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	Unit/Program Name
	Interdisciplinary Studies

	Office of Primary Responsibility
	Department of Physical Sciences

	Assessment Coordinator
	Daniel Pardieck

	Submission Date of this Report
	June 24, 2016


I. Unit/Program Goal: Students will gain college level understanding of the fundamentals of the two disciplines in a student's IDS module.
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	AY 2014-2015
	AY 2015-2016
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Understanding of Disciplines and IDS-Related Concepts and Issues", for the IDS 499 semester project report.
	2.54

(n=7)

	2.14

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Depth of Knowledge", for the IDS 499 semester project report.
	2.49

(n=7)

	1.65

(n=17)



	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS Portfolio Rubric, "Professional or Intellectual Content Level", for the program portfolio submitted in IDS 499.
	2.74

(n=7)

	2.43

(n=21)

	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	The mean scores of the items on the IDS Presentation Rubric, "Content Knowledge and Depth of Knowledge", for the project presentation given in IDS 499.
	2.48

(n=7)

	2.51

(n=24)

	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	2.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	3.
	IDS rubric for evaluating program portfolios
	This instrument is applied to the initial portfolio presented by students in IDS 101 and again to the final program  portfolio submitted in IDS 499.  The portfolios submitted in IDS 499 are used for program assessment purposes.

	
	4.
	IDS rubric for evaluating presentations
	This instrument is applied to presentations given by students in IDS 101 and IDS 499.  The rubrics applied in IDS 499 are used for program assessment.

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	2.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	3.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	4.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	2016: The goal was met (2.14) for this assessment instrument.  Six of the 17 students had a score of 1.5, which is on the cuff of not meeting expectations on this assessment instrument.  The remaining students met the goal, with two students scoring 3.0.  This is the second year in collecting data for the IDS program.  These results met the goal and do not indicate a need for change to the program or assessment instrument, at this time.  

2015: The goal was met (2.54) for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected did not meet the goal.  All other students did.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	2.
	2016: The goal was partially met (1.65) for this assessment instrument.  Of the 17 students, 9 students met the goal for this assessment instrument, 2 students partially me the goal and 6 students did not meet the goal.  The goal of "Depth of Knowledge" requires knowledge of the applicable portions of appropriate disciplines with respect to student research problems that goes beyond the most basic principles of each discipline, such as might be covered in a freshman or sophomore level course.  On carefiul review of the research papers, it appears that students often do not ask questions that require more than a shallow response or are satisfied with shallow responses for 'deep' questions.  

In response to this challenge of 'depth', IDS 101 and IDS 499 will be modified to provide additional, clear examples of acceptable levels of depth in the research project.  Examples from the textbooks were used, but, in future, examples specific to modules in IDS and to the types of problems that interest the students will be provided and discussed.  If exemplars of IDS work are available that meet the 'depth' goal and can be shared in a way that preserves student anonymity (the program is only two years old and most students know each other at this point), this work will be shared and discussed with the class to demonstrate how 'depth' can be achieved.
Because this goal involves the several disciplines represented in IDS modules and research projects, additional data will be collected in subsequent assessment cycles.  Members of the faculty from the other disciplines will be asked to review final project reports and complete the appropriate rubrics for assessment of those reports.  This additional data will help to confirm whether there is a challenge and to help identify potential solutions, if confirmed. 
2015: The goal was met (2.49) for this instrument.  One student partially met the goal and one student did not meet this goal.  The scores for the other five students met the goal.  This is the first year of assessment and of implementation of the IDS program.  For this reason, changes in content, delivery and assessment are expected. 


	
	3.
	2016:  The goal was met (2.43) for this assessment instrument.  No changes to the program or assessment instrument are indicated by these results.

2015: The goal was met (2.74) for this instrument, for all students. This is the first year of assessment and of implementation of the IDS program.  For this reason, changes in content, delivery and assessment are expected.  


