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July 1, 2007 - June 30, 2008
PROGRAM(S) ASSESSED  Environmental Sciences PhD
ASSESSMENT COORDINATOR  Don Cipollini, Interim Director
YEAR 1 of a 3 YEAR CYCLE

***  Program began in 2002 (first year of student admissions). 2007-2008 represents year 6 of the program with our first two student graduations.

1.  ASSESSMENT MEASURES EMPLOYED
Briefly describe the assessment measures employed during the year.

· What was done? 

A.  Student progress was assessed in areas of major advisor/thesis committee assignment; passage of preliminary exam and thesis proposal development; progress toward graduation, and participation by students in external presentations and peer-reviewed publications.  
B.  Program satisfaction was assessed through an exit questionnaire for graduating students.  This questionnaire is a simple modification of one from the BMS program and is attached.
C.  A proposed program name change was discussed.

· Who participated in the process? 
Interdisciplinary Review Committee (IRPC), Admissions committee, Program faculty and students, Program support personnel.

· What challenges (if any) were encountered? 
Getting timely input and information from certain faculty/students, along with some miscommunications about major issues.
2.  ASSESSMENT FINDINGS

List the objectives and outcomes assessed during the year, and briefly describe the findings for each.
A.   Student Progress:  Two graduations occurred in Winter and Spring 2008.  Each was in their sixth year of the program.  Two part-time sixth year students passed their preliminary exam.  Two students from the sixth year class and one from the fifth year class are preparing to defend their dissertation defenses.  One student in the fifth year class passed his preliminary exam.  Three of the 4 students from the fourth year class are making good progress in the program with one finishing up part-time, after taking a full-time job.  All 3 students in the third year class have passed their preliminary exams and one student had her dissertation proposal accepted.  All first and second year students in the program have chosen advisors and have begun plans for their preliminary exams. 

ES PhD students were co-presenters on approximately 21 poster or oral presentations at meetings, and co-authors on approximately 15 peer-reviewed papers.  We had one student win an EPA GRO award during this reporting period (the 3rd in 5 years)  
B.   Student Satisfaction:  Responses to our exit questionnaire revealed high program satisfaction among our first two graduates.  The average overall score from our two graduates was 3.41 out of 4 (with 4 being a score of “strongly agree”) on a series of 28 statements about the quality of their experience here at WSU.  Both graduates responded “Strongly Agree” with the following three key questions:  1. Overall, the quality of the ES Program was high. 2. Overall, I was generally satisfied with the ES Program.  3. I would recommend the ES Program to others.
C.  Program name:  A proposal originating from the ecologically-oriented faculty in the program to change the name to “Ecology and Environmental Sciences” was discussed by the faculty and the IDRC.  This proposal engendered heated debate and the conclusion was that the name appeared to favor one segment of the program over others, and as such, it could negatively impact recruiting into areas not typically associated with ecology.  It was clear that a generic name such as “Environmental Sciences” is likely the only sort of name for this program that will receive broad support.  The proposal was taken off the table.
3.  PROGRAM IMPROVEMENTS

List planned or actual changes (if any) to curriculum, teaching methods, facilities, or services that are in response to the assessment findings.

A.  Student participation in external presentations and publications was good.  However, student progress in the program will continue to be emphasized, which is a joint venture between faculty advisors and students.  We have had good success at getting students through the preliminary exam stage, but there have been continuing delays in receiving accepted thesis proposals by a few students in the program.  We had our first graduates during this assessment year, with four to five expected in the next year.  These graduations will serve as important precedents for students to follow. 
B.   The primary low points indicated in our exit questionnaire were associated with the number of required courses and the way that they were taught.  One student commented that the new curriculum that we instituted after she began helped to rectify some of these problems.  The upcoming conversion to semesters will provide an opportunity for us to revisit and streamline our curriculum.  
C.  The program name change discussion revealed where major gaps still exist between the natural and physical scientists in the program.  Through a number of initiatives, such as the development of a Center of Excellence proposal, we hope to encourage better communication and collaboration among these groups.
4.  ASSESSMENT PLAN COMPLIANCE



Explain deviations from the plan (if any).

None

5.  NEW ASSESSMENT DEVELOPMENTS
Describe developments (if any) regarding assessment measures, 
communication, faculty or staff involvement, benchmarking, or other 
assessment variables.
A. Our first graduates establish an important benchmark.  We intend to build a database of these responses.
