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Introduction
In an effort to continuously improve, HLC’s policies have standardized that the Criteria for 
Accreditation be reviewed and revised as needed at least every five years. 

Please note: HLC has updated the Criteria for Accreditation and the new version became effective 
September 1, 2025. The data in this report helped inform the improvements implemented in the 
New Criteria for Accreditation.

This report provides an overview of how the Criteria for Accreditation have been applied in all 
comprehensive evaluations that received a final decision between September 1, 2020, and August 
31, 2025. The analysis seeks to examine how HLC institutions have met the Criteria for Accreditation, 
identify trends across the different comprehensive evaluation types and institutional contexts, and 
discuss continuity among HLC’s decision-making bodies. 

Comprehensive evaluations occur at multiple points in the accreditation relationship, including 
when an institution is seeking candidacy or initial accreditation from HLC, during Years 4 and 
10 of the Standard Pathway and Year 10 of the Open Pathway, and after an institution has been 
placed on Probation or issued a Show-Cause Order. Since comprehensive evaluations occur at 
various points in an institution’s relationship, each comprehensive evaluation will have distinct 
accreditation outcomes based on the point in the relationship that it occurs.

In this report, the comprehensive evaluations represent 618 unique institutions being reviewed. 
However, a total of 38 institutions completed more than one comprehensive evaluation in the 
five-year timespan based on their accreditation relationship. Examples of when this would occur 
are 1) an institution completing both a Year 10 comprehensive evaluation for reaffirmation of 
accreditation and a Standard Pathway mid-cycle review, 2) an institution completing both a 
comprehensive evaluation for Candidacy and a comprehensive evaluation for Initial Accreditation, 
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or 3) an institution completing a comprehensive evaluation that resulted in being placed on 
Probation and completing a comprehensive evaluation for removal of Probation. 

Since this report covers a five-year period, please keep in mind the myriad changes in the higher 
education landscape, many of which were set into motion by a global pandemic that altered how 
institutions operate and student expectations for their education.

Please note: This report does not include assurance reviews.

Number of  Comprehensive Evaluations
From academic years 2021 to 2025, HLC peer reviewers collectively carried out 656 comprehensive 
evaluations (see Figure 1), or roughly 131 each academic year, on average. The largest number 
(N=149) occurred in 2021, and the fewest in 2022 (N=106). During this five-year period, most 
comprehensive evaluations were for reaffirmation of accreditation (N=454, 69.2%) or Standard 
Pathway mid-cycle reviews (N=173, 26.4%), which collectively accounted for 95.5% of all 
comprehensive evaluations (627 out of 656). Meanwhile, other types of comprehensive evaluations 
were far less frequent during the five-year period, including:

•	 Candidacy (N=3, 0.5%)

•	 Early Initial Accreditation (N=5, 0.8%)

•	 Initial Accreditation (N=4, 0.6%)

•	 Probation (N=17, 2.5%)

Candidacy Early Initial Accreditation

Standard Pathway Mid-cycleInitial Accreditation Probation

Reaffirmation of AccreditationCandidacy Early Initial Accreditation

Standard Pathway Mid-cycleInitial Accreditation Probation

Reaffirmation of Accreditation

Figure 1

Number of Completed Comprehensive Evaluations by Review Type,   
AY 2021 - AY 2025

See page 16 for data file.
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Evaluation Outcomes
Overall
Evaluation outcomes reflect the collective judgements of peer reviewers and Institutional Actions 
Council (IAC) members or, in some cases, the HLC Board of Trustees. During this five-year period, 
outcomes demonstrate a high degree of institutions meeting the HLC Criteria for Accreditation. 
Of the 656 evaluations completed during this period, 622 (94.8%), met all Criteria – either with 
monitoring (N=320) or without monitoring (N=286). Other comprehensive evaluations during this 
period (N=22, or 3.4%) resulted in a sanction – either notice (N=6); probation (N=12); or extended 
probation (N=4).Lastly, among institutions seeking HLC accreditation, 3 institutions were granted 
candidacy, 1 institution was granted continued candidacy, and 8 institutions were granted initial 
accreditation (2 with monitoring and 6 without monitoring) during this period.