	
	4.
	2016: This goal was met (2.51) for this assement instrument.  No changes to the program or assessment instrument are indicated by these results. 

2015: The goal was met (2.48) for this instrument, for all students. This is the first year of assessment and of implementation of the IDS program.  For this reason, changes in content, delivery and assessment are expected.  


	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	2016: The goal was generally met for the selected set of assessment instruments.  It was partially met for one of the four assessment instruments, the question related to "Depth of Knowledge" in the research report rubric.  This result will be addressed by a change in content of IDS 101 and IDS 499, where examples of depth in discipline-based work will be provided to aqnd discussed with students.  Further, additional data will be collected by asking faculty from several disciplines to review the final project reports, in order to confirm the results herein and to help identify solutions should the results confirm the finding of partially met for 'depth'. 

2015: This goal was met for the assessment instruments identified herein.  The multiple instruments used allow feedback from a number of faculty representing disciplines across campus, with particular emphasis on those disciplines that are parts of individual student modules.  This inclusion of faculty members from the several disciplines is of primary importance for assessing this goal.


	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


II. Unit/Program Goal: Students will demonstrate the ability to analyze and critically evaluate information in those two disciplines.
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	AY 2014-2015
	AY 2015-2016
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Analysis and Interpretation of Information", for the IDS 499 semester project report 
	2.36
(n=7)

	1.73

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Demonstration of Critical Thinking Skills", for the IDS 499 semester project report.
	2.57
(n=7)

	1.76

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	2.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	3.
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	2.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	2016: The goal was partially met (1.73) for this assessment instrument. Of the 17 students for whom this assessment instrument was applied, 10 students met the goal, 3 students partially met the goal, and 4 students did not meet the goal.  On careful review of selected research reports in which students did not meet the goal, i.e., received a score of 1 on this question on the rubric, it is apparent that little effort was made to demonstrate analysis or interpretation skills.  In future, the assessment instrument, the research report rubric, will be modified to provide significantly greater weight to this important assessment criterion.  In the current rubric, each of the 10 criteria on the rubric has equal weight.  This may secure the additional effort on the part of some students to perform at a higher level in analysis and interpretation.  Further, exemplar's of student work in IDS that show high levels of analysis and interpretation, if available, will be shared with the students.  It should be noted that rubrics for assessment of student work are made available to students well prior to deadlines for completion of the work, and the rubrics are discussed in class sessions, including detailed review of expectations. Third, collection of additional data will be implemented by asking additional faculty to review the fnal reports, to confirm this finding.
2015:  The goal was met (2.36) for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected did not meet the goal.  All other students did.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	2.
	2016: The goal was partially met (1.76) for this assessment instrument.  Of the 17 students for whom this assessment was completed, 8 students met the goal, 6 students partially met the goal, and 3 students did not meet the goal. On careful review of selected research reports in which students did not meet the goal, i.e., received a score of 1 on this question on the rubric, it is apparent that little effort was made to demonstrate critical thinking skills on the part of those students.  In future, the assessment instrument, the research report rubric, will be modified to provide significantly greater weight to this important assessment criterion.  In the current rubric, each of the 10 criteria on the rubric has equal weight.  This may secure the additional effort on the part of some students to perform at a higher level in critical thinking.  Further, exemplar's of student work in IDS that show high quality critical thinking, if available, will be shared with the students.  It should be noted that rubrics for assessment of student work are made available to students well prior to deadlines for completion of the work, and the rubrics are discussed in class sessions, including detailed review of expectations. Third, collection of additional data will be implemented by asking additional faculty to review the fnal reports, to confirm this finding.
2015: The goal was met (2.57) for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected partially met the goal.  All other students met the goal.  Critical thinking include both analysis and integration, so this score is used in evaluating each indicator of learning, respectively.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	3.
	     

	
	4.
	     

