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Department: Biochemistry BS
	
	INITIAL
	EMERGING
	DEVELOPED

	
	Summary of results (number of pieces, type of data used, how assessed)
	Results not included; vague or not enough info provided
	Summary included with few pieces missing or unidentified
	Summary included with all details clearly identified

	
	Student performance and 
strengths/weaknesses identified
	Little to no reference to performance; strengths or weaknesses not identified
	Either performance or strength/weakness is missing or vague
	Performance and strength/weakness identified and clearly explained

	
	Assessment results communicated to faculty
	No communication planned/evident
	Some communication planned/evident
	Results communicated to faculty

	
	Use of assessment information toward programmatic changes
	No connection to program changes planned or under discussion
	Some connection to program changes planned or under discussion
	Program changes clearly connected and in process



OVERALL EVALUATION: 		 INITIAL		            EMERGING	          DEVELOPED	   
Comments:  There is no indication of what constitutes a satisfactory or higher rating for the PSLO with regards to student performance.  It is unclear how the data, obtained via a national test, was used to evaluate achievement with respect to the PSLO.  Were all questions from the exam used?  Was a select set of questions relevant to the PSLO selected?  The scores documented provide a measure of how chemistry students at CSUSM performed in comparison to students nationally with regards to the material presented in CHEM 150.  Faculty may want to consider using other forms of data to obtain a more robust assessment of student performance with respect to the PSLO. 

The data provided do not indicate if students are meeting expectations with regards to the PSLO assessed.  Faculty are encouraged to think about using upper division courses that students complete immediately prior to graduation to assess how well students meet the PSLO as they complete the program of study.  If the faculty wish to know how students perform with respect to a given PSLO as they progress through the program then they may want to combine data obtained from lower division classes such as CHEM 150 with additional upper division courses that reinforce the PSLO.  

There is no discussion regarding student strengths and weaknesses with respect to the PSLO. 

It may be inappropriate to comment on using assessment data to compare instructor performance.  Although such observations may be of use for discussion within the department, comparison of instructor performance is not the goal of the PSLO assessment process.  Instructor performance should only be evaluated in consultation with the office of Faculty Affairs and the CBA. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The chemistry and biochemistry programs have 8 common PSLOs and as such significant similarity is expected in the assessment reports from these two programs.  The faculty is encouraged to investigate if it would be possible to provide data that would help differentiate chemistry and biochemistry student performance with respect to PSLOs, by perhaps including upper division courses that are unique to each course of study.

