Colorado State University — Pueblo

Program:

Chemistry

Completed by:___Chad Kinney

Undergraduate Program Assessment Report for AY 2011-2012

Due June 1, 2012

Date: June 4, 2012

Please complete this form for each undergraduate program (e.g., B.A., B.S.) in your department and return it to Erin Frew, erin.frew@colostate-

pueblo.edu as an email attachment before June 1, 2011. You’ll also find the form at the assessment website at http://www.colostate-

pueblo.edu/Assessment/Resources/Pages/default.aspx. Thank you.

I. Program student learning outcomes (SLOs) assessed in this cycle, processes, results, and recommendations.

A. Which of B. When C. What D. Who was E. What is the F. What were | G. What were the H. What
the program was this method was assessed? expected the results of department’s changes/improvements
SLOs were SLO last used for achievement the conclusions about | are planned based on this
assessed assessed? | assessing the level and how assessment? student assessment?
during this SLO? many students performance?
cycle? should be at it?
1: Data is Evaluation of | All students | The average All core Overall, student The department engaged
Demonstrate | collected the results of | taking core | student should courses had performance was in additional assessment
knowledge attheend | the American | chemistry be at or above average good and no major | of performance in
of chemical of every Chemical courses. the 50" demonstrated | changes seem to general chemistry. It was
concepts semester. Society percentile. knowledge at | be required. determined that
and Nationally or above the | Although the performance is well
theories. normed final 50" performance in correlated with Math and
exams in percentile organic chemistry | Overall ACT scores
each core except for was slightly below | (documentation
course. organic the 50" percentile, | attached). This has
chemistry this is an prompted the following
which came improvement from | action:

in at the 48"
percentil, and
general
chemistry

the previous year.
The lower than
expected
performance in

1. Review advising
protocol with 1* year
program. Stressed
importance to enforce
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which came
in at the 44™
percentile.

general chemistry
coupled with the
high DWF rate
requires additional
evaluation
(described in the
next column)

pre- and co-requisite
requirements.

2. Evaluate how the
recently revised math
placement scores
influence
performance.

3. Consider making
MATH121 a pre-
requisite rather than a
co-requisite.

2: Data is The Major Senior The average Unfortunately | Not appropriate at | The department will
Demonstrate | collected Field chemistry student should student this time. retroactively review the
Problem attheend | Achievement | majors be at or above performance 2011-2012 student
Solving Skills | of every Test (MFAT) the 50" expressed as performance as
semester. percentile. a percentile measured by the MFAT

or against a when national statistics

national are available.

average is not

possible,

because

students this

year took a

new MFAT

exam and

national

statistics are

not available

yet.
3: Evaluate, | Datais All faculty Senior All students All 5 students | Some of the The department will
write and collected evaluate the | chemistry should be at or met the student continue to put an
present attheend | senior majors above 70% on achievement | presentations increased emphasis on
chemical of every seminar the scoring level. continued to be preparing for the oral
topics from semester. using a rubric. shorter than the presentation through the
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the common faculty would have | use of practice seminars
literature. tool. liked, which was a | to ensure sufficient
point of emphasis | length to the
from last presentations. We will
assessment period, | continue to monitor this
however most issue moving forward.
students
demonstrated an
appropriate level
of learning.
Comments:

Upon completion of the Chemistry Department Program Review, the department discussed the issues/concerned raised during the review.

These issues were almost exclusively related to insufficient resources and some infrastructure related issues in specific areas. There were no

concerns raised that directly relate to student learning outcomes. However, some of the concerns raised in the review, if left unaddressed, may

negatively impact student learning in the chemical sciences in the near future.

B. Follow-up (closing the loop) on results and activities from previous assessment cycles. In this section, please describe actions taken during

this cycle that were based on, or implemented to address, the results of assessment from previous cycles.

A. What SLO(s)
did you
address?

B. When was this SLO
last assessed?

C. What were the

recommendations for change

from the previous

D. Were the

E. What were the results of the

recommendations for changes? If the changes were not
change acted upon? If not, effective, what are the next steps or

assessment? why? the new recommendations?
1 Previous Year Some of the ACS exams were | Where possible updated It is too early to assess this. Some of
out of date and need to be ACS exams were the exams were secured mid-year. The
updated. purchased. This includes department will continue to evaluate

Chemistry, and
Biochemistry.

Physical Chemistry, General | this.
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Comments:

Supplemental Information:

1. ACS Exam Results

2. ACT scores vs. CHEM121 DWF rate
3. CHEM 493 Evaluation Form 2011-2012 AY (submitted as a separate file)

American Chemical Society Standardized Final Examination Data Academic Year 2004- present

Percentile
ACS Final Semester Raw Score Average Average Percentile Difference
Std. CSU- Std.
(Exam name & year) Given U.S. Dev. N = P Dev. = | US. | CSU-P Raw Weighted
General Chemistry Exams
1st term (2000) DL Su 05 39.6 11 41.3 113 16 51 56 5 80
1st term (2000) LW Fall 04 39.6 11 44 14 58 51 65 14 812
1st term (1997)LW Fall 05 39 11 2000 39 12 63 51 48 -3 -189
1st term (1997)LW Fall 06 39 11 2000 42 11 38 51 57 6 228
1st term (2000)LW Fall 07 40 11 39 12 73 48 48 0 0
1st term (2005)LW Fall 08 40 12 4524 38 10 56 48 45 -3 -168
1st term (2000)RF F08 39.6 11 33.8 9.8 15 51 33 -18 -270
1st term (2000) DL Su 07 39.6 11 39.1 104 16 51 49 -2 -32
1st term (2000) DL Su 08 39.6 11 42.9 13.2 19 51 61 10 190
1st term (2000) DL Su 09 39.6 11 45.9 151 10 51 70 19 190
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1st term (2005) CK

1st term (2009) KP
1st term (2009) RF
1st term (2005) DL

1st term (2009) DD
1st term (2009) CC

1st term (2009) CC

Full year (1999) LW

Full year (1999) RS
Full year concept (2001) LW

Full year (1999) DD
Full year (1999) RS

Full year (1999) LW
Full year concept (2001) LW
Full year (1999) DD

Full year (2005)LW
Full year concept (2001) LW
Full year (2005)LW
Full year (2005)LW
Full year concept (2001) LW
Full year (2005)LW
Full year concept (2001) LW
Full year (2005) DL
Full year (2005) DL
Full year (2005) CK

