Program-Level Assessment: Annual Report

Program: Doctorate in Nursing Department: Nursing
Degree or Certificate Level: PhD College/School: Trudy Busch Valentine School of Nursing
Date (Month/Year): 5/2023 Primary Assessment Contact: Helen Lach

In what year was the data upon which this report is based collected? 2020-2023

In what year was the program’s assessment plan most recently reviewed/updated? 2022

1. Student Learning Outcomes
b. F

inal Integrity Issues paper. In NURS 6812, 80% of students will achieve at least 80% (based on a grading rubric) by
identifying 4 relevant issues in scientific integrity, relating the problem to an ethical principle, and describing an approach to
managing each issue that they may encounter (rubric attached).
c. Final statistics project: In NURS 6806, 80% of students will complete a databased project to achieve 44 out of 55 possible

t their dissertation defense, 80% of students will demonstrate above average [score >
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The assignment rubrics were used for the 3 course assignments. The Faculty Review of Dissertations is completed by
faculty attending dissertation defenses. The Survey was administered to graduates. The forms are attached to this
report.

« The rubrics for the specific assignments were used to evaluate course assignments by the faculty members and
the grades collected for this report (years since the last assessment of this learning outcomes.

The dissertation data was collected from faculty who attended the dissertation defenses, and who completed an
assessment after attending the defense.

The end-of-program survey was conducted in the spring
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passing the new exam in the past 2 years. All students passed the examination, one student had to complete the
exam a second time to pass and was successful the second time.
Number of students 2021-2022 Number Passed (first time) %
12 11 92%

Dissertation Defense Rating
We had 18 students graduate in the past 3 years; we obtained 78 review forms from faculty who rated the student at
their dissertation defense. The following items pertain to this learning outcome. “The student demonstrated
beginning skills in....” items #1 through #4 of the of Faculty Review of Dissertation form: that the dissertation work
was rigorously conducted, ethically sound, culturally sensitive, and innovative.
e Rigorously conducted 4.3-5

e Ethically sound 4.6/5
e Culturally sensitive 4.8/5
e Innovative 3.8/5

The goal was met with the majority of ratings above average. We saw somewhat of a decline in innovation scores
related to the dissertation. This may be due to COVID where many students did a secondary analysis study because
collecting primary data was not possible or so difficulty. These studies were rated as less innovative than other studies
that included primary data collection.

Indirect
Student Survey

From the end of the program survey: 90% of graduates score agree or strongly agree (4 or 5) on the following items:
e Asaresult of my PhD education, | have beginning skills to prepare research grants/proposals.
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100% of survey respondents agreed or strongly agreed that they have beginning skills to prepare research proposals.

e Asaresult of my PhD nursing education, | have beginning skills to conduct culturally competent research.
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Changes to the  Student learning outcomes  Evaluation tools (e.g., rubrics)
Assessment Plan « Student artifacts collected « Data collection methods
 Evaluation process « Frequency of data collection

Please describe the actions you are taking as a result of the findings.
The assessments in this report include evaluation of students early in their program, at the end, and post-
graduation. Students are successfully attaining our learning outcomes per the goals we have set; however, we
do want to make improvements. To this end, we started a curriculum review this year that we will complete
over the next year. We will look at the assessment reports over the past 4 years as part of this review. The
American Association of Colleges of Nursing released a report in 2022 with recommendations for nursing
research doctoral programs (April, 2022). The faculty reviewed this content, and we have recommended one
change already. There is a call to reduce the time to a degree and move students through more quickly. We
have already eliminated one semester already
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how the proposed research project will improve scientific knowledge, technical capability, and/or clinical practice in one

or more broad fields.

Describe how the concepts, methods, technologies, treatments, services, or preventative interventions that drive this
field will be changed if the proposed aims are achieved. Recommended Length: Approximately 2 pages.

Content: This section should cover:

April 2020

6



10.
11.

Procedures [very detailed with rationale as needed; include assignment technique and how data will be collected; include
hazardous situations and precautions planned]—2 points

Sample size calculations [description & rationale]—2 points

Data Analysis: Discuss in detail the way in which the results will be collected, analyzed, and interpreted; Data analysis
should be organized by specific aim [specify independent & dependent variables and covariates for each test]—2 points
Timetable: Projected the sequence or timetable (work plan) for completing the study [description & rationale]—2 points;
Alternate Strategies: Develop alternative strategies for potential problems. Potential problems, think about things that
might go wrong that you can do something about, have a backup plan, such as not being able to recruit enough participants.
Discuss potential difficulties and how these will be overcome or mitigated; Potential problems, think about things that might
go wrong that you can do something about, have a backup plan, such as not being able to recruit enough participants. Point
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Compliance Criteria
- Anevent to are not
submit the poster to addressed
is identified and
expectations
delineated by the
event are complied
with.
- Copy of the
event expectations
are turned in. -
Constructive feedback
is given on each
classmate’s final
poster.

Few elements
of this criteria
are met.

Three or more
weaknesses are
present and/or

3 or more
elements are
missing

Generally
meets
expectation
shutl or2
weaknesses
are present

and/or
lor2
element
sare
missing

Overall
meets

expectation
S
with no
more
than one
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Analyses
Techniques
employed are those
covered in this
course.
Appropriate
inferential statistics
are provided (e.g.,
effect size).
Appropriate
descriptive statistics
are provided
Analyses are
complete
(e.g., thisisnot a
proposal). - Displays
thoughtful
application of course
material.

Analyses
are
missing

Errors in this
criteria, are
such that the
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existing body of
knowledge.

the extant
body of
knowledge.

1. Note, if professional standards are violated, this may warrant rejection of the poster for a grade (e.g., plagiarism).

Final Scientific Integrity Paper Rubric
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