[bookmark: _GoBack]Assessment Report Evaluation Form 2021

Department / Program:  Physics B.S.

Assessment Coordinator:  Douglas Singleton

College:  Science and Math

Scores:

Alignment of Soap – 3

Evidence and Discovery –  2

Consideration of and use of results –  2.5 Little discussion of good and bad areas of performance.

Consistent Assessment –  3 Are there other things that can be done?

Comments: 

This is a solid report. Alignment seems good but it would be helpful to list the student learning outcomes as opposed to just referring to them by number. More details on the MFT and some sample questions would also be helpful. Note that using the median as the benchmark is potentially problematic because it is not clear that a department can expect all of its students to score above average. The department might want to consider some alternatives to this approach. The Physics MFT has two subsections: Introductory and Advanced. It would be interesting and possibly useful to look more closely at how students are doing on these two subsections, or otherwise to see if there are specific areas in which the students who are not proficient are especially lacking. It could also be useful, with such small samples, to start aggregating results across years. Going forward, the MFT results should probably be supplemented with results from other approaches. Senior surveys and alumni surveys are easy to implement online and often quite useful. 

	
	1 Insufficient 
	2  Emerging 
	3  Developed 
	4  Highly Developed 

	Alignment of SOAP Outcomes, measures, and rubrics (if a rubric was used) 
	Outcomes are unclear or cannot be measured. The outcomes, measures (assignments) and rubrics (if used) are not aligned. 
	At least some of the outcomes are clearly stated and can be measured. The outcomes, measures, and rubrics are related to some extent but need improvement.
	The outcomes are all clearly stated and can be measured using indirect and direct evidence. The outcomes, measures, and rubric are aligned to a considerable extent. 
	All outcomes are clear and detailed and can be measured in multiple ways. The outcomes, measures, and rubric all focus on exactly the same skills or aspects of learning and are thus aligned and all are stated using terms that are clear 

	Evidence and discovery from Data 
	The measure/assignment and results are not clearly described. A very small and insufficiently diverse sample of student work was used. The results are just listed in a simplistic way and are not analyzed and/or the number of students who met the benchmark is not clearly stated. 
	The assignment and results are clearly described. The sample includes a minimum of ten examples of student work and the sample is somewhat diverse. The results are described but not in enough detail. 
	The assignment and results are described in some detail. The sample includes between ten and fifteen examples of student work and is sufficiently diverse. The results are analyzed and specific examples are given. 
	The assignment and results are described in depth. At least fifteen samples of student work are reviewed and the sample is diverse. The results are described in detail with both patterns and anomalies, in addition to the number of students who met the benchmark. 

	Consideration of results and recommendations 
	Department just states changes are not needed or the statement about changes is not at all clear.
	The decision on whether or not changes are necessary is not clear or is not explained but just stated. Proposed changes are identified but they do not seem linked to the assessment results.
	The decision on whether or not to make any changes is clearly explained and directly linked to assessment results. Any recommended changes are designed to directly address the issues identified by the  assessment results. 
	The decision on whether or not to make any changes is explained in detail. Any recommended changes are designed to directly address issues identified by the assessment results and the desired improvement in student success is also discussed.

	Consistent assessment & closing the loop
	Department has not consistently submitted reports and has not followed through on changes proposed in previous year’s reports. 
	Department has either not consistently submitted an assessment report or has not implemented changes indicated in previous year’s reports.
	 Department has consistently submitted annual assessment reports. Department has followed through on any recommendations or changes suggested in the previous year’s report. 
	Department has consistently submitted assessment reports that are deemed proficient or advanced. Department discussed in detail how they have implemented any changes in response to the previous year’s assessment results. 


Assessment Report Rubric 2019


