


Communication is an invaluable skill in the wildlife field because of the direct engagement of the 
public with the animals we study. Oral communication skill is assessed during the thesis defense public 
presentation and through the ability of the student to orally defend their thesis to their committee 
during the closed-door component. Also, disseminating information beyond UAF is critically 
important, especially when much of the funding for the student's research is external. Therefore, we 
expect that at least 30% of students will present their work to outside professional and public 
audiences. 
The ultimate goal of many of the students is to obtain full-time employment in a wildlife-related 
professional position. Therefore, tracking employment post graduation is an appropriate assessment 
metric.  

 
Are communication outcomes embedded in the SLOA Plan? 
As of 2017 all Baccalaureate programs were required to embed the communication outcomes 
within their SLOA Plans, this is optional for non-Baccalaureate programs. 

Embedded 

Student Success 
To access the Student Success Dashboard please sign into a UA computer with VPN connection (if 
not on campus). You will need your UA credentials and it is best accessed with the most updated 
version of Chrome, Edge, Firefox or Safari browsers; Internet Explorer is not supported. You will 
need to filter the data to see your programs. If you need assistance in finding the data for your 
programs, please contact your data liaison or Julia Manfredini in the PAIR o�ce. 

Data Liaisons 
Each school or college has a team of Data Liaisons to help you analyze the data provided in the 
portal and may be able to help you see your data in multiple contexts. You can find a list of data 
liaisons on the resources page for Program Review. 

The college or school level committee will also have access to this data with the goal that by 
providing these visualizations data availability will be increased.  

Data supplied within the dashboard linked below is intended for Academic Program Review and not for any other purpose. 

Student Success Data Dashboard 

Previous Feedback 
Feedback will be provided once you have completed a full or mid-cycle review.  

Student Success Data Trends: (please indicate the trends that apply to your program) 
Increase in majors,No change in SCH,No change in degrees awarded,Increase in persistence,No change 
in pass rates,Equity gaps 

If equity gaps were found in any of your disaggregated student success data, please explain how 
you plan to address those gaps.  Please contact your data liaison or make an appointment with 
Julia Manfredini to learn more about analyzing your data. 

 are underrepresented in the program, representing about 5% of our graduates students 
in the program. This is a significant drop from percentage of  in the WLF undergraduate 
program (approx. 15%). Persistence by  has been relatively low. Two of our  

 students left the program early when offered full-time permanent employment by outside 
organizations. 





First-Year Seminars & Experiences 
All incoming students receive an orientation and take WLF602 together. This helps to build cohorts and 
the feeling of a community. Also, most graduate students attend weekly life sciences seminars and are 
encouraged to have informal conversation afterword. 

 
Writing-Intensive Courses 

WLF604 Scientific Writing is a writing intensive course that helps students get a chapter of their MS 
thesis ready for submission. Also, WLF670 Human Dimensions of Wildlife Management emphasizes 
oral and video communication of their course project. 

 
Service-Learning and/or Community-based Learning 

Not an emphasis of the program. However, some students are engaged in community-based research 
and the co-production of knowledge with various interest groups (agencies, communities, NGOs). 

 
Internships 

Internships are only a component of our WLF undergraduate programs. 
 
Capstone Courses & Projects 

Production and defense of a research project (thesis) is required for completion of the degree. Capstone 
courses are only applied to the WLF undergraduate programs. 

 
Other or None of these (explain) 

NA 

Submission 
Submitter & Collaborator Names 

Knut Kielland 
Greg Breed 
Shawn Crimmins 
Falk Huettmann 

 
Submitter Email 

tjbrinkman@alaska.edu 
 

  



College or School Review Committee 
The college or school committees set the tone for helping each program feel seen during this 
process. We have provided you with strength-based feedback tags to attach to this program 
review. Please select as many as applicable.  

Overall Recommendations 
 

Explanation of Recommendations 
The review panel acknowledges the time and effort that went into submitting the mid-cycle program 
review for the Wildlife Biology and Conservation program. The review panel appreciates that the 
program provided a discussion on equity gaps (student success data) and narrative for the HIPs (high-
impact practices). 

Learning Outcomes Feedback 
Requires Minor Revision 

Student Learning Outcomes Assessment Feedback (tags) 
Missing curricular connection,Missing a direct measure 

Student Learning Outcomes Assessment Feedback (narrative) 
The program provided 4 SLOs for the Wildlife Biology & Conservation MS SLOA plan. The review 
panel offers the following recommendations to improve upon the program’s SLOAs: 
- SLO #s 1-2 are appropriate as measures of student learning.  
- SLO # 3 is a program outcome and not tied to student learning. The program is encouraged to retain 
this measure of outcome assessment for their own internal tracking purposes (just not use it as part of 
program review). Post-graduation activities, such as graduate school/job placement and article 
publication, are not considered an assessment of student learning and are instead program outcomes.  
- Per guidance from the NWCCU for accreditation purposes, they recommend that degree programs 
have between 3-5 SLOs per program. Rather than describing what the students will achieve post-
graduation, direct learning outcomes should describe what knowledge or abilities the student will gain 
as a result of being in the program, and how that will be measured. For example, for the oral and 
written communication skills SLO, consider developing an assessment that is not tied to near-end 
completion of the program.  
For the full program review, which will occur in two years, please upload assessment rubrics, artifacts, 
and student data (with student names redacted). The summary that was uploaded mentions a 
comprehensive exam; however, this was not mentioned in the SLOA.  
The program stated that curricular changes were not necessary. The review panel notes that this is 
possibly due to the program’s assessment metrics.  
Following NWCCU guidance, SLOA plans must emphasize "closing the loop" and continuous 
improvement, ensuring each SLO within the plan is assessed individually to verify alignment with 
program objectives. If a SLO fails to produce the expected assessment outcome, adjustments to SLO 
language, substantial changes to the SLO, or revisions to data collection rubrics are necessary to ensure 
alignment and facilitate program improvement. 
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