

[image: A logo for a medical school  Description automatically generated]




Worksheet
Credentialing Outcomes Analysis and Plan

Programs are required to meet the CoAEMSP-established outcomes threshold of 70% success on the National Registry or State cognitive credentialing examination.  Data is reported for graduates who test in each calendar year.  Programs falling below any single outcomes threshold for three (3) consecutive years may be recommended for probation.  Programs are to track the outcomes as reported in the CoAEMSP Annual Report, analyze the results, and develop and implement plans for improvement as needed. 

This worksheet is for program use only and is not required for submission to CoAEMSP. Programs are encouraged to continuously monitor graduate results and to implement strategies to improve graduate success.

CoAEMSP Policy IV.D. Maintaining Accreditation Annual Report:
6. Accredited programs that fail to meet any single outcome threshold for each year of three (3) consecutive years may be recommended for Probationary Accreditation. LoR programs that fail to meet any single outcome threshold for each year of three (3) consecutive years may have their LoR revoked. 

7. Accredited programs recommended for Probationary Accreditation for failure to meet an established outcomes threshold will have up to two (2) years to demonstrate compliance with the established threshold or the program will be Involuntarily Withdrawn or may Voluntarily Withdraw their CAAHEP accreditation. 
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Evaluation of Examination Results

1. What is the trend in National Registry or State written examination results for the past reporting years? 




2. Do the program high-stakes exams and comprehensive, summative exam test different cognitive levels (i.e., knowledge, application, problem-solving)? 

[bookmark: Dropdown1]

What method(s) is(are) used to determine that the program’s high-stakes and comprehensive cognitive exam is reliable and valid as evaluated by the program:

     

How does performance on the high-stakes exams and comprehensive cognitive exam correlate to the National Registry or State written exam results?

     


Course Content

3. What are the weakest content areas of the program curriculum based on the National Registry or State written examination results?

     


4. What was the student performance on the formative exams that tested those content areas?

     


5. Are the students successful in the standardized courses (i.e., ACLS, trauma, pediatric courses)?




Input from the Communities of Interest

6. Have the weak content areas and the National Registry or State written exam results been discussed with the faculty, the Medical Director, and the Advisory Committee?



If no, why were the weak content areas and the National Registry or State written examination results not discussed with the faculty, the Medical Director, and Advisory Committee?

     


7. What solutions have been proposed to strengthen the weak content areas to improve the National Registry or State written exam results?

     


8. Did the employer and/or graduate surveys show weaknesses in content areas? 



If yes, provide specific areas where the employer and/or graduate surveys revealed weakness in the content areas:

     


9. Did the annual resource assessment process identify deficiencies that may have contributed to poor student performance?



If yes, how did the deficiencies identified in the annual resource assessment process contribute to poor student performance on the certification exam?

     


10. Has the Advisory Committee identified additional weaknesses in content areas? 



Additional comments:

     


General Strategies

11. Was additional equipment purchased to address identified deficiencies? 



If yes, what equipment was purchased to address the identified deficiencies?

     


12. Does your program include frequent quizzes to assess understanding?




13. Does your program offer tutoring prior to credentialing?




14. Does your program offer practice exams prior to credentialing testing?




15. Following graduation, do you maintain contact with the graduates and encourage/support them in taking the credentialing exam as soon as possible?  Retests should not be delayed.




16. Has the faculty been trained in item development and analysis?




Action Plan

17. After analyzing the preceding areas, what is the program’s action plan to improve student success?
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