Spring 2010
Spring 2010
F10

Su 10
Su 11
F11

Spl2

Spring 05

Fall 04
Spring 05

Su 05
Fall 05

Spring 06
Spring 06

Su 06
Sp 07
Sp 07
Su 07
Sp 08
Sp 08
Sp 09
Sp 09
Su 08
Fall 08
Su 09

40.3

37.1
37.1
40.3

37.1

37.1

37.1

40.1

40.1

33.1
40.1

40.1

40.1

33
40.1

35.5
31.2
35.5
35.5
31.2
35.5
31.2
35.5
35.5
35.5

12.26
11.4
11.4

12.26

11.39

11.39

11.39

10.03

10.03
11

10.03

10.03

10.03
10

10.03
115
9.99
11.5
11.5
9.99
11.5
9.99
115
115

11.51
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4524
3827
3827

4524

3827

3827

3827

955

955

955

955

955

955
1858

1858
1858

1858
1858

1858
1858

32.05
38.2
38.2

45.08

36.8

33.9

34.3

37.5

42
31.9

34.6

43.4

37
33

42.4
32.2
32.2
37.7
34
35
36
34
33
34.1
36.85

10.91
11.6
12.2

11.09

10.3

11.2

10.7

9.5

12.7
9.9

7.6

10.8

11
11

9.1
9.5
9.5
12.6
11
11
11
14
9.7
16.4
14.09

65
74
33

22

26

78

90

48

33
49

22

34

41
39

20
47
48
11
27
26
31
31
21
23
20

50
51
51

50

51

51

51

51

51
53

51

51

51
53

51
52
52
52
51
53
51
53
51
51
51

28
54
54

63

50

41.8

42.9

41

59
48.5

35

62

39
53

60
43
56
61
48
60
54
56
42
48
58

-22 -1430
3 222

3 99
13 286
-1 -26
-9.2 -717.6
-8.1 -729
-10 -480
8 264
-4.5 -220.5
-16 -352
11 374
-12 -492
0 0

9 180

-9 -423
4 192

9 99

-3 -81

7 182

3 93

3 93

-9 -189
-3 -69

7 140
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Full year (2005) DD Sul0 35.5 11.51 1858 35 9.8 33 51 51 0 0
Full year (2005) KP Fall 10 34.8 11.29 3201 34.07 10.9 41 53 51 2 -82
Full year (2005) DL Spring 11 355 11.5 1858 33.3 10.2 59 51 46 -5 -295
Full year (2005) KP Fall 10 355 11.51 1858 31.88 10.28 41 52 42 -10 -410
Total Students 1497 Average 0 0
Pre-General Chemistry
Toledo (1998) DL Su 05 31.5 7.2 31.8 7.2 18 51 51 0 0
Toledo (1998) DL Su 07 31.5 7.2 325 8.2 16 51 54 3 48
Toledo (1998) DL Su 08 315 7.2 35.2 9.4 21 51 70 19 399
Toledo (1998) DL Su 09 31.5 7.2 34.6 8.1 13 51 67 16 208
Toledo (1998) RF FO8 315 7.2 30.3 7.8 21 51 44 -7 -147
Toledo (1998) DL F09 315 7.2 30.6 6 63 51 47 -4 -252
Toledo (1998) RF F10 315 7.2 32 9.1 50 51 54 3 150
Toledo (1998) DL Sul0 315 7.2 32.7 6.4 28 51 58 7 196
Total Students 230 Average 5 0
Organic Chemistry
Organic 2002 DD F 04 43.3 11.83 34.2 7.7 18 48 23 -25 -450
43.2
Organic 2002 DD S 05 8 11.83 36.3 7.3 37 48 29 -19 -703
39.2
Organic 2004 DD FO5 2 12.16 3592 32 8.8 21 50 32 -18 -378
39.2
Organic 2004 DD S06 2 12.16 3592 33.1 7.1 41 50 34 -16 -656
39.2
Organic 2004 DD FO6 2 12.16 3592 35.9 10.8 29 50 41 -9 -261
39.2
Organic 2004 DD Spo7 2 12.16 3592 36.8 12.2 42 50 45 -5 -210
39.2
Organic 2004 DD FO7 2 12.16 3592 36.7 10.3 21 50 45 -5 -105
39.2
Organic 2004 DD Spo8 2 12.16 3592 34.7 10.8 38 50 39 -11 -418
39.2
Organic 2004 DD FO8 2 12.16 3592 355 6.9 32 50 41 -9 -288
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39.2

Organic 2004 DD Sp09 2 12.16 3592  38.2 10.1 28 50 48 -2 -56
F09 39.2

Organic 2004 DD 2 12.16 3592 3438 11.8 18 50 39 -11 -198
39.2

Organic 2004 DD Sp10 2 12.16 3592 374 10.2 35 50 46 -4 -140
Organic 2002 DD 43.2

Sp12 8 11.83 34.3 9 12 513 24 -27.3 -327.6
39.2

Organic 2004 DD Sp12 2 12.16 3592 41.1 11.2 38 50 55 5 190
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD FO06 3 9.81 33.8 9.2 48 50 37 -13 -624
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD Sp07 3 9.81 31.6 6.5 24 50 28 -22 -528
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD FO7 3 9.81 334 9 54 50 35 -15 -810
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD Sp08 3 9.81 29.6 7.2 35 50 22 -28 -980
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD FO08 3 9.81 36.3 7.9 50 50 46 -4 -200
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD F09 3 9.81 1560 37.7 8.9 58 51 51 0 0
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD Sp10 3 9.81 1560 32.6 8 29 513 31.8 -19.5 -565.5
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD F10 3 9.81 1560 35.6 9.9 47 513 43.4 -7.9 -371.3
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 PV Sp12 3 9.81 1560 35.2 10.4 28 513 43 -8.3 -232.4
37.8

Organic 1st 2006 DD F11 3 9.81 1560 36.3 9.6 58 51.3 51 -0.3 -17.4

Total Students 841 Average -11 -10

ACS Final Semester Raw Score Average Percentile | Percentile Difference
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Average

Std. CSU- Std.
(Exam name & year) Given U.S. Dev. N = P Dev. N= | US. | CSU-P Raw Weighted
Biochemistry

Biochemistry 2003 SB Spring 04 35.4 9.3 29 5.7 4 50 26 -24 -96
Biochemistry 2003 SB Spring 05 35.4 9.3 26 5.8 3 50 17 -33 -99
Biochemistry 2003 SB Spring 06 35.4 9.3 31 1 3 50 34 -16 -48
Biochemistry 2007 SB Spring 07 32.9 8.9 24 2.7 3 53 18 -35 -105
Biochemistry 2007 SB Spring 09 32.9 8.9 30 4.1 7 53 39 -14 -98
Biochemistry 2007 SB Spring 10 32.9 89 839 38.5 4.5 4 53 72 19 76

Biochemistry 2013 SB (beta
test) Spring 12 24.5 6.41 NA 29.1 1.24 4 NA NA NA NA
Total Students 28 Average -17 -13