	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	2016:  This goal was partially met for each of these assessment instruments.  To help understand the current results in more depth and to improve scores in subsequent assessment cycles:
   1. The research project report rubric in IDS 499 will be modified to provide greater weight to "Analysis and Interpretation" and "Critical Thinking"

   2.  Exemplars of student work will be identified, shared (if available) and discussed in class, to assist student understanding of and performance of high levels of analysis and interpretation and critical thinking.

   3. Additional faculty will be asked to review final research reports using the IDS rubric to confirm the results of this assessment and perhaps to help with determination of other, potentially effective solutions, should these results of partially met be confirmed in future assessment cycles.

2015: This goal was met for the assessment instruments identified herein.  The multiple instruments used allow feedback from a number of faculty representing disciplines across campus, with particular emphasis on those disciplines that are parts of individual student modules.  This inclusion of faculty members from the several disciplines is the primary means for assessing this goal. 


	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


III. Unit/Program Goal: Students will demonstrate the ability to integrate the two disciplines into a comprehensive body of knowledge.
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	AY 2014-2015
	AY 2015-2016
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Understanding of and Application of Integration", for the IDS 499 semester project report 
	2.42
(n=7)

	1.85

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Demonstration of Critical Thinking Skills", for the IDS 499 semester project report.
	2.57

(n=7)

	1.76

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	2.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	3.
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	2.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	2016: The goal was partially met (1.85) for this assessment instrument.  Of the 17 students for whom this assessment instrument was completed, 9 students met the goal, 7 students partially met the goal and 1 student did not meet the goal.  Teaching the nature and methods of interdisciplinary integration is among the most challenging aspects of IDS, which fact is supported in the literature on the subject.  This is expected to be an area of continuous improvement in the IDS program at Lander.  In AY 2015-2016, the topic of integration was not fully introduced until IDS 499 (Because many students enter theIDS program as Juniors and Seniors, it is common for students to take IDS 101 and IDS 499 in the same academic year.  This is expected to change as the program matures.)  In the previous year, integration was introduced during the last weeks of IDS 101, which was not done this last year to allow extra time to expand other topics which students struggled with in IDS 101 (critical thinking, identifying insights and evaluating insights). This other content is considered essential for effective integration to proceed.  
Means will be sought to improve the instruction of integration, including additional assignments and identification, sharing and discussion of exemplars of integration relevant to student modules and interests.  As students enter the IDS program in earlier years of their academic career, the possibility of changing the curriculum so that some of these topics can be introduced earlier and reinforced more often will be explored.  Additional data will be collected in subsequent assessment cycles to confirm this result by asking additional faculty to review final research reports and apply the rubric.. 

2015: The goal was met (2.42) for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected did not meet the goal, another student partially met the goal.  All other students did meet the goal.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	2.
	2016: The goal was partially met (1.76) for this assessment instrument.  Of the 17 students completing this assessment instrument, 8 students met the goal, 6 students partially met the goal and 3 students did not meet the goal.  On careful review of selected research reports in which students did not meet the goal, i.e., received a score of 1 on this question on the rubric, it is apparent that little effort was made to demonstrate critical thinking skills, of which integration is an essential part with respect to interdisciplinary studies,  on the part of those students.  In future, the assessment instrument, the research report rubric, will be modified to provide significantly greater weight to this important assessment criterion.  In the current rubric, each of the 10 criteria on the rubric has equal weight.  This may secure the additional effort on the part of some students to perform at a higher level in critical thinking.  Further, exemplar's of student work in IDS that show high quality critical thinking, if available, will be shared with the students.  It should be noted that rubrics for assessment of student work are made available to students well prior to deadlines for completion of the work, and the rubrics are discussed in class sessions, including detailed review of expectations. Third, collection of additional data will be implemented by asking additional faculty to review the fnal reports, to confirm this finding.
2015:  The goal was met (2.57)  for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected partially met the goal.  All other students met the goal.  Critical thinkingn involves both analysis and integration, so this item is included in the assessment of both indicators of learning.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	3.
	     

	
	4.
	     

