Assessment of Communications Skills:

Communication: Students will be able to present scientific work both verbally and in
writing according to established disciplinary practice.

The assessment of these outcomes is done in several different ways. Here we are
focusing on two. First we evaluate the writing and content of lab abstracts in our general
physics labs as measured by a rubric given below:
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Our benchmark of performance is that by the end of the semester 60% of our students
reach the “accomplished” level and 90% “satisfactory”. The most recent evaluation was
done in 2010 with the results listed below:
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We met our goals of 90% satisfactory but not the 60% accomplished goal. One note, this
was done in the first semester lab. Going forward we will do the analysis in the second
semester lab as our majors do both and would presumably continue to improve.

A second skills measurement is done by analyzing the papers students write for our
senior seminar. Again there is a rubric for this listed below:
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The benchmarks we have set are : 60% reach the top rating, 80% reach the second rating

on the paper.

We last assessed this in spring 2011 looking at three years worth of papers. The results

are as follows:
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Overall we met the benchmarks but just barely.