Physical Chemistry
P-Chem Comp. (1995) RS Fall 04 31.3 9.2 442 35.0 1 53 67 14 14
P-Chem Comp. (1995) RS Spring 05 31.3 9.2 442 30.3 51 3 53 50 -3 -9
Fall

P-Chem Comp. (1995) RS 05/Sp06 31.3 9.2 442 38 7.8 4 53 75 22 88
P-Chem Quant. (1995) RS Spring 05 21.6 5.8 18.7 6.2 10 53 34 -19 -190
P-Chem Quant. (1995) RS Spring 06 21.6 5.8 19.4 7.9 7 53 40 -13 91
P-Chem Quant. (1995) RF Fall 08 21.6 5.8 24.8 7.4 17 53 63 10 170
P-Chem Quant. (1995) RF Fall 09 21.6 5.8 24.9 6.9 13 53 64 11 143
P-Chem Quant. (1995) RF Fall 10 21.6 5.8 25.6 4.2 8 53 69 16 128
P-Chem Thermo. (1996) RS Fall 04 21.3 7.1 20.6 4.3 8 53 51 -2 -16
P-Chem Thermo. (1996) RS Fall 05 21.3 7.1 18.4 5.4 12 53 40 -13 -156
P-Chem Thermo. (2006) RF Spring 09 26.4 7.0 26.4 7.2 19 51 51 0 0
P-Chem Thermo. (2006) RF Spring 10 26.4 7.0 28.2 8.8 18 51 56 5 90
Total Students 120 Average -6 1
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lorado Seminar Score NM
Puikio, Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%) B
CHEM 493: Fall 2011 . 100 point scala
Student Presenter mv ryan k ﬁ_ _t} L4
Topic Carb on \Cm__as *Q? S 4J Date =151/

The objective of the 50 minute talk is to illustrate the student's ability 1o coherently present information of a specific nature.

o c__p _F_ .
Topic:i(10pts) 420w D)

Appropriatencss of topic: narrow enotgh to include specific m ntly chemical in nature?
Is it of gemeral interese?

\A}I;I\.\ ?\.F wii e broadd o bﬁm\wsrf,

Content: (35 pts) - 1 Lo e G ST

Is there sufficien i »:sn.n? ion? 13 the material Eﬁw ed refevant to 1 ¢ Iupic, ccﬂc&.sr -documented and current? _.n.m:_.mn...v.

and logically presented?

.u\n:.% %._\.n.u..n.s feed %Wbﬁ%ﬁ A oun \lQ\,\. \.\._._mm.ﬁ&aﬁﬁh.\w\x.l.\\““\; e chumieol
Ik rodie ¢ s tesr sotirces, The jnformahon. wao incpli y et
Upders funelob i,

Organiz (20 RV A
Dues the introduction provide a good overview?
material appropriate for the intended audience?

Thee preseplabore had \uwkb\\n\w& 0L oplCS  arel. demon s bk

A godd qrasp o F tunderstemcding by Koo

: \ W \ L.t . ..wgw \ \J.W. D ___

Presentation: (20 pts) 177 N M e (el SRR R

Does the presenter maintain good eye contact, and use appropriate sirength of voice, while engaging listeners?

(40 min)  Start time, __N"D{ Stop time /1204 Oriss woas %WQ«BHMM;,W}%\ 4 Q\kb&%\ﬁl&.&\ﬁ
Q 12 4y pace sturkel axt very Yot it slied

to c guock-rak oF deljivtvg afr Jor o 1 4hes Eye wnlocf

L o e L e

Graphics; Dingrams, Figures: (10 pis) s g (el Ty T g g

Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are they superfluous? Do visual nids fogically into presentation? Are they discussed in detaif?
Are they easy to read and foltow?

Posi- .&..mw%ﬁu wire gxepflinf 4= o vicdo a \‘.,on&,w, a1 fron. |
Thare wer howe ver Seveval Sﬂwh\u\\%\u o Shdes Aﬁn.uim%o\o@_
anel sone slrdlds heed foo mch VQN

. e A A- B- C-

Use of Power Point:-.(5.pts)" . oD - AR G 57 AN 3uq g X LT

How well was the visual presentarion put together? (gencral appearance, clarity. and legibility of slides: P..\\.mn.ﬂ?m use a.*,.._voému ?;_5,:. .
mob\kﬁl 4
sions: Vo d? seminar,
General _Evﬁmu_w:? A el \ﬁn.v.n.}_ leod. Q:@ﬁ:ﬁm\@\ﬁwh« (g el et
Areos fo work. pa g Slarng speak-ny P f
shices Ao eprprs. Ged [oh
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lorado Seminar ?Nﬁ

- Seminar Assessment & Comments- Abstract (%) 6oy
CHEM 493: Fall 2011 100 point scale

Student Presenter WE A f.?ré

N o) 9
Topic _{ ﬁqﬁ Nﬁpﬁcgwr\; ».—.&ka.?»fnnb.n :__m\__

The objective of the 50 m

inute talk is to iltustrate the student's ubility to coherently present information of a specific naturs,

Appropriateness of topic: narrow enough t include specific material while having breadth of interest? 1% it sufficiently chemical in namure’
[s 1t of general intorest?

T..ﬁﬂ.on _,_._,...._a.m..ie 4 L abitract welore arfusm.?ru .,L.h its 451& w.:),uﬁq_.pnn__:._w..
«.d ) : At B-

Is there sufficient gm...:w..q in the prewentation? Iy the matetial presented relevant fo the tapic, correer, well-dogu
and logdcally prescntgd? . nr?f.r.nr%? el Wy Whid

EnrurrVr Pe h._vm.c.,f.u c\j _Uer:.. ?—_V. h_an.l.....

Organization:: (20pts) . - D 20,.;:. 18} v 18
Does the introduction provide a good averview! D form the previous onc? Does the presantation el slory ™! 18 the
riuterial appropriate for the intended sudjence? .

(oo

Presenitation: Q20 pts). . . . VL
Dogs the presenter muintain good eye contact, and use agproprimte stren gth of vo

(40min) Start time_J21 849 Stop time _/22 3R
Tended 4 bt ocd @it at hines,

Graphics, Didgramis; Figiirés: (10pte) " 8
Da the visusl aids supplement the prosentation or are they super
Are they eusy (o read and follow? A..

Ree vidcas, wend foo Gt
‘ 3:1& fme g

D F
Use of Pawet Point; (5 pts) T g Ty T
How well was the visua! preventation put together? (general uppearonce, clarity, and legibility of slides; effective use of Power Poin),

m.p?c,.n hf...hofdh sale A ,E.Ln _._...nx..L.d..