	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	2016:  The goal of integration was partially met for each of the two assessment instruments during the current assessment cycle.  Effective integration, essential for interdisciplinary study, is anticipated to be the most advanced and challengng set of skills for undergraduate students to develop in IDS.  These results tend to confirm that expectation.  Actions to be taken to improve performance in this goal are:
   1.  Collect additional data during subsequent assessment cycles by asking faculty in other disciplines to review final project reports and complete the IDS research report rubric.  
   2.  The assessment rubric will be modified, going forward, by weighting several criteria greater than others (such as analysis and interpretation, critical thinking, and integration).  The current rubric gives equal weighting to all 10 of the assessment criteria.
   3.  Identify, share and discuss exemplars of work in which effective integration was demonstrated in IDS 499.  Exemplars so selected will be relevant to IDS modules and student research interests.

2015: This goal was met for the assessment instruments identified herein.  The multiple instruments used allow feedback from a number of faculty representing disciplines across campus, with particular emphasis on those disciplines that are parts of individual student modules.  This inclusion of faculty members from the several disciplines is the primary means for assessing this goal. 
It was anticipated that, among the learning goals, this particular one, integration, would be the most challenging for students.  The reason for this is that students do not generally learn methods of integration of knowledge or insights from multiple disciplines in the normal course of a college education in a major.  Because this was the first year of the program, students enrolled in IDS 499 would have had limited exposure to ideas and methods of integration.  That two of the seven students evaluated did have some challenges with this criterion does suggest that some improvements in this area could be implemented.  It is anticipated that additonal and more detailed case studies of integration will be developed for IDS 101 and IDS 499, which was also suggested by more than one of the students in the program. 

Critical thinking was not a specific goal of the program as described in the catalog and other materials, but results of assessments and student feedback strongly suggest that a goal be added in the next assessment cycle for critical thinking, which is considered essential for effective integration to take place.  This goal will be added for the next round of assessments along with appropriate assessment instruments and assignments.


	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


IV. Unit/Program Goal: Students will demonstrate the ability to communicate understanding of the inter-disciplinary links to others, both orally and in writing, or in other media as appropriate to their module.
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	AY 2014-2015
	AY 2015-2016
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Writing Quality", for the IDS 499 semester project report 
	1.99
(n=7)

	1.88

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	The mean score of the item on the IDS project report rubric, "Relevance and Appropriateness", for the IDS 499 semester project report 
	2.69
(n=7)

	3.0

(n=17)

	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	The mean score of the items on the IDS project presentation rubric, "Organization, Engagement, Visual presentation and Verbal presentation", for the IDS 499 semester project presentation. 
	2.46

(n=7)

	2.41 n=23)
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	The mean score on the IDS portfolio rubric, "Writing Quality", for the IDS final program portfolio
	na
	2.18

(n=21)

	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	2.
	IDS rubric for evaluating reports or workplans
	This instrument is applied to the semester project in IDS 499 each spring semester.  This instrument is also applied in IDS 101 semester projects, but is not used for program evaluation in that case, because students in IDS 101 are new to the program.  

	
	3.
	IDS rubric for evaluating presentations
	This rubric is applied to project presentations given in IDS 101 and IDS 499.  The rubrics for IDS 499 are used for program assessment.

	
	4.
	IDS rubric for evaluating protfolios
	his rubric is applied to portfolios turned in for in IDS 101 and IDS 499.  The rubrics for IDS 499 are used for program assessment.

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	2.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	3.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	4.
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will equal or exceed 2.0
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be from 1.5 to 1.99
	The mean score of all student scores on this item will be less than 1.5.

