ProgramLevelAssessment: Annual Report

Program: Doctorate in Nursing Department: Nursing
Degreeor CertificateLevel:PhD College/SchoolTrudy Busch Valentine School of Nursing
Date (Month/Year):5/2022 Primary Assessment Contact:

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

In what year was the program’s assessment plan most recently revieyddted?

1. StudentLearning Outcomes
Whichof the program’s student learning outcomes were asse$sédlis annual assessment cygle

#2 Critique and synthesize nursing and interdisciplinary knowledge in a substantive area of inquiry.

2. Assessment Methods: Student Artifacts
Which student artifacts were used to determine if students achieved this outcome? Please identify the course(s) in
whichthese artifacts were collectedlarify if any such courses were offered a) onlnet the Madrid campyor
c) at any other oftampus location.
Direct
a. Integrative Review In NURS 6801, studemtsite an integrative review, in a publishable formagsdribing their
search, critical examination, and synthesis of the health sciences literature in a selected area of research related
to their dissertation and the course topi&()% of studenst will achiea least 80% on the rubric (attached).
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X My doctoral education provided knowledge that informs nursing science and its application in my area of ir

x | believe my doctoral education provided me ways to generate new ideas based on critical evaluation of existing knov
(Examples: course work, assignments, MNRS, research conferences)

terest.

vledge.

For the end of program surve$00% of students agreed or strongly agreed that they were able to critique and
integrate knowledge, and developed their knowledge in an area of interest.

5. Findingsinterpretations & Conclusions

What have you learned from these results? What does the data tell you?

Overall, wedentified that students are meetinthe learning outcomes we assessed for this year's refsidents

are getting into the literature; learning to evaluate the literature critically, and are developing expertise in an ar
that leads to their dissertation study. Students write review papers in their classes, and several students have
published those papers, which supports the strength of the content.




Wedid seea trend of more “average” ratings among faculty who wererisig dissertation defenses. This may be
due to time; as we continue to use the scoringpric, faculty may be getting more disrning in their ratings, and
critical as they are more familiar with using the tool.

6. Closing the LoopDissemination and Use @furrentAssessment Findings
A. When and how digrour program faculty share and discuss these resuitifindingsfrom this cycle of
assessmern
The faculty reviewed the report. We will be discussing the dissertation rubric at a faculty meeting in the
review appropriate expectations of students based on their dissertation presentation

B. Howspecificallyhave you decided to usenfilingsto improve teaching and learning in your prografot
example, perhaps you've initiated one or more of the following

Changes to the x Course content x Coursesequence
Curriculumor x Teaching techniques xNew courses
Pedagogies x Improvements in technology x Deletion of courses
x Prerequisites x Changes in frequency or scheduling of course offerings
Changes to the x Student learning outcomes x Evaluation tools (e.g., rubrics)
Assessment Plan  x Student artifacts collected x Datacollection methods
x Evaluation process x Frequency of data collection

Pleasalescribethe actions you are takings a result of the findings.
The assessments in this report include evaluation of students ieettgir program, at the end, and pest
graduation. At this time we are not making further changes

If no changes are beingade, please explain why.
Students are successfully attaining our learning outcomes per the goals we have set; hoveegewantto
make improvementsTo this end, w are planning a curriculum reviewer the next year The American
Association of Colleges of Nursing has released a new report with recommendations for nursing research
doctoral programgApril, 2022). We will be reviewing these recommendations along with all our assessment
data and additional datan specific courses as data to inform this review.

7. Closing the Loop: Review of PrevioAssessment Findings and Changes
A. What is at leasbne change youprogramhas implemented in recent years as a result of assessment data?
We implemented a new preliminary examination this past year. We moved this qualifying exam to the er
the 29 year rather than at the end of course work in order to provide remediation for students who were not
attaining our learning outcomeslo date 8 students have completed the new process; 1 failed but was able to
pass a ?test. This opportunity for remediation should improve students’ later performanaé are still
anticipating review of he statistical course changes 2 years ae changes are measured ldegm.

B. How has this chandleave these changeseen assessed?
Will be assessing if there are improved outcomes overall for studeeistime.

C. What were t



D. How do you plan to (continue to) use this informatimoving forward?
We will continue to monitor outcomes the next 3 years as students will have the newer statistics core in t
course work, as well as the new preliminary exam process that should impralens outcomes regarding
their dissertation.

IMPORTANT: Please sub
Sumit any assessment tools and/or revised/updated assessment plans along with this report.

6801 IntegrativeReview Paper Grading Rubric

Content Criteria Points
Introduction, X ldentifies an appropriate topig
problem x Presents the significance of t 5
formulation, issue
purpose (1-11/2 x Background supports the negd
pages) for the review
X Presents purpose of theview|
Methods X Appropriate search strategy
includes search, described 10
inclusion/ X Includes rationale for
exclusion decisions
criteria, analysis x Describes the analysis
methods method
x Flow diagram describes
search
Findings - X Includes a summary of the
present the studies to set the context for 25
findings from the findings
reviewed studies. X The findings include an
organized synthesis of the
literature by identified
themes/topics 5
X Answers the question/Vhat (table)
do we know about this area qf
research?
X Literature table provides
supporting information on
studies
Discussion Part X Includesyourcritique and
1- critique the conclusions about the findings
findings from the of the studies in your review
studies in your X The contentsshould flow
review logically fromwhat was

described in



Discussion Part 2

X Includesyourconclusions

Identify gapsin about the state of the science 20
the literature in this area
and make X Addresses what is missing or
recommendation what are next steps to further
S the science
X Includes implications for futu
research, practice, and policy
X Includes the limitations of
your review.
X Answers the questian What
are the gaps in current
research? Where do we go
next?
6. Writing style Organization, style, and clarity of 10
and organization writing, tables, and figures
7. Use of APA, Appropriate references and use of 10
references APA format — good use of
paraphrasing, citations in text, and
reference list
Total 100

6804 State of the Science Paper

I P oints

Introduction (Section I)




x This section might include tabldgjures and should be referenced
X Anything counter to what was expected? Are researchers in general agreement?

Recommendations and Summary (Section V) 25

x Author takes a position recommending a specific approach or areas identified for fufure

research

x Position is based on a critical evaluation of what is known (i.e., what is the state of the

science)

x Discuss recommendations related to the original challenge, dilemma, or controversy in
clinical practice

x  Would your recommendations for future imeentions, treatment, or education be

innovative?
Emphasis on specific aspect that was not addressed thoroughly in the literature?

References
X




10) Leadership: future plans
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