General Impressions:



lo 0 Seminar Score M M

ERLO, _ . Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%) £
CHEM 493: Fall 2011 100 point scale

Student Presenter 75 \Q,.\.}\\
Tople k\? EoN. \RS_E ZUBLEL Date_ // \ 14 m. \ i

The vbjactive of the 50 minute talk

| T

Appropriateness of tapic:
Iait of general interest?

Is tar illustrare he student's ability to coheremily present information of a specific nature.

Is En_...“ u.%.u.___qi .n\ia__.:Q in the presentation , correct, well-documented an
and logically presented?

Otganization;: (0:pts), " . " 1 J0
Docs the intmduction provide a good overview?
material appropriate for the intended sudience?

Presentatios (20 pis) _ e ey
Dioes the presenter maintain good e pe contact, and usc appropriate sirength af voice, while cHgaging fistenars?

(40 min} Swrt time Stp time _ 26 Wip ) .
A pize bty A Comvty (hfp &y cptrats g 9 A pospibes
| Sprak PV TN

Graphics, Diagrams, Figutes! (10 pta): 00 i 6 et [y
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation ot arc they superfloous? Do visunl ide fif logicaily into presentation? Are they discussad in desaif?

Arg they easy to read mmm fallow?

preress L

T

Useof Power Point:: (5 pis) =+ i, L R T BEnE HE
How well was the visual presentatiun pul wgether? Wﬂﬂs_ eppearance, clarity, and legibility of slides; effective use of Pawer Point).

AEe 0 purt 1280 Fopt 2028 Jbey, 5 Spedl cheet

General Impressions:

bosotetoro GPR [density fre]. Socsophl — st Tddte




“_.Oﬂgo , : Beminar Score m“ M

. .
1, Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstragt (%), n..mnw
CHEM 493: Fall 2009 Wpointgeale . T
Student Presenter ﬁ.ovﬁﬂ% E Ry 7] a8

Topic ﬁq.o T._}.. .—H.D._ d _..bm__w Date ___ /(D M\Fﬁl%l\\\\

The objective of the 50 minute falk Is (o Htustrate the student’s abifity fo coberently pr

£eni information of u speeific noture,

Topic (10 pis

Appropriateness of top Y — wengh o n¢lude specihe ﬂ.mr."r._
15 1t of general (necrosit

P

4l whelc having srecdeh af interen? 13 it sutticlentty chemical in nanwe?

Vi 14 _.3I1....T.bw 1?.\:.

Ia there swfficiear chemisiry ih the presen
and fuyically presanted 7

mx??ﬁ#ﬂ wivld Jike b higvte spme __h\mbja}...?.l. ,
on ..nc.:.at?\}uxa\: Gppoach bo .ﬁu\__nu.
OfganiZation; (20 pts):. - .4 oo o

Docs the ttraduction provide a geod owerview? Dots each tapie fow manlly Torm the pravious oue? Daoe
material apprapriate for the intended aydiznee?

very msu\l‘w «nﬁhwwn\rﬁ%ztﬁnh alall feels e~

Aperhse
Preseiitasiony (20 pis).. P2y ST R I Y .
Does the presenter Eum_:_.._.: goed eye conlaet, and QB2 appropriate strength of voice, while engaging Jisterers?
(40 miny  Seant zangw.m%m_o_u time 12 %0
profession al ﬁfwm\ excelent enthesasm m,n.....xl e contfory
noztn@%m a fevt] 0 Com Sort i s markeriaf ﬁ Felie ot a fr#te hu
towgrd. He £rnol ) A A B- D F

Ghiphiss, Disgrima: Figires: (10.pts) < NI R
=_.w>39nwa_q.EEuE_..=an§_3

D the visus? sids supplemen fe preseniation or are they superfluous? Do vitwal aids fit logtratly into preses
Are they eary 4o wud gad follow?

great uscof ilustatins (diegrans ) color
m\m#:r O F dn &\\@\1&? hﬁbfy

LD E___
NS - B 1 B
¢ the pregantation “fedf astee? Iz the

.. »ﬁ/? _w-n u m
Useof Bower Point:" (Spts) St s (57 5 atedm ot on L
How well was the visuef presenusion put together? (wencral oppevirance, clarig-fnd legibtlisy af siides; effective use of Power Polney,

Wﬁ&v

General lmpressions:

The sepunar-Gos well reswaeehed gnd well \ﬁa&_..}.&\. Vou atild
- ' M e & M\QE e mﬂﬂ.\ﬁ..nvﬂ.
N IS W S P A

. gudrnei comprehin vy




lorado . Sewinar Score m 7

BLO, Seminar Assessment & Com ments Abstract (%) &
CHEM 493: Falu 2011 100 pointseale "

Student Presenter h.ﬂu.mx r\__,_.n yirr

Topie TF2/2rn 70 . ; \Qﬁ Date E\mm. \:

H.«_m c@a&_zn of the 3U minute tath i E .&Eﬂ.é___m the .q?_am:_. s n?«..? to n%nwm:_&,. E.E..m:.. 5&3&3: of aspecih ific nafure,

€E€E~Eau %Ev : E:ﬁi%ﬁwm b include specific material whila having Aravdsd of imteredt? In it sufficionily chemical In nature?
Is inof peneeal inferesst

Ts there hufficient chiemistry in the presentation? s the matetia) presented relevant o the topic, correct, well
und legleally presented?

ded. ot deagacss appo Lideee Ll foemmetis
@ HJEE&\V h\_\d‘mh%ﬁh%q

Presentation (00 Hig) S Hity 0§ ;
Does tha wam_w:.,.n., mainlain m%a ¥ contady, and use dppreyirialeé sirength &.._23 while enguging fisteners?

{40 min) Start time Step time

QA 1He fASF Fnsped Ls'ny

Eilie e rer 1 ar
s, Diagrams, Figies (105 : o
Do the visual nids supplement the presenration of are they superflucus? Do visual gids fit tagleally it p sentation? Arc m....w munn.ﬁ_ ? %E%

}R&HNMMMM@?%@%\% %\\&\Q\N\P\ \.\%\GNNRNNM\\N

How well was the wisuai m...&%ﬁ:.s._ E. together? Snﬁ_a_ appearance, ciarity, and lagibility af stides; .%naﬁ use of Power P =n_.

General Impressions:
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- Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)  _£70
CHEM 4%93: Fall 2011 190 paint scate

Student Preventer \N ¢ \Q ¢ Sae™
Tople “% e v@b; \.....\W.N\w AP N‘\.vq %\W\Nm.u:n - a\ = u..M\..\.\\,\\

The ofyjective af rhe 50 minute pal% 19 1o Hhextrate the student 's ubifity to coherently

present information of a specific nelure,

)

.ﬁ_u._:mﬁ...ﬁﬁim. rf.ﬂ..h..m : aerg ehough (o include spaciiic muterial whils having bre dih af inserest? Is ity mm...mm.Nnbua\%__. fn mglure? _\
! w Y ’

et T Yo consiler Gioclgm ting e do Chemis

:

4

g s\ T
Does the intraducting provide o gond overvigw? Does sach fopie fluw: poterally torm the prévious one? Dues the presentation "elf o Fory"? 1s the
material apprugrigle for the intendsd sudienoc?