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	2016:  The goal was partially met (1.88) for this assessment instrument.  Of 17 students who have completed this assessment instrument, 12 met the goal, 3 partially met the goal and 2 did not meet the goal.  The demonstration of writing skills is a vital requirement for success in IDS.  Both IDS 101 and IDS 499 are writing intensive courses.  Detailed feedback is provides for all written assignments, including draft written reports, in both courses.  This assessment instrument was applied to the final project report.  A significant effort is expended by the instructor in both courses to help students improve their writing skills, and students are often referred to Lander's Writing Center for major projects.  These actions will continue, because, although not quantified, the writing skills of some students do seem to improve between IDS 101 and IDS 499.
Additional data will be collected on this assessment insrument in subsequent assessment cycles by asking faculty in other disciplines to review final research reports in IDS 499 and complete the rubric.  Perhaps this will help determine potential solutions to this challenge.

2015: The goal was partially met for this assessment instrument.  Five students did meet the goal.  One student partially met the goal and one student did not meet the goal.  The average for the five students who did meet the goal (2.23) was sufficiently low for the other two students (ave. = 1.38) to bring the average for the class to just under the criteria for meeting the goal. This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason.  The relatively soft numbers on writing skills suggest that additional, small written assignments be added, with a higher priority (weight) given to writing skills in assigning grades for these assignments. 


	
	2.
	2016: The goal was met (3.00) for this asssessment instrument.  All students who completed this project and were assessed met the goal, without exception.  These results do not indicate a need to improve the program or modify the assessment instrument in future.  However, it is not certain that this assessment instrument is a reliable measure of communications performance, i.e., it does not seem to provide reliable information that would help identify specific areas of improvement for the IDS program with respect to this goal, and so the possibility of dropping this from future assessments will be considered.

2015: The goal was met for this assessment instrument.  One of the seven students for which data were collected did not meet the goal.  All other students met the goal.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	3.
	2016: The goal was met (2.41) for this assessment instrument.  All of the 23 students who presented their semester projects in IDS 499 met the goal, according to this assessment instrument.  Based on these results, no modifications to the program or assessment are indicated.  Presentations were assessed by multiple faculty, those who were present in the audience during each presentation,
2015: The goal was met (2.46) for this assessment instrument.  In only one instance, that is, for one student and for one assessment item on the rubric (Verbal Presentation), was the requirement partially met.  For all students and for all other categories the goal was met.  This is the first year of assessment for the IDS program and the first academic year of implementation of the program.  It is anticipated that changes will be made to assessment and content, for this reason. 


	
	4.
	2016:  The goal was met (2.18) based in this assessment instrument.  Each of the 21 portfolios which were assessed with this rubric met the goal.  Each portfolio was assessed by two faculty, the coordinator for IDS and one other faculty member,  No modifications to the program or assessment instrument are indicated by these results.

2015:  This assessment instrument was not included in the program assessment in 2015..


	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	2016:  With the exception of the first assessment instrument under this goal, the "Writing Quality" item in the IDS Report and Workplan rubric, students in IDS met this goal.  In the exception, the students partially met this goal.  Writing skill demonstration has been and will continue to be a priority area for the IDS program, precisely because of the importance of writing skills in professional success and in good performance in graduate programs of study.
In future assessment cycles, faculty in other disciplines will be asked to assess final IDS 499 project reports and complete the rubric.  This additional data will be useful in confirming the results of the lprevious two assessment cycles and perhaps to help identify potential solutions, should the challenge be confirmed.  Detailed comment on written assignments and asking students who need it to make use of the writing center will continue for the foreseeable future.  The instructor of both IDS 101 and IDS 499 has noted improvement in writing quality on the part of many, but not all,  students between the two courses, and attributes that to the detailed written comments and the high priority given to writing skill demonstration in both courses..

2015:  Students, overall, met this criterion in this first assessment.  The only softness in the data is reflected in the 'partially met' result for "Writing Quality" in the reports and work plans rubric.  Writing quality improved over the course of IDS 101 and IDS 499, primarily because of the repeated assignments and multiple drafts allowed for many of the written deliverables, culminating in final project reports.  Only the final project reports were used for program assessment.  Detailed and often extensive editorial comments were made by the instructor on each of the deliverables.  It is undoubted that scores would have been a bit lower without that intensive feedback.