Over time
Figure 2 displays trends in outcomes over the five-year period. As shown, the percentage of 
institutions granted continued accreditation without monitoring increased during the span of 
these years, from 46.3% in academic year 2021 to 64.5% in 2025; while the percentage assigned 
monitoring decreased from 47.0% to 32.3%. Outcomes resulting in sanctions (notice, probation, or 
extended probation) tended to arise earlier within the five-year cycle (12 in academic year 2021 and 
2022) rather than in later years (7 in academic year 2024 and 2025). Meanwhile, outcomes related 
to seeking accreditation (granted or continued candidacy and granted initial accreditation without 
monitoring) were evenly distributed throughout this period.
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Figure 2

Overall Evaluation Outcomes of Comprehensive Evaluations, AY 2021 to AY 2025

See page 17 for data file.
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By Carnegie Classif ication
Evaluation outcomes span a variety of institution types, and analyses by Carnegie Classification 
reveal insights over time. 

Academic Year 2025
First, as shown in Figure 3, 124 institutional reviews were conducted in 2025. Most occurred in 
associate institutions (N=33, 27%), special focus* (N=30, 24%), and baccalaureate (N=28, 23%) 
institutions, whereas fewer occurred in master’s (N=15, 12%) and doctoral (N=15, 12%) institutions. 

*Special Focus Institutions are specialized colleges, often in fields like medicine, the arts, or business, where at least 50% of 
degrees are concentrated in a specific subject area.  See: https://carnegieclassifications.acenet.edu/

Continue 
Accreditation

Continue 
Accreditation 

with Monitoring

Grant 
Candidacy

Grant Initial 
Accreditation

Notice Total

% N % N % N % N % N % N

Associate 75.76% 25 24.24% 8 – – – – – – 100% 33

Baccalaureate 42.86% 12 53.57% 15 – – – – 3.57% 1 100% 28

Masters 73.33% 11 26.67% 4 – – – – – – 100% 15

Doctoral 77.78% 14 22.22% 4 – – – – – – 100% 18

Special Focus 60% 18 30% 9 3.33% 1 6.67% 2 – – 100% 30

Total 64.52% 80 32.26% 40 0.81% 1 1.61% 2 0.81% 1 100% 124

Figure 3

Evaluation Outcomes by Carnegie Classification, AY 2025

Among the 33 associate colleges reviewed in 2025, a sizable majority (N=25, 75.8%) were granted 
continued accreditation without monitoring, while the remainder (N=8, 24.2%) were assigned some 
form of monitoring. No associate institution applied for candidacy during AY2025, and none were 
placed on sanction.

Among the 30 special focus institutions, a total of 18 (60%) were granted continued accreditation 
without monitoring, whereas 9 (30%) were assigned monitoring. One special focus institution 
was granted candidacy in AY2025, and two were granted initial accreditation. Thus, in comparing 
associate to special focus institutions, each participated in a similar number of reviews (33 for 
associate institutions and 30 for special focus institutions), however, special focus institutions 
completed a wider variety of evaluations than associate institutions. 

In examining other Carnegie Classifications, outcomes received by baccalaureate institutions 
were evenly split, with 12 (42.9%) granted continued accreditation without monitoring, and 
15 (53.6%) granted continued accreditation with monitoring. However, among master’s and 
doctoral institutions, outcomes were similar and skewed toward continued accreditation without 
monitoring. This pattern fits 11 master’s institutions (73.3%) and 14 doctoral institutions (77.8%). 
Far fewer required monitoring – just 4 (26.7%) among master’s institutions and 4 (22.2%) among 
doctoral institutions. 

Over time 
Examining outcomes over time allows us to note trends by Carnegie Classifications (see Figure 4). 
Steady improvements were found among associate, master’s, and special focus institutions; 
however, patterns among baccalaureate and doctoral institutions were mixed. Among associate 
institutions, the percentage granted continued accreditation without monitoring increased from 
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45.2% in academic year 2021 to 75.8% in 2025 and with steady increases during interim years. 
Moreover, among master’s and special focus institutions, the pattern was similar – from 50.0% to 
73.3% for master’s institutions and from 40.5% to 60.0% for special focus institutions over the five-
year period.
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See page 18 for data file.
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Patterns were varied, however, among baccalaureate and doctoral institutions. Among 
baccalaureate institutions, the percentage receiving continued accreditation without monitoring 
alternated from 34.6% in academic year 2021, up to 53.3% in 2022, and back down to 42.9% in 
2025. Among doctoral institutions, percentages fluctuated from 71.4% in academic year 2021, 
down to 44.4% in 2022, and back up to 77.8% in 2025. Importantly, these fluctuations do not 
reflect before-and-after changes within institutions, since most institutions completed one review 
during this five-year period. Rather, as we state in the Introduction, these changes simply reflect 
circumstances of the years in which these institutions were reviewed – which could be attributed to 
any number of factors, ranging from internal conditions of institutions during their review year to 
external conditions affecting the landscape of higher education.