Y I v_ 4 A & B .
Presentation: (20 pts) 5% Lo | W ) R | MR | YR | e o ol

- - m .
BL Tl e . Do o 0 I | P I
Dacs the prosenter maintain good eve comiacs, and ke appropriate sirength of voice, whils vngoging frcpers™ -
A ' {
o . Tallng a fikl Yot oo frije of;
(A0min) Stamtlime____ Swptime v

%&Q nex%&&%w?% ﬁahm.ﬂ

_ : . AV PR S— 1 B C D F
Graphics, Diagrams; Figures: (10.pt8) £ . /2" SEIE e [ B &8 .70 6.8 N
B the virual uEm.E%F.____ns.;maz.ﬂa__::.ahaq!.m_ﬁamw soperfluous? Doyisual aids (it fuyieatfy into presentation? Are they discussed in deialt?

Are they ersy to read and foliow? coMe o A €85 a mu.\rmﬁ.ﬁ\ i k.m.v\«\ ﬁ.Wh.\TM

-

pre el n&wﬁ%ﬁkﬁ aw ety Sune Sleleds Q (e ¥ete ﬁw\%m

A b} F
UseofPowerPoint! ($pia) . "% /= "0 i T8 L g a0 g m
How well was the visna! preseniation put togerher? {general appearance, claryy, and fegibility of sitdes: cffective uae of Power Poiat).

General _EH,_?,&M“ /eo \\ E\/\Fp Q%..._
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PuERLY Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 453: Fall 2011 100 paint scale

Student Presenter % Dv nn..... ?M _. ST

?E Ds_in m_}snﬁy _ Es \@ \Nﬂ\\\

The obfecrive of the 50 minute talk is to iffustrate the studeny ‘sabillty to eoherenly present information of a specific nature,

—————

i Ll b 3?.#.
>E=5__.._»§Ra of bopic: marow enough w includa specific malerial while _._w..._.,..m ___.__.«nmi ..__H._..__waq&_._, mm it m..:._&ﬁ._zw .umq...__ﬁﬁ.‘ 3 maleere?

15 it of ganarof interet?

{5 there suffletent nsn_aaS. n zF. presentationT Hu the matcrial
and fogicolly _H.ﬁn..;on__”,_ .

o 2015
Docs the inerodction _UE&% 2 good overview? Dews each iz fow aaniraty form the previous
matcrial appropriate for the intended audience?

20088 3 2%

Does the Em,_m:r. matian good eve contact, Ba usg %,uahzaa stremgih of voice, wrhile. engaging listerers?

(40 mmin} Start time Stop: time

Giaphiies; Dia _
Do the visusl s usuhaimﬁ the ,uEB:_.naa__ or are they superfluons? Do visual aida fir ?_ﬁn&? inte presaniation” Are thay dlsoussed in deguil?
Are they eagy (o read and fillow?

Cmo c_.. mos.ﬁ *Gint :
How well was the viseal a_..n&as:aa u.z Swo;_u._. (exnenal uppearance, clurlly, und legibility of sitdes; affective use of Bower Puint),

General lmpressions:
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100 point scale

B0
CHEM 493: Spring 2011

Student Presenter X\??h:\i ﬁm T:.ﬁ,;ﬁ.ﬁ
C T

_L,.\Jm__,_xi e }h.h.m.gm.n.

Date ,“.\.\ 17 \ 12

Topic

D E
7 6 5

A A- B-
10 g 8

Topic: (10 pts) ,
Appropriateness of topic: narrow engugh (0 include specific material while having breadth of interest? 1s it sufficicntly chemical in nature?

Is it of genaral interest?

Qﬂ& .Hui.T.b g M.T _: | .
B- - D T
25 21 18

a A A-
35 32 28
7 Is the matcrial presented relevant to the topic, correct, well-documented and current? 15 it elearly

Content: (35 pts)

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation
and logically presenled?

N..uOQL, Teifﬁ \ ?mu n.u.m, nm AT *:.:..m,. .

B- C- D r

w20 A A-
Organization: (20 pts) 20 18 16 14 12 10
Daes the introduction provide a good overview? Docs each topic flow naturally form the previous one? Does the presentation “tell a story™? Is the

?tl.@ﬂ. Trm‘ mr?m:c.ﬁb.a_n.r hrz.n.r.n. ﬁ...n.n.m.- r.).unﬂ K el _.v.::n_ e..n.,_..lnb..nr..my.m‘fr -

material appropriate for the intended audience?

C .m.r/@. VAL e ,pmr.rm,mw?rmaj ol

) A A= B- C-
20 18 16 14

Presentation: (20 pts)
Daes the presenter maintain good eye contact, and use appropriate strength of voice, whils engaging listeners?

{40 min) Starttime_{2 @1  Stoptime _ /2130

C 2 C/Nﬂ m,u.r{dﬁ_.h..n.ln. M.t "t flnﬁmﬁln ﬁ?f el H.Q .
.gﬁﬁh a. __I T... m...“m..*. ' ’

{0 A A- B- C- D F

Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) 10 9 8 7 6 5

Dc:_nsm_._m_mEma:ﬁ.c._mima._..m_m,cwmhmﬁu:.c:o_.m_.o—,_._&.m:ﬁnq::o:m@GoimsamamH.:E.ﬁn&?Sﬁo_uh.mmmipmo:._‘?.nH._..nw&anzﬁm&mzum_sﬁ

clidee vetber i

Are they easy (o read and follow? ) )
FEfereace s o e b e .mm, vl Nr.r t I ke Thew o the

[ e d ot fhe sed —wip ,-_us_s.v

A A- B- C- D
5 4 3 2 1

Use of Power Point: (5 pts) > 5
How well was the visual presentation pul together? (gencral appearance, elarity. and legibility of siides; effective use of Power Point).

General Impressions:
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PugnLO. Seminar Assessment & Comments
_ CHEM 493: Spring 2011

)
!

Student Presenter M1 am \H.f\u e

Topic gy, Date &) 7~] %

Seminar Score mwtl

Abstract (%)
100 point scale

The objective qf the 50 minute talk is to illustrate the student’s ability to coherently present information of a specific nature,

A A- B- ¢

D E

Topic: (10 pts) [ @ 10 9 8 7

Is it of general interest?