The implication of this is that a continued effort to make detailed and extensive comments on written course deliverables, and continued insistence on the priority of learning to write well, are essential for helping students develop the writing skills they need to succed in IDS and in general.  The challenge is that several of students for which this was done in both IDS 101 and IDS 499 were seniors who have already completed three or four years of college, and who have not developed significant writing skills to that point.  It is probably unreasonable to expect such students to develop these skills to an adequate level in only a few months time.  That they demonstrated such improvement in IDS was likely related to drafts being revised based on detailed comments, rather than improvement in individual, independent writing skills. Additional, small writing assignments will be provided in IDS 101 and IDS 499, and writing quality will be given a greater weight in the assigning of grades on those assignments, even though neither of these courses is described as a writing course.


	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


V. Unit/Program Goal: Comply with program productivity standards as defined by the South Carolina Commission on Higher Education
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	AY 2010-2014
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	Interdisciplinary Studies: Baccalaureate Degrees Conferred (5-year rolling average)
	0.8
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	Interdisciplinary Studies: Baccalaureate Major Headcount (5-year rolling average)
	1.8
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	South Carolina Commission on Higher Education Management Information System (CHEMIS) and the Commission's Academic Degree Program Inventory (Lander University Fact Book)
	Annually

	
	2.
	South Carolina Commission on Higher Education Management Information System (CHEMIS) and the Commission's Academic Degree Program Inventory (Lander University Fact Book)
	Annually

	
	3.
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	Baccalaurate Degrees conferred greater than or equal to 5.0 (5-year rolling average)
	N/A
	Baccalaurate Degrees awarded less than 5.0 (5-year rolling average)

	
	2.
	Baccalaureate Major enrollment is greater than or equal to 12.5 (5-year rolling average)
	N/A
	Baccalaureate Major enrollment is less than 12.5 (5-year rolling average)

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	2016:  The goal was not met (0.8) for this assessment instrument.  However, the program hass only been in existence since 2014, so, in actuality, the length adjusted average, assuming no change, would have been 4, which still would have not been met.  Yet, the program has been growing much more rapidly than expected, with 14 degrees conferred in the Fall and Spring term of 2015-2016.  So, for all practical purposes, this goal was met  

	
	2.
	2016: The goal was not met (1.8) for this assessment instrument.  However, the program has been in existence since only 2014, so that the actual value, assuming no growth, would have been  9 students, which still would have not met.  Yet, the program has been growing faster than expected, and there were a total of 42 IDS majors during Spring term of 2016.  For all practical purposes, this goal has been met 

	
	3.
	     

	
	4.
	     

	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	     

	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


VI. Unit/Program Goal:      
	Strategic Goal Supported
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Indicator of Success/ Student Learning Outcome
AND
Summary of Data
	Indicator/

Learning Outcome
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	1.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Assessment Instrument(s) and Frequency of Assessment
	Instrument
	Frequency

	
	1.
	     
	     

	
	2.
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     

	Expected Outcome
	Met

(3)
	Partially Met

(2)
	Not Met

(1)

	
	1.
	     
	     
	     

	
	2.
	     
	     
	     

	
	3.
	     
	     
	     

	
	4.
	     
	     
	     

	
	5.
	     
	     
	     

	
	6.
	     
	     
	     

	Review of Results and Actions Taken
	1.
	     

	
	2.
	     

	
	3.
	     

	
	4.
	     

	
	5.
	     

	
	6.
	     