By HLC Criteria and Core Components
When evaluating evidence, HLC peer reviewers generally find compliance with most HLC Criteria 
and Core Components. 

Academic Year 2025 
During 2025, several Core Components were all “met.” (See Figure 5.) Examples include Core Compo-
nents 1.A., 1.B., and 1.C. of Criterion 1 (Mission) and Core Components 3.B. (Exercise of Intellectual Inquiry) 
and 3.D. (Support for Student Learning and Effective Teaching) of Criterion 3 (Teaching and Learning 
for Student Success). Further, not a single Core Component received a “not met” rating in 2025. 

Compliance Rating Met Met With 
Concerns Not Met Total

Core Component Short Description N % N % N % N %

1.A. Mission publicly articulated and operationalized 124 100% 0% 0% 124 100%

1.B. Mission and public good 124 100% 0% 0% 124 100%

1.C. Mission and diversity of society 124 100% 0% 0% 124 100%

2.A. Integrity 123 99% 1 1% 0% 124 100%

2.B. Transparency 123 99% 1 1% 0% 124 100%

2.C. Suff icient Board autonomy 122 98% 2 2% 0% 124 100%

2.D. Academic freedom and freedom of expression 124 100% 0% 0% 124 100%

2.E. Knowledge acquisition, discovery & application 123 99% 1 1% 0% 124 100%

3.A. Academic offerings appropriate to higher education 118 95% 6 5% 0% 124 100%

3.B. Exercise of intellectual inquiry integral to programs 123 100% 1 1% 0% 124 100%

3.C. Sufficiency of faculty and staff 119 96% 5 4% 0% 124 100%

3.D. Support for student learning and effective teaching 124 100% 0% 0% 124 100%

4.A. Ensuring quality of educational offerings 119 96% 5 4% 0% 124 100%

4.B. Assessment of student learning 104 84% 20 16% 0% 124 100%

4.C. Persistence, retention, and completion outcomes 120 97% 4 3% 0% 124 100%

5.A. Effective governance and administrative structures 121 98% 3 2% 0% 124 100%

5.B. Resource base 107 86% 17 14% 0% 124 100%

5.C. Systematic and integrated planning & improvement 114 92% 10 8% 0% 124 100%

Figure 5

Evaluation Outcomes by Core Component of Criteria for Accreditation, AY 2025
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Other Core Components received between 1 and 20 “met with concerns” in 2025. Those receiving 
the fewest included Core Components of Criterion 2 (Integrity, Transparency, and Knowledge 
Acquisition, Discovery and Application) and Core Component 3.B. (Exercise of Intellectual Inquiry). 
Otherwise, Core Components receiving multiple “met with concerns” included (from largest to 
smallest):

•	 3.A. (Educational Programs) with 6 ratings

•	 3.C. (Sufficiency of Faculty and Staff) with 5 ratings

•	 4.A. (Quality of Educational Offerings) with 5 ratings

•	 4.C. (Student Success Outcomes) with 4 ratings

•	 5.A. (Governance and Administrative Structures) with 3 ratings

At the other end of the spectrum, Core Components receiving the most “met with concerns” in 2025 
are the same ones noted in reports from 2024, 2023, and 2022. They include Core Component 4.B. 
(Assessment of Student Learning); 5.B. (Resource Base); and 5.C. (Systemic and Integrated Planning).  

A Closer Look at the Most Cited Core Components
Over Time
Figure 6 displays Core Components receiving the highest number of either “met with concerns” or 
“not met” over time. As shown, Core Component 4.B. consistently ranked first in this group and was 
cited 16.1% to 32.2% of the time (average = 26.2%) in evaluation reports during the five-year period 
(Academic Year 2021 through 2025). However, more recently, citations for 4.B. decreased from a five-
year high in 2021.

AY 2025 AY 2024 AY 2023 AY 2022 AY 2021

Rank 1
4.B. 4.B. 4.B. 4.B. 4.B.