A A= B- C-

6 5

Appropriateness of topie: narrow enough 1o include specific material while having breadth of interest? I8 it sufficiently chemical in nature?

D F

Content: (35 pts) >0 35 32 28 25

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? I3 the matcrial presenied relevant 1o the topic, correct, well-documented and current? Is it olearly

W dudens Fragiring o ¢ mechond o SHps Wl fo nice

and logicafly presented?

A A- B- c-

21 18

D E

Organization: (20 pts) >0 20 18 16 14

Does the intraduction pravide & good overview? Dacs each topic flow narurally torm the previous one? Does the presentation “rell a storp™? s the

inaterial appropriate for the intended audience?

Well dipe

12 10

rm\ A A- B- C- D F
Presentation: (20 pts) = 20 18 16 14 12 10
Does the presenter maintain good eve contact, and use apprapriate strength of voice, while engaging listeners?
@0min) Surtime U9 goptme (2730 — 30 mal 4 %‘:\Sﬁeh =N 4l
Yot witre bﬁgs@, hau o btche stpfrarid 1, 174 1 \JEH
A A- B- C- D F
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) l%l 10 9 ] 7 6 5

Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are they superfluous? Do visual aids fit logieally into presentation? Are they diseussed in detail?

Are they easy to read and follow?

MEA ARy Torr Srophits — St "Cortuy

A A- B C-

D E

Use of Power Point: (5 pts) S 5 5 4 3

How well was the visue/ presentation put togethet? (general appearance, olarity, and legibility of slides; effective use of Power Point).

SR dmvnad 4 fupf \\h&%vm\&@ il ot s ~ G te Al La15 T e

General Impressions;

2 1
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FuEpLo. Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 493: Spring 2011 100 point scale

} C :
Student Presenter (M1 {{ w1 \...H\Pr_ B ROrENE

Topic Dua_unw_qsmq: ™ Mﬁm:.m,w.\.g@_ Date H—~{F-12-
b !

The objective of the 50 minute talk is 1o illusirate the student's ability to coherently present information of a specific nature,

B- C- D F
Topic: (10 pts) 8 7 6 5

Appropriateness of topie: narrow enough 1o include specific material while having breadth of interest? Is it sufficiently chemical in nature?

Is it of general interest? e
Very (wly re o SM.U\ .
resta el e F(r@bﬁnnoc@_.m% mC@j%?rfmw\.
A A B C-__ D F

\
Content: (35 pts) % 12 % 25 20 18
e G

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? Is the material presented relevimiio the tapic, correct, well-documnented and current? Is it clearly
ang logically presented?

Gaarl oo™yl Wo i e * )
awv Swe Ced P;@ﬁ.ﬁbiﬁ [ oo @V?u pev %ﬁ@
o © e ledge oba wdsgead,
.N A~ A- B- C- D F
Organization: (20 pts) o 0 18 16 14 12 10

Docs the infroduction pravide a good overview? Does each rapic flow natyraily form the previous one? Does the presentation “felf a story™™? Is the
materil appropriate for the intended audience?

A /A B- ¢ D F
Presentation: (20 pts) 20 Ud 16 14 12 10

Does the presenter maintain good eye contact, and use appropriate strength of voice, while engaging listeners?

{40 min) Start time Stop time

_ SNess
a tad of Kerooasn 5 -
lowo Udica moﬁsm_i%mmrn.%f? hea

) @ A- B- C- D F
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) , L 9 8 7 6 5
Do the visual aids supplemant the presentation or are they superfluous? 3o visual aids fit logically into presentation? Are they discussed in detail?
Are they easy to read and follow?

»

@ﬁ&l /M@S

ﬁ@ o r SSTo v o /
A A- B- C- D F
Use of Power Point: (5 pts) 5 5 5 4 3 2 1

How well was the visual presentation put together? {general appearance, clarity, and legibility of slides. effective use of Powet Point),

cbes T.NU“( ‘e

General Impressions:
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Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 493: mﬁ_—.mﬂﬂ 2011 100 paint seale

m“ianﬁ Presenter ﬂ.)xzmm.w Qs m\mua
e N PRNTS REOURY by f 1012

The objective af the 50 minute talk is to illustrate the student's abitity to coherently present information of a specific nature,

A A- B- - D E

Topic: (10 pts) 09 8 (1) % 5

Appropriateness of topic: rarrow erough to include specific material while having breadth of interest? [5 it suflicientf¥ ckemival in nature?
Is it of general interest? . ..w.mm_nu BLOAD - )
— \NTEeestiNg sulbjed )
— Stud€ent u:mm ovel Subjed ho deep p:i\fv

A A= B- C- 3] E
Content: (35 pts) (RP 35 32 28 25 m (13
Is there syfficient chemistry in the prescntation? Is the materinl presented relevant to the topie, correct, well-documented and current? Is it clearly
: . n . . .
o logically prescnied o S_J preseqted bur o ideq about material.

-~ drd ne¥ learn athiv ama&.mmum{m@ ©h

ﬁ..Q:.m € f€vel shideg o
A A- B- C- D E
Organization: (20 pts) 20 18 16 @ 12 10
Does the inrroduction provide a good averview? Does each ropic flow naturally form the previous onie? Does‘sefresentation “ell a story™? Is the

inaterial appropriote for the intended audicnce?

s presevtation ot « ﬁﬁmhsﬁjﬁj

A A- B G D F
Presentation: (20 pts) 20 18 @ 14 12 10

Docs the presenter maintain good eye comact, and use appropriate strength of voice, while engaging listeners?

(40 min) Start time Stop time

?Eb pu e Joice , @ b+ mondtone, 3&:&@@. E%\

{
A A- B- C- D )
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) 10 9 ﬁw 7 6 5
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or arc they superfluous? Do visual aids fit logically presentation? Are they discussed in detail?

Are they easy te read and follow?
Come Su m...,.}..D wous . §lrdes .
ot -ehou ChemisT iy .
A__A- B¢ D F
Use of Power Point: (5 pts) 5 5 W 3 2 1

How well was the visual presentation put together? (genaral appearance, clarity, and legibility of slides; effective uss of Power Point).

c fmaﬁ\n_ vod .ﬁaﬁt\ a w\._\ﬁummsmj.n..

‘General Impressions:
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Fumsio, Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%) 8K
CHEM 493: Spring 2011 100 point scale

Student Presenter I\ \&? / W.N\\\ ,\WB\Q
Topie AT Nﬁm_x\b%\w Date \?ﬁ /0, 20 )2

The objective of the 50 minute talk is to illustrate the student’s ability to coherently present information of a specific nature.

