Interdivisional Trends 2006-07 to 2017-18

The table below describes the trend of interdivisional programs at Evergreen from 2006-07 to 2017-18. The analysis presents programs in
terms of how many divisions of liberal arts (Art, Natural/Physical Sciences, Humanities, Social Science and/or Math/QSR) they incorporate

Extensively (a primary area of study, credits awarded, substantial ongoing emphasis) or Moderately (regular area of study, multiple program

activities, credits may have been awarded).

Evergreen defines a broadly interdisciplinary program as one with moderate or extensive inclusion of 3 or more divisons.
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* These programs did not incorporate any of the five divisions extensively or moderately.

Source: End-of-Program Review




Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2017-18
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2016-17
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2015-16
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2014-15
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1 3 Ey 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
0 0 3
3 9 LD 11.1% 66.7% 22.2%
1 6 2
23 39 AL 21.9% 37.5% 40.6%
7 12 13
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12 24 11
15 20 UD 30.0% 40.0% 30.0%
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2013-14
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5 6 Fy 16.7% 16.7% 66.7%
1 1 4
6 1 D 0.0% 45.5% 54.5%
0 5 6
18 43 AL 16.3% 41.9% 41.9%
7 18 18
24 39 SOSR 17.9% 46.2% 35.9%
7 18 14
13 29 UD 34.5% 44.8% 20.7%
10 13 6
Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2012-13
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5 5 Ey 0.0% 60.0% 40.0%
0 3 2
3 1 LD 9.1% 54.5% 36.4%
1 6 4
18 53 AL 17.2% 43.1% 39.7%
10 25 23
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13 22 UD 20.8% 45.8% 33.3%
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2011-12
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Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2010-11
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0 2 0
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2 4 0
24 55 AL 25.5% 40.0% 34.5%
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4 4 7
Annual interdivisionality by program type: 2009-10
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4 16 10
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