16.13% 26.81% 28.06% 32.38% 32.21%

Rank 2
5.B. 5.C. 5.B. 5.B. 5.C.

13.71% 18.12% 14.39% 16.19% 14.09%

Rank 3
5.C. 5.B. 5.C. 5.C. 4.A.

8.06% 17.39% 11.51% 15.24% 12.08%

Rank 4
3.A. 4.A. 3.C. 4.A. 5.B.

4.84% 13.04% 9.35% 12.38% 11.41%

Rank 5
3.C. & 4.A.* 4.C. 4.C. 3.C. 3.C.

4.03% 8.70% 7.19% 9.52% 10.07%

Figure 6

Most Frequently Cited Core Components, AY 2021 - AY 2025

*Tied

7 Key Findings Regarding the Criteria for Accreditation  |  Higher Learning Commission  |  July 2026



Beyond 4.B., other frequently cited core components include Core Components 5.B. and 5.C. Each 
were cited between 13.7% and 18.1% of the time (averages = 14.0% for 5.B. and 12.4% for 5.C.) in 
evaluations conducted during this five-year period; and as such, they alternate between second 
and third place among Core Components with the most citations. The only year Core Components 
5.B. and 5.C. did not appear in the top three was in academic year 2021, when Core Component 
4.A. overtook them for third place. Circumstances of the pandemic in 2021 may have rendered that 
year an outlier. Given the focus of 4.A. to ensure quality of educational offerings, it is perhaps not 
surprising that reviewers offered more citations during a year when institutions struggled with 
stay-at-home orders and remote delivery. Meanwhile, Core Component 5.C., with its focus on short- 
and long-term planning, may not have been as top-of-mind during a year when the future seemed 
uncertain.

Rounding out the top fourth and fifth place among most frequently cited Core Components 
are Core Components 4.A. (Quality of Educational Offerings) and 3.C. (Sufficiency of Faculty and 
Staff). Across the five-year period, Core Component 4.A. appeared twice in fourth place and once 
in fifth place, while Core Component 3.C. appeared once in fourth place and three times in fifth 
place. However, as noted earlier, 4.A. did appear in third place once in academic year 2021, the only 
exception during this five-year period.

By Carnegie Classif ication
Overall
Closer examination by Carnegie Classification reveals interesting differences in the ratings of Core 
Components 4.B., 5.B., and 5.C. (see Figure 7). While Core Component 4.B. is cited 27.2% of the 
time across all institutions, citations skew highest among associate institutions at 37.3%, followed 
by special focus institutions at 25.9%, baccalaureate institutions at 22.1%, and finally, master’s and 
doctoral institutions at 17.9% each. 

Different patterns emerge for Core Component 5.B. While it is cited 14.5% of the time across 
all institutions, citations skew highest among baccalaureate institutions at 26.0%, followed by 
master’s institutions at 15.4%, special focus institutions at 15.3%, doctoral institutions at 13.1%, and 
associate institutions at 3.8%. Thus, while associate institutions received the most citations for Core 
Component 4.B., they received the fewest for Core Component 5.B. Meanwhile, doctoral institutions 
skew lower for both Core Components 4.B. and 5.B., while other Carnegie Classifications fall in 
between.

Finally, Core Component 5.C. was cited 13.4% of the time overall but was highest among special 
focus institutions at 16.4%, followed by baccalaureate institutions at 16.3%, associate institutions at 
12.4%, and doctoral and master’s institutions at 7.1% and 6.4%, respectively. 

Over time
Figures 8, 9, and 10 display these same results disaggregated by years (Academic Year 2021 to 2025) 
to note trends. For Core Component 4.B. (see Figure 8), all institutional types report fewer citations 
during the most recent year, 2025, than the earliest year, 2021. However, this is not the case for Core 
Components 5.B. or 5.C. (see Figure 9 and Figure 10). For 5.B., only two Carnegie Classifications – 
associate and doctoral institutions – received fewer citations in the most recent year than in the 
earliest year. Master’s institutions received the same number in earlier and later years, whereas 
baccalaureate and special focus institutions received more. Similarly, for Core Component 5.C., 
while associate, baccalaureate, and doctoral institutions received fewer citations in the later years, 
master’s and special focus institutions are steady over time. Such differences by academic year 
suggest changes do manifest in some way over the course of time, albeit it is difficult to identify 
those changes. They could manifest as changes in the quality of evidence received for these Core 
Components; changes in our understanding of these Core Components over time; or changes in 
our understanding of the Carnegie Classifications themselves.
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Core Component 4.B