Topic: (10°pts)

>uu3ﬁ:&n=2m of topic: narrow enough to include %mn__h. c material while having breadrh of interest? 15 it mﬁq.u_m::w %msﬁn__ in nature?
Is it of genera! interest?

not MUth ehemiaal H.i.?
Cowld hawe, expan deds He +zdk .

Content: (35 pis L

I5 there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? 13 the material presented refevant to the apic, cc:nﬂ well-documented and current? s it &mnl&
and Jogically presented? iy h\ﬁ:

._.mbEuw e Usedl mese Q\E'wﬂ&:@gswﬁhu
. cases

ﬂ_u,% S st G aloot | aser ey olid %mmﬁu@&ﬁmwmﬁ}:_.

A By

Organization: . { ; : i H
Does the introducrion nBSan u good QEEEEQ Does each tapic \Nex‘ :a__E.E_? form the previous one? Does the presentalion
material approprigte for the intended audience?

w“

tell @ u,mcn_.. ™! Isthe

Presentation: '(20.pts) - g R T YT

Doas the presenter maintain good eve cantuet, and use a_uuwohznh_m 2...»5%5 Q voice, while cngaging listeners?

(40 min) Start time_|Z ;% Stop time & Z«”

a

Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10pts) & FEEEEE S :
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are they superfluons? Do visual aids [t Jogically into prescntation?  Arc they disewssed in detail?
Are they easy to read and follow?

Use of Poweér Point:  (5'pts)

How well was the visua! presenfation put S.mnp_._ﬁa Amn:na: appearance, nS:? and legibility of slides; Eﬂnn:é use of Power m.oES

General Impressions:
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Pussio. Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%) B2
CHEM 493: Spring 2011 100 point scale

Student Presenter ¢k s LI 0

Topic h..(.?}»x m :rwq,,.ﬁ.nu.,m..c._ﬁ \.ﬂ.mn.,.&.?v: Date i \ F._\ 12

—_—

The objective of the 50 minute talk is to illusirate the studem's ab

iity to coherently present information of a specific nature.

A A- B- C- D F
Topic: (10 pts) Y A 10 9 8 7 6 5
Apprapriatencss of topie: narrew enaugh to include specific material while having breadth of interest? Is it sufficiently chemical in nature?
Is it of general interest? .

_n..,n..n__r:nb /ern* H tﬁn.:,L.em rn_r(..p TE ...n.b _.C Tef puve ni... r[—ir.* ot ﬁﬁ.&.rhﬁ U FQ..rr:r.ﬂr - +Pm
mu_.mﬂnb “.P nﬁG _n.i.w .

—

A A- B- C- D F

Content: (35 pts) 26 15 32 28 25 21 1%

Is thers sufficient chemistry in the presentation? s the material presented relevant fo the tapic, correct, well-documented and current? Is it clearly
and logically presented?

Eu n&.wr?.r..r.u ﬁ.u.:.n..,-c.....\*.a,& condel ke J—ﬂ..rﬁmL e P s wlis :m e
o Prseconh Tfﬂu_m. .
Mot maeky dhedussdm, o the n,ﬁfnfﬂwrwg mwpch.n,.i oven thy roo sldes.
A A- B-__C- D E

Organization: (20 pts) 48 /i 20 13 16 4 12 10

Does the introduction provide a good overview? Does sach topic flow naturally form the previous one? Does the presentation “tell a story™? lsthe
material appropriate for the intended audience?

A A- B- c-

Presentation: (20 pts) - Wl 20 18 16 i4

Daocs the presenter maintain good eye contact, and use appropriate strength of voice, while engaging listeners?

(40 min) Start time = M—G_u time .\IM-M HN..VI ..mdhv muprnlc..h .
u..ah_uﬂ Tu Creadvi ﬁvt.mm.q.frTLT,uJ.

. A A B ¢ D F
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) % Y 10 9 8 7 6 $

Do the visual aids supplement the presentation ot arc they superfluous? Do visual aids fit logically into presentation? Arc they discussed in detail?
Are they easy to read and fullow?

n.....;?-...u D.., ..:#/F.md. r.rﬁ.,..r:.,.}?.,.....r_, ?ﬁn,;J Fiﬁn :;.?LL. nT .%..Jn._m Jl. Ep_r..n.un_uvrn r..&..
Ll * . R
T ofle e ﬁ.& nkftwc:.ar.rw gleleg yhon L .

<

A A- B- C- D E

Usc of Power Point; (5 pts) m S 5 5 4 3 2 t

How well was the visual presentarion put together? (general appearance, clarity, and legibitity of stides: effective use of Power Point).

General Impressions:
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Puzsro. Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%) _q0
CHEM 493: Spring 2011 100 point seale

Student Presenter |m.,§v i_:z._
Topic raca ﬂ_hmfﬁé Date i to _ 12~

The objective of the 50 minute talk is to illustrate the student s ability 1o %mm&ﬁ? present information of a .q.uﬁu\. i nature,

Topic; (10-pts) , X ,
>uu8_u:ma=nmm of topie: narrow Sazm} to __.F_E_n specific material while rmsnm breadth of interest? Is it sufficiently &a..:a& in nature?
ls it of general interest?

Guep Te®ic—  Lofs  MaNG  WRL wap Why Foaig DAGASE | Lay gf mxms,w& s M
Ldis VSt FLHeL PLanTT

Content: *(35 pts)." o

I3 there sufficient chemistry in the Ennm:n..n_oi _v the material Em.ﬁzﬁa _iﬁsx., ta the topic, correct, well-documented and current? I3 it clearly
and logically presented?

MED o PABSENT ol CUHBMUMN — THELE (5 S(EME AT  draont of CHsmymy
B N T adc of LBV T PIAIGALPLMTS, uwiRsmemivg o0 ?mn:mi?u

ol vl B AN tELepuct]

B- C- D F

e

Does the S:.cmzn:a: uESn_m a wa.ﬁ. averview? Uonm each Eh.n flow naturally form :_o m«aﬁc:m one? Does t] 5 on “fell a starp"?
material appropriate for the intended audicnce?

THe g0l vy PRy cﬁtu Gaud - TS TR Prowgn t??ahrrr.w.

Presentation: (20 pts) -

Does the E.nmn_.:n.. maintain good eye contact, and yse ah,uEh:Em ER:&S &w vaice, while m:%nw:ﬁ F:a:awu.w

(40 min) Start time_ ' 4s _ Stop time _ 17V 2%

cn?J n?..?ﬂ CorD RAT D R THE np.....n.s..:,z.w il Ao (TS ﬁc?bfgurq,

G- D E

Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) _ . g g (DR

Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are Emm mcvm,.:ccc% De visual aids fit logieally into presentation? Are they E...Q;én in ..mnE:J
Are they easy to read and follow?

