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EXPLANATION OF PROGRAM AUDIT FORM

The attached Program Audit Form (PAF) summarizes the visit team’s initial assessment of each 
program being considered for accreditation or extension of accreditation by ABET.

The PAF has two parts. The first part summarizes the team’s identification of shortcomings with 
respect to criteria and policies. Shortcomings are shown as a Deficiency (D), Weakness (W), or 
Concern (C). Definitions  are on the next page. The second part of the PAF is a detailed description 
of any identified shortcomings.

The due-process period begins with the departure of the visit team. Due process is a critical part of 
the accreditation effort and consists of the following steps:

Seven- Day Response  Each program has seven days to respond to the Team Chair in case of 
errors of fact. Only factual errors will be considered in this portion of the review process. Please 
log on to MyABET and upload the seven-day response to the ABET Accreditation Management 
System (AMS). Additional material (beyond errors of fact) included with the seven-day response 
will be considered with the due-process response. If no errors are noted, no seven-day response 
is required. Please notify your Team Chair and indicate in the AMS if you will NOT be 
submitting a response.

Draft Statement  The Team Chair, working in collaboration with the visit team members, 
incorporates your seven-day response, if any, into a Draft Statement that is edited and reviewed 
by two editors, each of whom is a member of the commission's executive committee. Following a 
final editing step by ABET Headquarters, a letter of notification is sent to your institution. 
Please log on to MyABET to download the Draft Statement from AMS. We stress that the 
institution may immediately begin addressing shortcomings and need not wait for receipt of the 
Draft Statement.

Due-Process Response  You have 30 days after the receipt of the Draft Statement to reply to the 
Team Chair with your response to the team's findings.The response normally will include 
documentation of actions taken to correct shortcomings identified in the Draft Statement.Copies 
of your due- process response should be uploaded to AMS by logging on to MyABET.You are not 
required to submit a due-process response.Please notify your Team Chair and indicate in the 
AMS if you will NOT be submitting a response.

Final Statement  The Team Chair consults with visit team members as necessary and 
incorporates the due- process response into the Final Statement. The statement is again 
reviewed by the editors and sent to ABET Headquarters for final processing.
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Final Action  At its annual meeting in July, the full commission reviews all Final Statements and 
recommended actions. Following discussion, a vote of the Commissioners is taken for each 
program at each institution.

Notification of Final Action  In August, ABET sends the Final Statement and transmittal letter 
informing institutions of the official accreditation actions for your programs.
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Computer Engineering
Used Program Criteria Electrical, Computer, Communications, 
Telecommunication(s) and Similarly Named Engineering Programs

Visit held September 15–17, 2024
Team Chair: Norman Dennis
Program Evaluator(s): Christopher Peckham

PROGRAM AUDIT SUMMARY

Definition of Terms

C  (Concern)  A concern indicates that a program currently satisfies a criterion, policy, or procedure; however, the 
potential exists for the situation to change such that the criterion, policy, or procedure may not be satisfied.

W  (Weakness)  A weakness indicates that a program lacks the strength of compliance with a criterion, policy, or 
procedure to ensure that the quality of the program will not be compromised. Therefore, remedial action is requierd 
to strengthen compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure prior to the next evaluation.

D  (Deficiency)  A deficiency indicates that a criterion, policy, or procedure is not satisfied. Therefore, the program 
is not in compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure.

Previous Review Current Review

No deficiences or weaknesses X

1. Students

2. Program Educational Objectives

3. Student Outcomes

4. Continuous Improvement

5. Curriculum

6. Faculty

7. Facilities

8. Institutional Support C

Program Criteria

Accreditation Policy And Procedure Manual W
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DETAILED EXPLANATION OF SHORTCOMINGS

Criterion 1. Students

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 2. Program Educational Objectives

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 3. Student Outcomes

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 4. Continuous Improvement

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 5. Curriculum

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 6. Faculty

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 7. Facilities

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 8. Institutional Support

This criterion states that "Resources including institutional services, financial support, and staff 
(both administrative and technical) provided to the program must be adequate to meet program 
needs". The program has multiple laboratories to maintain and administer with no technical staff 
support. Currently the equipment is new, and faculty have taken on the burden of maintaining and 
administering the labs. While this criterion is currently satisfied, there is the potential that faculty 
members in the future may not be in a position to assist in the administration and maintenance of 
the laboratories. Thus, future compliance with this criterion could be jeopardized.

