VET TECH 1
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 2
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 3
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 4
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 5
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 6
	100%
	1
	100%
	6
	100%
	2
	100%
	9

	Grand Total
	Total
	82%
	27
	100%
	78
	100%
	21
	100%
	132










Table 5: Demographics, by Pell grant status, of students who “demonstrated outcome” and “exceeded outcome” for each Learning Outcome
	 
	 
	Received Pell Grant
	Did Not Receive Pell Grant
	Grand Total

	 
	 
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	Outcome demonstrated & Outcome exceeded
	

	 
	 
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments
	% of Total 
	count of assessments

	Discipline Studies
	Mathematics
	100%
	6
	90%
	18
	100%
	26

	Other
	Computation 1
	100%
	6
	90%
	18
	100%
	26

	
	Computation 2
	100%
	6
	90%
	18
	100%
	26

	
	VET TECH 1
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 2
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 3
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 4
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 5
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	
	VET TECH 6
	100%
	3
	100%
	6
	100%
	9

	Grand Total
	Total
	100%
	36
	94%
	90
	100%
	132



AI summary of available qualitative data (excerpts from faculty survey): Vet Tech Program (Summer 2022 licensure exam data), VT 114, VT 202
1. Exceptional licensure exam performance (Program-level, Summer 2022, Beth Palmer)
100% of the 14 assessed students passed the national veterinary technician licensure exam, and every student scored at least 20% above the national average across all nine exam domains — an unusually strong, program-wide result the instructor attributes directly to course objectives being tightly mapped to program outcomes.
2. Math prerequisite adequacy questioned (VT 114, Beth Palmer)
When VT 114 fell short of expectations, Palmer specifically questioned whether testing into Math Level 18 (as an alternative to MTH 95/111) is a sufficient prerequisite bar, rather than attributing the shortfall to teaching or content — a prerequisite-alignment concern echoed in some of the Math department's own reports.
3. Consistent race/ethnicity and age gaps in VT 114, largely closed by VT 202
In VT 114, White students demonstrated/exceeded proficiency at notably higher rates than Students of Color (80% vs. 50% demonstrating), and 20–29 year-olds outperformed the 19-and-under group. By VT 202 (the program's capstone-level course), Students of Color reached 100% demonstrate/exceed and the race-based gap essentially disappeared — suggesting whatever gap exists early in the program narrows as students progress, which could be a meaningful longitudinal finding for the program as a whole.
4. Pell gap persists across both courses
Pell-eligible students showed lower demonstrated-outcome rates than non-Pell peers in both VT 114 (66.7% vs. 72.7%) and VT 202 (lower rates of exceeding, though still meeting minimum proficiency) — a consistent, cross-course pattern Palmer flags in both reports as a target for more intentional support-service engagement.
5. Distinction between "meeting" and "exceeding" as the real story in VT 202
Unlike VT 114, no VT 202 students fell into "not demonstrated" for any outcome — the variation that remains is entirely in who exceeds versus merely demonstrates, which Palmer interprets as a depth-of-mastery gap rather than a proficiency gap, and is planning case-based/advanced-application opportunities to help more students cross that line.
6. Specific, escalating numeric goal-setting
Palmer set concrete, measurable targets for the next cycle — VT 114 to reach 90% demonstrate/exceed with reduced group variability, and VT 202 to increase the proportion of students exceeding while holding 100% overall proficiency — a good example of assessment data translating into specific, trackable goals rather than vague intentions.
7. Institutional support seen as underutilized rather than absent
In both VT 114 and VT 202, Palmer frames the demographic variation not as a failure of institutional supports (tutoring, advising) but as a question of unequal awareness or engagement with them, and plans to build in earlier, more explicit encouragement toward those resources within the course itself.



