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	2021-2022 Assessment Report

	
Assessment Reporting Form: This report is to show that academic assessment is occurring and that the results are being used to make changes to improve student learning. The assessment being reported could be for Program Learning Outcomes (PLOs), Measurable Student Level Outcome (MSLOs), and/or Course Common Student Learning Outcomes (CSLOs). Each program should be assessing and gathering data for at least two PLOs OR two MSLOs that contain CSLOs each year.  
On the Baseline Assessment Reporting Form, please record the baseline for the percentage of students who are proficient in the student learning outcome(s) assessed and identify improvements that will be made to increase that percentage.  Later, you’ll complete a follow-up assessment (recorded on a Follow-Up Assessment Reporting Form) to ascertain whether the adopted improvements resulted in an increased percentage of students proficient in the assessed learning outcome(s).  


	Course or Program Assessment Details Due Oct. 21, 2021

	1. Program name or course name and number: 
PHT 101 

	2. Division in which the program or course is located:
Health Careers

	3. Date form completed: 10/21/2021


	4. Name of person completing report: Jeremy Gwizdalski


	5. Semester and year in which the assessment was conducted: Fall 2021


	6. Number of student participants: 12


	7. Number of faculty/staff participants:1


	8. What PLOs and/or MSLOs and CSLOs did you assess for this baseline assessment? (For clarity, please label each measure listed as a PLO, MSLO, or CSLO.) 
MSLO 1. (Comprehension Level) Describe the duties, roles, and responsibilities of the pharmacy technician including medications, and outline non-medication pharmacy related activities. (CSLO 1,2,4)
MSLO 3. (Application Level) Calculate accurate drug dosages and measurements to fill patient prescriptions. (CSLO 2,4)
MSLO 6. (Analysis Level) Recognize and examine the theory of procurement, manipulation, calculation, and preparation of drugs for dispensing. (CSLO 2,4)


	9. Describe the assessment method used and the criteria for successful achievement of student learning outcomes. (e.g., rubrics, licensing exam, internship, portfolio, exam, quiz, research paper, performance exam, EAC, etc.)
I will use a multiple-choice test. The test will have one question that had 3 parts to it. Students need to get at least 2 parts of the question correct to be considered proficient.  




	Program Results & Evaluation Due December 11, 2021

	10. What percentage of the participating students were proficient in the PLOs, MSLOs or CSLOs?  What percentage of correct answers was determined as proficient? (For example, a student has to answer 70% of the questions correctly to be considered proficient.) 

10/12 students or 83% of students got at least 2 parts correct and therefore are proficient. 

Here is the breakdown for each part of the test: 
Part I - 80% of students were proficient
Part II - 100% of students were proficient
Part III - 100% of students were proficient




	11. What changes/improvements were made or will be made in response to the outcomes of the assessment process?
Pharmacology was the area where the students scored low on the assessment. Due to this, I am planning to add another 3-credit online course to the program to provide extra knowledge on pharmacology. So instead of the program being 30-31 credits, it will now be 33 – 34 credits. The class will be included in the program in the fall of 2023. In the meantime, I am adding more pharmacology instruction and practice quizzes to increase the student’s knowledge of it. 






	Feel free to attach your PLOs OR MSLOs and CSLOs and indicate which were assessed




	2021-2022 Assessment Report

	Category
	1 - Developing
	2 – Satisfactory
	3 - Exemplary
	Score
	Feedback

	Outcomes Identified
	Outcomes to be assessed were not clear
	Outcomes to be assessed were identified but were not aligned to CSLOs
	PLOs or MSLOs to be assessed were identified and aligned with CSLOs
	
	

	Scope of Assessment
	The assessment was given by only one faculty member and/or to one class
	The assessment was given by a few faculty members to several classes, but it was not district-wide
	The assessment was given district-wide by all faculty teaching the course.
	
	

	Quality of Assessment
	The assessment did not have articulated criteria for assessment of knowledge, skills, and attitudes (e.g., rubrics, exemplary work).
	The assessment somewhat articulated criteria for assessment of knowledge, skills, and attitudes (e.g., rubrics, exemplary work).
	The assessment clearly articulated criteria for assessment of knowledge, skills, and attitudes (e.g., rubrics, exemplary work).
	
	

	Interpreting Results
	Data of assessment results was not provided.
	Data of assessment results was provided and there was evidence that the results were somewhat analyzed
	Data of assessment results was provided and there was evidence that the results were analyzed in depth
	
	

	Reflection and Future Action
	Reflection of the results of the assessment was not apparent and/or improvements based on them were not identified.
	Reflection of the results of the assessment was somewhat clear and one change and/or improvements based on them was identified.
	Reflection of the results of the assessment was clear and several changes and/or improvements based on them were identified.
	
	

	Additional Comments: 
It was noted that more pharmacology instruction and practice quizzes would be added. An example of pharmacology instruction that will be added could have been identified. More explanation of the test questions could have been given such as: Part I assesses MSLO 6, and CSLOs 2, 4, Part II covers...., Part III covers... 
Also, it was stated “I will use a multiple-choice test. The test will have one question that had 3 parts to it.” Does this mean that Each Part has 3 multiple choice questions? (How many total multiple-choice questions are done for each part?)
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	Course or Program Assessment Details Due May 30th, 2022

	1. Program name or course name and number: 


	2. Division in which the program or course is located:


	3. Date form completed:


	4. Name of person completing report:


	5. Semester and year in which the assessment was conducted:


	6. Number of student participants:


	7. Number of faculty/staff participants:


	8. What PLOs and/or MSLOs and CSLOs did you assess for this baseline assessment? (For clarity, please label each measure listed as a PLO, MSLO, or CSLO.)




	9. Describe the assessment method used and the criteria for successful achievement of student learning outcomes. (e.g., rubrics, licensing exam, internship, portfolio, exam, quiz, research paper, performance exam, EAC, etc.)





	10. What percentage of the participating students were proficient in the PLOs, MSLOs or CSLOs?  What percentage of correct answers was determined as proficient? (For example, a student has to answer 70% of the questions correctly to be considered proficient.)




	11. What changes/improvements were made or will be made in response to the outcomes of the assessment process?






	Additional Comments or feedback on the Assessment Process (Optional):
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