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Biology 
 
 The AAR 2017-2018 presents data obtained during the 2016-2017 academic year in accordance 
with YAP 2015-2016. In the 2015-2016 YAP, we proposed that our students’ scientific literacy 
(regarded as the ability to read, analyze, and write scientific communications) can be improved 
with an intentional effort on instruction in these areas. Our own graduating seniors have 
acknowledged that a curriculum that further emphasizes scientific literacy would be beneficial.  
This YAP/AAR represents our continuing efforts to address this aspect of our curriculum by 
analyzing the proficiency of scientific literacy for our students at all levels of educational 



9th, all faculty members of the Economics Department read and evaluated the 14 research 
papers written by our senior majors for Econ 401. This report summarizes and analyzes the 
findings from this assessment activity and presents our response to these findings. 
 
 
Educational Studies 
 
Based on assessment data collected from internal and external measures, we found that 
Educational Studies student teachers did learn to interpret, use, and respond to K-12 student 
assessment data. Student teachers were particularly strong in learning goal 3 or offering 
feedback to their students based off of their performance on an assessment. Although student 
teachers performed well, we still think this is an area we can strengthen in our curriculum. How 
we may strengthen this knowledge base and skill set is a topic of ongoing conversations for our 
department. 
 
 
Hispanic Studies 
 
In 2016-2017 academic year the Hispanic Studies Department assessed the cultural knowledge 
of students in our three culture classes using a department-wide direct measure. Preliminary 
results show that our students are meeting our goals. Hispanic Studies is considering the 
creation of assessable learning goals for the obligatory study abroad requirement and also 
creating a signature work project. 
 
 
Nursing 
Two direct measures of student learning used within the School of Nursing are the NCLEX-RN 
first time pass rates and critical thinking as measured by changes in the pre and post CCTDI 
scores from first year to graduation. Additional indirect measurement of critical thinking is 
obtained through survey data.  
Although the School of Nursing has an established history of exceeding state and national pass 
score averages, in 2016 the IWU pass rates simply met the standards (as they did in 2011 and 
2012), which represented a significant drop in performance. Because we previously 
implemented a NCLEX-RN preparatory program for seniors, attention turned to how reliable 
and valid multiple choice exam questions used in courses were across the nursing curriculum. In 
response, the School of Nursing Spring 2017 Retreat featured Dr. Lee Schmidt, a test writing 
expert from Loyola University, and was held January 12, 2017. Dr. Schmidt is an expert on using 
ParScore data by Scantron (as we use at IWU), so his insights into how to make data driven 
decisions for item analysis were valuable. The emphasis on improving test writing skills 
continued in the Fall 2017 retreat held on August 7, 2017 in which NCLEX-RN expert Cathi 
Kaesburg devoted the day to improving faculty’s ability to focus on analysis and application 
style questions to write NCLEX-RN style questions in individual nursing courses. Developing 
faculty competency in test writing should improve student preparation and learning for the 
direct measure of NCLEX-RN performance.  



The retreats were attended by all School of Nursing faculty and professional staff. The outcome 
of the retreats was aimed at developing and implementing reliable and valid multiple choice 



In terms of overall points of strength: we liked the diverse literatures that the students drew 





rubric composite number score was identified for each student. (Students were identified in the 
recorded data only by an “audition” number.) The individual composite scores were averaged 
into a class cohort common number. This allowed us (before averaging) to see if there were 
individuals or groups performing at rates ahead of or behind 