PAGE 5 OF 15 PROGRAM AUDIT FORM WEBER STATE UNIVERSITY 9/17/24 1:53:43 PM EST



Program Criteria

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual

APPM paragraph I.E.5.b. (1) Facilities – Requires program evaluators “to assure the instructional 
and learning environments are adequate and are safe for the intended purposes”. On the facility 
tours, it was noted that required safety signage was missing in many laboratories and the 
positioning of personal protective equipment (PPE) was not appropriate in some. The lack of 
signage may hinder first responders in responding to emergencies and poor positioning of PPE may 
allow students to be exposed to a hazard before they could reach and don the necessary PPE. Thus, 
strength of compliance with this criterion is lacking.
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Electrical Engineering
Used Program Criteria Electrical, Computer, Communications, 
Telecommunication(s) and Similarly Named Engineering Programs

Visit held September 15–17, 2024
Team Chair: Norman Dennis
Program Evaluator(s): Michael Wilcox

PROGRAM AUDIT SUMMARY

Definition of Terms

C  (Concern)  A concern indicates that a program currently satisfies a criterion, policy, or procedure; however, the 
potential exists for the situation to change such that the criterion, policy, or procedure may not be satisfied.

W  (Weakness)  A weakness indicates that a program lacks the strength of compliance with a criterion, policy, or 
procedure to ensure that the quality of the program will not be compromised. Therefore, remedial action is requierd 
to strengthen compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure prior to the next evaluation.

D  (Deficiency)  A deficiency indicates that a criterion, policy, or procedure is not satisfied. Therefore, the program 
is not in compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure.

Previous Review Current Review

No deficiences or weaknesses X

1. Students

2. Program Educational Objectives

3. Student Outcomes

4. Continuous Improvement

5. Curriculum

6. Faculty

7. Facilities

8. Institutional Support C

Program Criteria

Accreditation Policy And Procedure Manual W
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DETAILED EXPLANATION OF SHORTCOMINGS

Criterion 1. Students

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 2. Program Educational Objectives

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 3. Student Outcomes

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 4. Continuous Improvement

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 5. Curriculum

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 6. Faculty

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 7. Facilities

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 8. Institutional Support

This criterion states that "Resources including institutional services, financial support, and staff 
(both administrative and technical) provided to the program must be adequate to meet program 
needs". The program has multiple laboratories to maintain and administer with no technical staff 
support. Currently the equipment is new, and faculty have taken on the burden of maintaining and 
administering the labs. While this criterion is currently satisfied, there is the potential that faculty 
members in the future may not be in a position to assist in the administration and maintenance of 
the laboratories. Thus, future compliance with this criterion could be jeopardized.
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Program Criteria

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual

APPM paragraph I.E.5.b. (1) Facilities – Requires program evaluators “to assure the instructional 
and learning environments are adequate and are safe for the intended purposes”. On the facility 
tours, it was noted that required safety signage was missing in many laboratories and the 
positioning of personal protective equipment (PPE) was not appropriate in some. The lack of 
signage may hinder first responders in responding to emergencies and poor positioning of PPE may 
allow students to be exposed to a hazard before they could reach and don the necessary PPE. Thus, 
strength of compliance with this criterion is lacking.
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Manufacturing Systems Engineering
Used Program Criteria Manufacturing and Similarly Named Engineering 
Programs

Visit held September 15–17, 2024
Team Chair: Norman Dennis
Program Evaluator(s): Bopaya Bidanda

PROGRAM AUDIT SUMMARY

Definition of Terms

C  (Concern)  A concern indicates that a program currently satisfies a criterion, policy, or procedure; however, the 
potential exists for the situation to change such that the criterion, policy, or procedure may not be satisfied.

W  (Weakness)  A weakness indicates that a program lacks the strength of compliance with a criterion, policy, or 
procedure to ensure that the quality of the program will not be compromised. Therefore, remedial action is requierd 
to strengthen compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure prior to the next evaluation.

D  (Deficiency)  A deficiency indicates that a criterion, policy, or procedure is not satisfied. Therefore, the program 
is not in compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure.