Met Met With Concerns Not Met

Figure 7NEW. Compliance with Core Components by Carnegie Classification
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Compliance with Core Components 4.B., 5.B. and 5.C. by Carnegie Classification,  
AY 2021 – AY 2025
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See page 19 for data file.
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Compliance with Core Component 4.B. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025
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See page 20 for data file.
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Figure 9

Compliance with Core Component 5.B. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025
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Figure 9-BIG. Compliance with Core Component 5.B by Carnegie
Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025
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See page 21  for data file.
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Figure 10

Compliance with Core Component 5.C. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025
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Figure 10-BIG. Compliance with Core Component 5.C by Carnegie
Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025
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See page 22 for data file.
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Continuity Among Decision-Making Bodies,  
Academic Years 2021 – 2025
This section discusses the trends and correlations of HLC’s decision-making bodies (the 
Institutional Actions Council (IAC) and the Board of Trustees) during the five-year period (Academic 
Years 2021 – 2025), and also details the alignment of decisions made by these two entities with the 
recommendations of peer reviewers.

As shown in Figure 11, the IAC provided most of the institutional decisions detailed in this report 
(between 90% and 93% of decisions made over these five years, or 91.6% per year, on average), 
whereas the Board of Trustees provided far fewer decisions (between 7% and 10% over the years, or 
8.4% per year, on average). Specifically, the IAC provided 600 decisions during the five-year period 
(or 120 per year on average), and the Board of Trustees provided 55 decisions (or 11 per year on 
average). These figures reinforce the different levels of authority granted in HLC policy, conforming 
well with the types of evaluations and recommendations for each decision-making body and 
aligning with findings from prior reports.

In keeping with HLC’s practice of de novo reviews, while allowing institutions the opportunity to 
provide written comments and additional information following every recommendation, each HLC 
decision-making body considers all evidence anew each time a review is made. In its decisions, 
IAC aligned with peer reviewer teams 94% to 98% of the time over these years (see Figure 12). 
Specifically, of the 600 decisions made by the IAC, 577 of them reached the same evaluation 
judgements as peer teams. Across the 23 cases where the two bodies differed, the IAC cited fewer 
core components than the peer review team between 1 and 5 times over the years (or 3.2 times, on 
average) and cited more core components than the peer review team between 0 and 2 times over 
the years (or 1.4 times, on average). 

In its reviews, the Board of Trustees aligned with both the IAC and the peer review team in most 
cases. Thirty-seven of the Board’s 55 decisions diverged from the IAC and/or the peer review team. 
As shown in Figure 13, 10 (27.0%) of these instances arose when the Board of Trustees diverged 
from both the IAC and the peer team, and the remainder (N=27, or 73%) arose when the Board of 
Trustees aligned with one entity and diverged from another. Occasions when the Board of Trustees 
aligned with the peer review team but diverged from the IAC were rare and ranged from 0 to 
2 times (average = 0.8 times) over the five years. Occasions when the Board of Trustees aligned 
with the IAC but diverged from the peer review team were somewhat more frequent and ranged 
from 4 to 7 times (average = 4.6 times). Taken together, these findings illustrate a consistency 
in applying the Criteria for Accreditation between HLC’s two decision-making bodies as well as 
consistency with peer review team findings. Finally, this reinforces the importance of allowing 
an institution the opportunity to respond to recommendations and provide new or additional 
evidence or clarification for the next decision-making body’s consideration which can alter the  
final decision.
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AY 2021 AY 2022 AY 2023 AY 2024 AY 2025

