Director Summary of Summer 2008 IDC Data
11-17-2008

(Evaluations of collected data—quantitative summaries and qualitative comments—provided by Graham Ellis and Valerie Timmons-Ellis)

IDC 200

· Students met goals

· Comments from evaluators indicated that 

· writing rubric seemed to cover the ground of both writing AND research

· we need to attach the assignment to the papers turned in

IDC 301

· Students did not meet goals

· Traits that were particularly weak included 

· Critical analysis

· Thesis statement

· Research

· Diction

· Comments from evaluators indicated

· These were more likely reflection papers and not research papers (need assignment attached to papers turned in)

· Topics did not seem to be trans-cultural

· Students did not seem to understand how to write research paper

IDC 401

· Students did not meet goals in writing/research

· Traits that were particularly weak included

· Critical analysis

· Thesis statement

· Advances argument

· Sources (and the ability to critically analyze them)

· Mastery of style

· Comments from evaluators indicated

· Assignments did not seem to match the expectations in the rubrics

· Thesis statements were absent

· Students met some of the goals relative to presentation/seminar skills

· Where students were weak included:

· Strong eye contact

· Lack of distracting habits
Conclusions

· Data discussed at 8-22-08 chairs meeting

· Data will be discussed in aggregate form at Spring 2009 orientation
· Data will be discussed at May 2009 workshop alongside fall 2008 data

· Data-driven Decisions (decided upon at chairs meeting, 11-7-08)

· Have a spring 2009 orientation for faculty relative to 

· best practices for implementing new assessment

· deadlines and expectations for assessment turn in 

· Pilot one writing/research rubric for all levels of IDC

· Pilot one participation rubric for IDC 101 and 401
