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Purpose of Assessment 
The purpose of this assessment was to determine whether transfer students who applied with an academic plan 
of architecture could be admitted to the program based on self-reported GPA. 
 
The Department of Architecture monitors the progress of the transfer applicants to their program and makes the 
final admission decision based on information input into PeopleSoft by analysts in the Department of Admissions 
and Outreach. 
 
If self-reported transfer GPA can be shown to be effectively used in admitting transfer students to the program, 
the department will be able to admit transfer students three months earlier than with the current process. 
 
Targeted Learning Outcome 
Following review of historical trend data of self-reported and enrolled transfer GPA’s of architecture admits, the 
Department of Architecture will consider implementing admitting transfer architecture applicants using application 
self-reported GPA for fall 2011. 
 
Assessment Methodology 
Two sets of GPAs for transfer students admitted into the undergraduate program in architecture were considered; 
they were 1) self- reported and 2) final calculated from official transcripts.  These GPAs were used to determine 
the relationship between self-reported GPAs and final calculated GPAs.  Additionally, the two GPA groups were 
tested for significance.    
  
Data mining of the PeopleSoft student information system utilizing the Hyperion product (BroncoData) was used 
to determine self-reported GPAs of transfer applicants who were subsequently admitted by the Department of 
Architecture.  Upon receipt of official transcripts, a final calculated GPA was obtained and entered in the student’s 
record.  The final calculated GPAs were also retrieved from PeopleSoft using the Hyperion product. 
 
Results 
The correlation coefficients for fall 2007, fall 2008 and fall 2009 were positive in direction and strong, above .80.  
The correlation coefficient for fall 2009 was r = .83.   
 



A t-Test was used to determine if there were significant differences between self-reported transfer GPAs from the 
application and calculated GPAs.  The result from the One-Tailed t-Test was 0.224141, which is not statistically 
significant. 
 
Results of both statistical tests provided information as to the relationship between self-reported GPA and 
enrolled GPA and whether the mean of an applied GPA group differed significantly from the mean of the enrolled 
GPA group. 
 
Results indicated that the correlation coefficient between the two variables was high.  This data also indicated 
self-report GPA could be used to admit transfer applicants to the architecture program in lieu of using a calculated 
GPA. 
 
Conclusion 
It is apparent from the results, should the Department of Architecture elect to make business process 
modifications in how they admit transfer architecture applicants, there should not be a negative impact from 
admitting transfer applicants using self-reported GPA.   This can effectively reduce the time to admission decision 
for a fall cohort by over two months.  
 
The process from application to final GPA calculation can be lengthy depending upon when transcripts are 
received and how quickly they are available to view online. Earlier admissions would allow transfer students 
additional time needed to plan for summer courses that might be required by the department prior to enrollment 
as well as give the department additional time for portfolio reviews of accepted and wait-listed applicants. Part of 
this process change would include using a supplemental informational form for prospective students during the 
admissions process to ultimately admit, retain and graduate the architecture applicants most likely to be 
successful architecture students. 
 
 
Implications for Practice 
The logic and efficacy of this process modification has been successfully tested and implemented for first-time 
freshmen using the self-reported and calculated eligibility indexes for the past several years. 
 
The first step will be to determine if business process modifications will be adopted for the fall 2011 cohort based 
upon findings of this study.  Secondly, additional research will be conducted to determine the predictors of student 
success in the architecture program.  These predictors could include, but not be limited to, entering cohort GPA, 
persistence, and retention rates, portfolio and gateway course performance.   
 
The overarching goal is to be able to identify the factors in the admitting process, as well as those once the 
student matriculates, that affects and predicts transfer student success. However, initially, the departments will 
focus on implementation policy and procedures for the fall 2011 admissions filing period and departmental 
impaction supplemental requirements.  The department will apply critical thinking and problem solving skills in the 
analysis of future data and formation of subsequent changes to their existing business process, if any. 
  
 