Previous Review Current Review

1. Students

2. Program Educational Objectives

3. Student Outcomes

4. Continuous Improvement W W

5. Curriculum W

6. Faculty C

7. Facilities

8. Institutional Support C

Program Criteria

Accreditation Policy And Procedure Manual W

DETAILED EXPLANATION OF SHORTCOMINGS

Criterion 1. Students
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No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 2. Program Educational Objectives

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 3. Student Outcomes

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 4. Continuous Improvement

This criterion requires that the program must regularly use appropriate, documented processes for 
assessing and evaluating the extent to which the student outcomes are being attained. Processes 
for assessing and evaluating the extent to which student outcomes are attained are clearly 
documented. However, some of the assessment and evaluation methods for some outcomes may not 
be sufficiently precise and definitive to assess the extent to which each portion of a student 
outcome is being attained. For example, the use of personal protective equipment and the ability to 
read a print (drawing) are provided as examples of assessment of outcome (1). Also, the executive 
summary and the quality plan of the capstone design project are used as measures of outcomes 
(3,4,5). Opportunities to identify input for the program's continuous improvement actions may 
therefore not be identified or discovered. Therefore, strength of compliance with this criterion is 
lacking.

Criterion 5. Curriculum

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 6. Faculty

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 7. Facilities

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 8. Institutional Support

This criterion states that "Resources including institutional services, financial support, and staff 
(both administrative and technical) provided to the program must be adequate to meet program 
needs". There is only one laboratory technician with another unfilled slot, to maintain multiple 
laboratories. The technician is able to maintain these laboratories only because of significant help 
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from faculty members in maintaining laboratory equipment. While this criterion is currently 
satisfied, there is the potential that faculty members in the future may not be in a position to 
assist in the maintenance and administration of the labs. Thus, future compliance with this 
criterion could be jeopardized.

Program Criteria

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual

APPM paragraph I.E.5.b. (1) Facilities – Requires program evaluators “to assure the instructional 
and learning environments are adequate and are safe for the intended purposes”. On the facility 
tours, it was noted that required safety signage was missing in many laboratories and the 
positioning of personal protective equipment (PPE) was not appropriate in some. The lack of 
signage may hinder first responders in responding to emergencies and poor positioning of PPE may 
allow students to be exposed to a hazard before they could reach and don the necessary PPE. Thus, 
strength of compliance with this criterion is lacking.

PAGE 12 OF 15 PROGRAM AUDIT FORM WEBER STATE UNIVERSITY 9/17/24 1:53:43 PM EST



Mechanical Engineering
Used Program Criteria Mechanical and Similarly Named  Engineering Programs

Visit held September 15–17, 2024
Team Chair: Norman Dennis
Program Evaluator(s): Subha Kumpaty

PROGRAM AUDIT SUMMARY

Definition of Terms

C  (Concern)  A concern indicates that a program currently satisfies a criterion, policy, or procedure; however, the 
potential exists for the situation to change such that the criterion, policy, or procedure may not be satisfied.

W  (Weakness)  A weakness indicates that a program lacks the strength of compliance with a criterion, policy, or 
procedure to ensure that the quality of the program will not be compromised. Therefore, remedial action is requierd 
to strengthen compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure prior to the next evaluation.

D  (Deficiency)  A deficiency indicates that a criterion, policy, or procedure is not satisfied. Therefore, the program 
is not in compliance with the criterion, policy, or procedure.

Previous Review Current Review

No deficiences or weaknesses X

1. Students

2. Program Educational Objectives

3. Student Outcomes

4. Continuous Improvement

5. Curriculum

6. Faculty C

7. Facilities

8. Institutional Support C

Program Criteria

Accreditation Policy And Procedure Manual W

DETAILED EXPLANATION OF SHORTCOMINGS
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Criterion 1. Students

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 2. Program Educational Objectives

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 3. Student Outcomes

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 4. Continuous Improvement

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 5. Curriculum

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 6. Faculty

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 7. Facilities

No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Criterion 8. Institutional Support

This criterion states that "Resources including institutional services, financial support, and staff 
(both administrative and technical) provided to the program must be adequate to meet program 
needs". The program has multiple laboratories to maintain and administer with no technical staff 
support. Currently the equipment is new, and faculty have taken on the burden of maintaining and 
administering the labs. While this criterion is currently satisfied, there is the potential that faculty 
members in the future may not be in a position to assist in the administration and maintenance of 
the laboratories. Thus, future compliance with this criterion could be jeopardized.

Program Criteria
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No shortcomings relative to this criterion at this time.

Accreditation Policy and Procedure Manual

APPM paragraph I.E.5.b. (1) Facilities – Requires program evaluators “to assure the instructional 
and learning environments are adequate and are safe for the intended purposes”. On the facility 
tours, it was noted that required safety signage was missing in many laboratories and the 
positioning of personal protective equipment (PPE) was not appropriate in some. The lack of 
signage may hinder first responders in responding to emergencies and poor positioning of PPE may 
allow students to be exposed to a hazard before they could reach and don the necessary PPE. Thus, 
strength of compliance with this criterion is lacking.
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