N % N % N % N % N %

IAC agreed with team findings 130 95% 93 96% 124 97% 117 94% 113 98%

IAC cited fewer Core Components 5 4% 4 4% 1 1% 5 4% 1 1%

IAC cited more Core Components 2 1% 0 0% 2 2% 2 2% 1 1%

Total IAC Decisions 137 100% 97 100% 127 100% 124 100% 115 100%

Figure 12

Continuity between Team Recommendations and IAC Decisions, AY 2021 – AY 2025 

AY 2021 AY 2022 AY 2023 AY 2024 AY 2025

N % N % N % N % N %

Board consistent with both 
team and IAC

3 25% 2 25% 6 50% 3 21% 4 44%

Board consistent with team — 
differed from IAC

2 17% 1 12.5% 0 0% 1 7% 0 0%

Board consistent with IAC — 
differed from team

4 33% 4 50% 4 33% 7 50% 4 44%

Board differed from both IAC 
and team

3 25% 1 12.5% 2 17% 3 21% 1 11%

Total BOT Decisions 12 100% 8 100% 12 100% 14 100% 9 100%

Figure 13

Continuity between Recommendations and Board Decisions, AY 2021 – AY 2025

AY 2021 AY 2022 AY 2023 AY 2024 AY 2025

N % N % N % N % N %

Institutional Actions Council (IAC) 137 92% 97 92% 127 91% 124 90% 115 93%

Board of Trustees (BOT) 12 8% 8 8% 12 9% 14 10% 9 7%

Total Decisions 149 100% 105 100% 139 100% 138 100% 124 100%

Figure 11

Total Comprehensive Evaluation Decisions by Decision-Making Bodies,  
AY 2021 – AY 2025

14 Key Findings Regarding the Criteria for Accreditation  |  Higher Learning Commission  |  July 2026



Implications for Practice
This report summarizes data gathered from peer reviewers, the Institutional Actions Council, 
and the Board of Trustees as it pertains to the old Criteria for Accreditation, effective between 
September 2020 and August 2025. As in prior reports, this year’s report documents our collective 
understanding from year to year. Additionally, with the introduction of new HLC Criteria for 
Accreditation in 2025, this year’s report offers a comprehensive look-back over the entire five-year 
period when these criteria were in effect. This broader window allows for the analysis of trends that 
are not possible with year-to-year reporting, allowing a larger historical context.

Findings from this report reinforce exemplary practices on the part of HLC institutions to meet 
quality standards. In this report, as in earlier ones, instances of institutions meeting the HLC Criteria 
for Accreditation far outweigh instances in which they do not. Core Components 4.B., 5.B., and 5.C. 
are areas where peer reviewers raise concerns most frequently and pertain to concepts related to 
student learning assessment, strengthening institutional resources, and planning for a sustainable 
future. These three Core Components and the concepts they represent continue to be key focus 
areas in HLC reviews.

With the old Criteria for Accreditation now officially sunset from use, next year’s report will be the 
first to explore similar elements under the new Criteria for Accreditation. We already know that 
institutions with similar characteristics approach their work in ways which are unique to their 
missions, student populations, and curricula. Comparisons by Carnegie Classifications are detailed 
in this report and represent a field of inquiry onto itself, and one that will continue to intrigue peer 
reviewers as the HLC Criteria for Accreditation evolve over time.

Insights from this report will be used by HLC to continue to improve the Criteria for Accreditation, 
build support for member institutions, design training activities for peer reviewers, strengthen 
HLC’s strategic planning, and inform communications with educators, students, policymakers, and 
the general public. 
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Event  
End Date Record Type Count

AY 2025 Candidacy 1
AY 2025 Reaffirmation of Accreditation 102
AY 2025 Early Initial Accreditation 2
AY 2025 Standard Pathway Mid-cycle 16
AY 2025 Probation 3
AY 2024 Reaffirmation of Accreditation 91
AY 2024 Initial Accreditation 1
AY 2024 Standard Pathway Mid-cycle 40
AY 2024 Probation 6
AY 2023 Candidacy 2
AY 2023 Reaffirmation of Accreditation 97
AY 2023 Standard Pathway Mid-cycle 37
AY 2023 Probation 3
AY 2022 Reaffirmation of Accreditation 67
AY 2022 Early Initial Accreditation 1
AY 2022 Initial Accreditation 1
AY 2022 Standard Pathway Mid-cycle 36
AY 2022 Probation 1
AY 2021 Reaffirmation of Accreditation 97
AY 2021 Early Initial Accreditation 2
AY 2021 Initial Accreditation 2
AY 2021 Mid-Cycle Review 44
AY 2021 Probation 4

Figure 1. 
Number of Completed Comprehensive Evaluations by 
Review Type,  AY 2021 - AY 2025

Addendum
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Event End Date Outcome Percent of Group

