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The Subcommittee’s report dated December 1, 2004 represents our lengthy deliberations
re how to improve the academic program review process at MU. If endorsed by SPRAC,

we offer it to the MU campus leadership as suggestions for incorporation into the current
review process.
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It needs to also be noted that this report represents only the first part of the charge to the
Subcommittee. Recommendations on a framework for reviewing MU’s non-academic
programs still need to be developed.



