General Student Satisfaction High

It was clear from student responses that there was a very high overall rate of general satisfaction, and indications of skill development, intellectual development, a heightened sense of self-confidence, and new motivation for learning because of these programs no matter what the theme, disciplines content or faculty teams.  

In data from over 600 Questionnaires students indicate: 

(See reports of data)  

When asked whether they were GLAD they enrolled 87% said they were glad versus 8% NOT GLAD and 5% UNSURE.

When asked directly if they thought this curriculum should be a degree requirement 80%  said yes and  9 % said no.

When looking at the 2930 individual response statements to questions asking for a comparison of this Coordinated Studies curriculum with traditional stand-alone courses  92% indicated they had a more positive experience in developing knowledge, skills, attitudes than in other courses. 

This over all satisfaction rate comes from a cohort of students,  44% of whom said they enrolled only because it was a graduation requirement.  Another 15% indicated they enrolled because it fit conveniently into their weekly schedules.  So nearly 60% were not enrolled because of the attractiveness of curriculum or pedagogical model but rather because it was necessary for graduation. 

We did not collect demographic data on these respondents, so we don't know what their entering profiles were. In future studies this will be examined.

Some of the common reasons given for not wanting to enroll included the idea that this curriculum didn't look like "normal" college classes or it looked like just another hoop to jump through for graduation, or because it had the reputation for being challenging, or larger blocks of classroom time didn't seem attractive.

What do the negative responses tell us

When looking closely at the 238 negative responses which totaled 8% of total responses to Question 5  (What were the arguments for or against keeping Coordinated Studies as a degree requirement?)  we find that many of the responses did not directly relate to the fundament design of the curriculum. 

For instance 54 responses (22%) related to administrative concerns such as not enough offerings each quarter, or seeing this as a barrier to completing an AA degree, "because the [local] university doesn't require this."  Another 19 responses (8%) indicated a dislike for how they were graded or other individual teacher-specific complaints;  

29 (12%) indicated a preference for stand-alone format or said they did didn't see how this format was unique;  18 had very specific concerns about a particular program like room size, or a  specific assignment or use of an online component; and another 33 (14%) were very  general negative comments like "nothing should be required," or "I just didn't like it."

So that leaves 85 out of 238 comments (36%) which focused attention on  curriculum design elements and their impact on student learning outcomes. 

Of these, 35  responses (out of 238 ) thought that there was not enough depth in the specific discipline content for the credits earned.  

Another 16  thought that having multiple faculty or that aspects of the interdisciplinary format led to confusion because they didn't know when they were learning history versus literature or how to perform for the expectations of teachers from different fields.

Also, 34 of these 238 statements spoke to the idea that the expectations were too high or too much work was assigned for the number of credits.

Balancing these negative perceptions, however, were 44 statements indicating that the challenging workload was a positive characteristic and that because of the format they were able to develop the skills necessary to achieve a higher level of intellectual and academic development

The amount of time required for the assignments prepared me for the kind of pace that the university has.

Since we had a lot of work, I learned to manage my time.

I worked hard during this class, but I also got more out of it.

Also 74 comments supported the idea that multiple teachers provided a contrast of perspectives that produced more complex insights into the material.

The exposure to three different instructors and the blending of their teaching skills has enriched my experience in this class, as each added his/her own style and perspective.

When looking at the concerns raised, especially those criticizing the format and discipline content, it is clear that many had expected outcomes associated with a traditional, stand-alone, discipline-based curriculum.  For instance, they expected to learn "history" or "literature" in neat, clearly defined lessons, rather than exploring a problem or an issue from different discipline perspectives.  

Some of these expectations are institutionally re-enforced because these Coordinated Studies courses are listed in the schedule as a combination of discreet discipline courses such as Lit 100 Introduction to Literature, Biology 100, etc.  This sometimes disguises the primary learning objective of namely, "Discovering the interdisciplinary nature of knowledge.”
This lack of clarity concerning the major learning objective comes through clearly with student statements like:
"Compared to stand-alone class, I have learned a lot about working with others and how the material fits in with other things.  But I did not learn as much on each topic as I would have in a stand-alone class".

Or sometimes students don't immediately realize what learning outcomes they are actually accomplishing:

"I feel like I could have learned more in some regular classes.  For example, I got Eng 101 credits in this C.S. class, but I don’t feel like I learned a lot of English.  However, I enjoyed this class much more than most regular classes.  It helped me to develop study skills, speech/seminar skills, and a better appreciation for interdisciplinary work.  I loved how the 3 teachers interacted with each other.  Overall, I really loved Coordinated Studies!  Also, although English was not a strong element in this class, we did do a lot of reading and understanding of the texts.  Also, we learned how to write a good essays. (Perhaps we did cover a lot of English after all!) (Sorry, this is confusing.  I am an English lover, so I guess “enough is never enough”!)  Coordinated Studies is a wonderful and valuable program.  I wish it was used in every school, all over the country.  I have never learned so much in a class, nor enjoyed myself so completely.  KEEP COORDINATED STUDIES!!
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