AY 2025 Continue Accreditation 64.52%

AY 2025 Continue Accreditation with Monitoring 32.26%

AY 2025 Grant Candidacy 0.81%

AY 2025 Grant Initial Accreditation 1.61%

AY 2025 Notice 0.81%

AY 2024 Continue Accreditation 55.07%

AY 2024 Continue Accreditation with Monitoring 39.86%

AY 2024 Extend Probation 0.72%

AY 2024 Grant Initial Accreditation with Monitoring 0.72%

AY 2024 Notice 2.17%

AY 2024 Probation 1.45%

AY 2023 Continue Accreditation 47.48%

AY 2023 Continue Accreditation with Monitoring 48.92%

AY 2023 Grant Candidacy 1.44%

AY 2023 Notice 0.72%

AY 2023 Probation 1.44%

AY 2022 Continue Accreditation 42.45%

AY 2022 Continue Accreditation with Monitoring 50.%

AY 2022 Grant Initial Accreditation 0.94%

AY 2022 Grant Initial Accreditation with Monitoring 0.94%

AY 2022 Notice 0.94%

AY 2022 Probation 4.72%

AY 2021 Continue Accreditation 46.31%

AY 2021 Continue Accreditation with Monitoring 46.98%

AY 2021 Continue Candidacy 0.67%

AY 2021 Extend Probation 2.01%

AY 2021 Grant Initial Accreditation 2.01%

AY 2021 Probation 2.01%

Figure 2.  
Overall Evaluation Outcomes of Comprehensive Evaluations, AY 2021 to AY 2025
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Figure 4.  
Evaluation Outcomes by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025

Associate’s Continue 
Accreditation

Continue Accreditation 
with Monitoring

Grant Initial 
Accreditation Notice Probation

AY 2025 75.76% 24.24%
AY 2024 52% 42% 2% 4%
AY 2023 45.16% 54.84%
AY 2022 51.72% 48.28%
AY 2021 45.24% 47.62% 2% 5%

Baccalaureate Continue 
Accreditation

Continue Accreditation 
with Monitoring Extend Probation Notice Probation

AY 2025 42.86% 53.57% 4%
AY 2024 52.63% 47.37%
AY 2023 47.37% 47.37% 5%
AY 2022 53.33% 46.67%
AY 2021 34.62% 57.69% 7.69%

Master’s Continue 
Accreditation

Continue Accreditation 
with Monitoring

AY 2025 73.33% 26.67%
AY 2024 66.67% 33.33%
AY 2023 56.25% 43.75%
AY 2022 33.33% 66.67%
AY 2021 50% 50%

Doctoral Continue 
Accreditation

Continue Accreditation 
with Monitoring Probation

AY 2025 77.78% 22.22%
AY 2024 56.25% 43.75%
AY 2023 65% 35%
AY 2022 44.44% 55.56%
AY 2021 71.43% 23.81% 5%

Special Focus Continue 
Accred.

Continue 
Accred. with 
Monitoring

Continue 
Candidacy

Grant 
Candidacy

Grant 
Initial 

Accred.

Grant Initial 
Accred. with 
Monitoring

Notice Probation

AY 2025 60.00% 30% 3.33% 6.67%
AY 2024 56.76% 35.14% 2.70% 5.41%
AY 2023 40.38% 51.92% 3.85% 1.92% 1.92%
AY 2022 36.11% 47.22% 2.78% 2.78% 2.78% 8.33%
AY 2021 40.54% 51.35% 2.70% 5.41%

All Institutions Continue 
Accred.

Continue 
Accred. with 
Monitoring

Continue 
Candidacy

Grant 
Candidacy

Extend 
Probation

Grant 
Initial 

Accred.

Grant Initial 
Accred. with 
Monitoring

Notice Probation

AY 2025 64.52% 32.2600% 0.81% 0% 1.61% 0.81%
AY 2024 55.47% 40.1500% 0.73% 2.19% 1.46%
AY 2023 47.83% 48.5500% 1.45% 0.72% 1.45%
AY 2022 43.27% 50.9600% 0.96% 0.96% 0.96% 2.88%
AY 2021 50.33% 44.4400% 0.65% 0.65% 1.96% 1.96%
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Figure 7.  
Compliance with Core Components 4.B., 5.B. and 5.C. by  
Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025