	
	Sum
	     

	Outcomes
	Indicator of Success Evaluation
	Indicator of Success Score

	
	1.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	2.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	3.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	4.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	5.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	
	6.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results
	$0.00
Explanation


VII. Unit/Program Summary
	Unit/Program Goal
	Strategic Goal Supported
	Unit/Program Goal Outcome
	Additional Resources Required to Achieve or Sustain Results

	
	
	Score
	Evaluation
Met: 3.00 – 2.01

Partially Met: 2.00 – 1.01

Not Met: 1.00 – 0.01

Not Evaluated: 0.00
	

	1. Students will gain college level understanding of the fundamentals of the two disciplines in a student's IDS module.0 

0
 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	2.75
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	2. Students will demonstrate the ability to analyze and critically evaluate information in those two disciplines.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	2.00
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	3. Students will demonstrate the ability to integrate the two disciplines into a comprehensive body of knowledge.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	2.00
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	4. Students will demonstrate the ability to communicate understanding of the inter-disciplinary links to others, both orally and in writing, or in other media as appropriate to their module.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	2.75
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	5. Comply with program productivity standards as defined by the South Carolina Commission on Higher Education
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	1.00
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	6.      
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	0.00
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	UNIT/PROGRAM TOTALS
	2.10
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	$0.00

	Unit/Program Summary (including evidence of improvements made to the program curriculum based on assessment): 
2016:  Overall, the IDS program met its goals (2.10).  Two goals were partially met and 1 goal was not met.  Partially met goals were "demonstrate the ability to analyze and critically evaluate information in those two disciplines" and "demonstrate the ability to integrate the two disciplines into a comprehensive body of knowledge."  Both of these are high level learning skills, as per Bloom's Taxonomy.  Moving forawrd, changes to the assessment process and program regarding these two goals are:

1. Collect additional data in future assessment cycles by asking additional faculty in different disciplines to review final project reports in IDS 499 and apply the rubric used in assessing the final reports.

2. The assessment rubric will be modified to provide greater weight to those two assessment goals.  The current edition of the rubric weights all ten weighting factors, equally.  This will communicate to the students the importance of these two goals and perhaps lead to greater emphasis on achieving them more fully.

3.  Approriate exemplars of work that meets these goals will be identified, shared with students and discussed with the class.  Exemplars will be sought from work already completed in IDS at Lander, as well as in textbooks and the literature.  Preference will be for exemplars that are consistent with the modules currently in the IDS program and the interests of students in the program.

The goal that was not met in this assessment cycle is the "Productivity" goal determined by the South Carolina Council on Higher Education.  The goal requires that academic programs graduate a minimum of 5 students on a five year rolling average and enroll a minimum of 12.5 students on a five year rolling avareage.  this is only the second year in which the current IDS program has been in existence.  Based on the results, and current data, the IDS program is expected to be significantly above his goal by the time five years rolls around.  For this reason, no further action is indicated by the data.  However, there are plans to more aggressively recruit freshmen and sophomoresd into the program.
2015:  This is the first year of existence of the Interdisciplinary Studies Program at Lander University.  For this reason, it is anticipated that some changes to the program, course content and assessment instruments would be made.  All of the learning goals in this first annual assessment were met.  The fact that all program goals were met in this first assignment suggests that, in the interest of continual improvement, selected assessment instruments and processes be revised to specify where priorities for improvement should lie.  

The only obvious softness in the current set of data was in the area of writing quality.  This will be addressed by adding short writing assignments to IDS 101 and IDS 499, continuing with detailed comments on most writing assignments, including those considering the mechanics of writing, increasing the weight of writing skills demonstrated in assigning grades for certain assignments, and increasing the weighting of writing quality on assessment rubrics in those two courses. 
The remarkable aspect of IDS program assessment in this initial year is that a total of eleven faculty in eleven disciplines or sub-disciplines (Business Administration, Psychology, Special Education, Early Childhood Education,  History, Psychology, Health Care Management, Mass Communications, Visual Arts, Biology, Chemistry and Environmental Science) was heavily involved.  Most of these faculty were involved in assessing multiple students and multiple deliverables (presentations, written project reports and portfolios).  It is essential that this level of faculty involvement be maintained across disciplines, especially for all of those represented in student modules,  for the continued success of the IDS program.  It is a priority to incrasee the breadth and depth of this kind of collaboration as the program grows and matures. 
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