Component 4.B Met Met With Concerns Not Met
All 72.8% 26.3% 1%

Associate's 62.7% 35.7% 2%
Baccalaureate 77.9% 22.1% 0%

Master's 82.1% 17.9% 0%
Doctoral 82.1% 17.9% 0%

Special Focus 74.1% 25.9% 0%

Component 5.B Met Met With Concerns Not Met
All 85.5% 14% 1%

Associate's 96.2% 3.8% 0%
Baccalaureate 74% 25% 1%

Master's 84.6% 15.4% 0%
Doctoral 86.9% 13.1% 0%

Special Focus 84.7% 14.8% 1%

Component 5.C Met Met With Concerns Not Met
All 86.6% 12.5% 1%

Associate's 87.6% 11.9% 1%
Baccalaureate 83.7% 16.3% 0%

Master's 93.6% 6.4% 0%
Doctoral 92.9% 6% 1%

Special Focus 83.6% 14.8% 2%
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Figure 8. 
Compliance with Core Component 4.B. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025

Associate’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 26 14 2 42
AY 2022 18 11 29
AY 2023 16 15 31
AY 2024 29 20 1 50
AY 2025 27 6 33

Grand Total 116 66 3 185

Baccalaureate Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 18 7 25
AY 2022 11 3 14
AY 2023 15 4 19
AY 2024 16 3 19
AY 2025 21 6 27

Grand Total 81 23 104

Doctoral Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 16 5 21
AY 2022 7 2 9
AY 2023 18 2 20
AY 2024 13 3 16
AY 2025 15 3 18

Grand Total 69 15 84

Master’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 14 3 17
AY 2022 10 5 15
AY 2023 14 2 16
AY 2024 13 2 15
AY 2025 13 2 15

Grand Total 64 14 78

Special Focus Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 24 13 37
AY 2022 24 10 34
AY 2023 36 16 52
AY 2024 29 7 36
AY 2025 27 3 30

Grand Total 140 49 189

All Institutions Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 98 42 2 142
AY 2022 70 31 101
AY 2023 99 39 138
AY 2024 100 35 1 136
AY 2025 103 20 123

Grand Total 470 167 3 640
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Figure 9. 
Compliance with Core Component 5.B. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025

Associate’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 40 2 42
AY 2022 29 29
AY 2023 30 1 31
AY 2024 46 4 50
AY 2025 33 33

Grand Total 178 7 185

Baccalaureate Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 19 6 25
AY 2022 13 1 14
AY 2023 15 3 1 19
AY 2024 12 7 19
AY 2025 18 9 27

Grand Total 77 26 1 104

Doctoral Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 18 3 21
AY 2022 8 1 9
AY 2023 17 3 20
AY 2024 13 3 16
AY 2025 17 1 18

Grand Total 73 11 84

Master’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 15 2 17
AY 2022 13 2 15
AY 2023 13 3 16
AY 2024 12 3 15
AY 2025 13 2 15

Grand Total 66 12 78

Special Focus Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 34 3 37
AY 2022 25 9 34
AY 2023 44 7 1 52
AY 2024 31 5 36
AY 2025 26 4 30

Grand Total 160 28 1 189

All Institutions Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 126 16 142
AY 2022 88 13 101
AY 2023 119 17 2 138
AY 2024 114 22 136
AY 2025 107 16 123

Grand Total 554 84 2 640
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Figure 10.  
Compliance with Core Component 5.C. by Carnegie Classification, AY 2021 – AY 2025

Associate’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 35 7 42
AY 2022 28 1 29
AY 2023 28 3 31
AY 2024 39 10 1 50
AY 2025 32 1 33

Grand Total 162 22 1 185

Baccalaureate Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 20 5 25
AY 2022 12 2 14
AY 2023 15 4 19
AY 2024 17 2 19
AY 2025 23 4 27

Grand Total 87 17 104

Doctoral Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 18 2 1 21
AY 2022 8 1 9
AY 2023 19 1 20
AY 2024 15 1 16
AY 2025 18 18

Grand Total 78 5 1 84

Master’s Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 16 1 17
AY 2022 14 1 15
AY 2023 16 16
AY 2024 13 2 15
AY 2025 14 1 15

Grand Total 73 5 78

Special Focus Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 33 4 37
AY 2022 26 6 2 34
AY 2023 44 7 1 52
AY 2024 29 7 36
AY 2025 26 4 30

Grand Total 158 28 3 189

All Institutions Met Met With Concerns Not Met Grand Total

AY 2021 122 19 1 142
AY 2022 88 11 2 101
AY 2023 122 15 1 138
AY 2024 113 22 1 136
AY 2025 113 10 123

Grand Total 558 77 5 640
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