Serd Goot WAMEES, Bt TE MpaWST eSS e CoNMIMED  CHPA T LIdE D
0 of Quld T

A A B- 08 D F

Use of PowerPoint: (Spts) _ & =~ -+ -5 5" @y 3 2 1
How well was the visual presentation pul together? (gencral appearance, Qn:c_ and legibility of stides; effective use of Power Point).
G PoLG Pt CUBIY —  fomae Su0vs  Cpesey oo o

General _Bv&mm_o:m.
LATE L thy oun TALE Uit et eaW o PAMERT  Tea pal ouiS PRESESION ?\Fd.orwd,

WD UMASLE e Afpwsd nma?r,..aru QST




“_.OBH.—O Seminar Score _& N

BLO, Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 493: Spring 2011 100 point scale
Student Presenter .\ mﬁcmn& .m.u.%frm%
“Topic [Refoca Date __ \f\ (2

The objective of the 50 minute talk is 1o illustrate the student s ability 1o coherently present information of a specific nature,

/6 A A- B- C- D F

Topie: (10 pts) 7 10 9 8 7 6 5

Appropriateness of topic: narrow enough to include specific material while having breadth of interest? 15 it sufticiently chemical in nature?
15 it of general interesi?

e g&ui.m@ s

- ¥4 A A- B C- D F
Content: (35 pts) 3 32 28 25 21 18

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? IS the material presented refevant 1o the topie, correct, well-documented and current? I it olearly
and logically presented?

Revn shovt =2 codd hove showna Somp ol the naherad amodors,

{8 A A- B- C- D F
Organization: (20 pts) 20 18 16 14 12 10

Does the introduction provide a good overview? 1oes sach topic flow raturally form the previous onc? 1oes the presentation “rell a Story™? Tathe
material approprizie for the intended audience?

Trﬂﬁr& .woeﬁ.,_ 1?% .T,s.rﬂ +D ralie i\rm. uidﬂhmw < ?;,_.Lf.n»ﬁ‘

(8 A A- B C __D F
Presentation: (20 pts) 20 18 16 14 12 10
Docs the presenter maintain good eye contact, and use appropriate sirength of voice, while an gaging listeners'!
(40 min) Starttimg_A2:02. Sroptime /22 28 = A bit sheoth

e e .un} Guiek & lead ot hines,

1 A A- B- C- D F
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) 10 g ] 7 6 5
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation ot sre they superfluous? Do visual aids fit logically into presentation? Arc they discussed in detail?
Are they easy to read and follow?

The, eucluhim  gldes  wrere ;@Ex. Barng ot the sorlier 8Udes wrere oo k4 nb.\.&
F.Dr.rL, o e words o e,

= A A- B- C- D F
Use of Power Point: (5 pts) 5 5 4 3 2 1
How well was the visual presentation put wpether? (general appearance, clarity, and legibility of slides; effective use of Pawer Point).

General Impressions:
fhrw oo Yo Fre 04 th 504...0..‘;%, o .?._..s.sv.“u \&Fm_n.‘. .P—r.nv
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; Seminar Score
versity

FuesLo. Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 493; m_u-.mum 2011 100 polnt scals

r——

Student Presenter ;vmcrm% Mﬁﬁ\,\\g %
Topic (120, AL 1 1) punpor i Unidloodeen! L2 7

The objective of the 50 minute talk is ta illusirate the student’s ability to coherently present information of @ specific nature.

A A B- ¢ D F
RSt ‘ 8. 7 -6 5
include specific matcrial while having breadi® of interest? s it sufficiently chemical in nature?

Topic: (10 pts)
Appropriatcness of topie: narrow enough t
I8 it of general interest?

. A A B ¢ D _F
Content: (35 pts) 22~ 35 @ 28 25 21 8

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? Is the material presented relevant to the IBpic, correct, well-documented and current? Ts it clearly
and Jogically presented?

A A- B B C- D F

Organization: (20 pts) _ MQ . 20 18 (716 14 127 10

Does the inireduciion provide a good overview? Does cach topic flow naturally form the previots onc? Docs the presentation “tell a story*'? Is the
material apprapriate for the intended audience?

_ A A- B- C G D F
Presentation: (20 pts) 15 B (S ¥ 16 @ 14 12 0

Does the presenter maintain .wmwn._ aye contact, wd Use approprial voice, E:__n engaging listeners?

30
(40 min) Start time NN Stop time kN
Voo vos dows - o Lean s @malimad

A A- __B- G- D F

Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) ﬁa@.\/ 9 H] 7 6 5.
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are they superfluous? Do vi aids it Jagically into presentation®  Are they discussed in detail?
Are they easy fo read and follow'!?

) B- C- D F

4 3 2 1
gibility of slides; effective use of Power Point}.

Use of Power Point: (5 pts) m

How well was the viszeal preseatation put together? (general appearance, q?z A

General Impressions: h@ nmw




HO 0 Seminar Score mm

FumpLo. Seminar Assessment & Comments Abstract (%)
CHEM 493: mmun.mh-m 2011 100 point scale

w .

Student Presenter /,m aced € peclhe v
1

Topic ___Moleoia@ M ororS Date 4 _ 24 _,_wz

The objective of the 50 minute talk is to ilfustrate the student’s ability to coherently present information of a specific nature.

A An B- G- D F

Topic: (10 pts) by (o) o 8 7 6 5
Appropriateness of topic: narrow enough 10 include specific malerial while having breadrh of interest? I3 it sufficiently chemical in neture?
Is it of general interest? : .

IhtovaTive

) 5
WTeresT|
M x%_\ A A- B- C- D F

Content: (35 pts) A7 ¥ () 28 25 21 18

Is there sufficient chemistry in the presentation? Ys the material presented refevant to the tapic, correct, well-documented and current? Is it clearly
and /ogically presented? e
e Lntro

Overview  t2:02~ 1210
D__..rm.q:_mdNN 2o — 12 3¢

A A- B- C- D E
Organization: (20 pts) 12 20 18 @ 14 12 10
Does the introduction provide a good averview? Docs each topic flow naturally form the previous oned Does the presentation “tell a stomy™? 13 the

material appropriate for the intended audience?

A A- B- C- 8] F

Presentation; (20 pts) 14 20 18 16 dy 12 10

Does the presenter maintain good eve contact, and use appropriate strength of volee, while engaging listeners?

{40 min} Start time i 2202 510p ime 12130
QuesTns 12 126-12:4p

A A B- C- D F
Graphics, Diagrams, Figures: (10 pts) |.,%.|..F 10 9 a 7 6 5
Do the visual aids supplement the presentation or are they superfluous? Do visual aids fit logically ifto prescntation? Are they discussed in detail?
Are they easy o read and Jollow? < rPAu mu __.._m e T .ﬁjm.un.m o T T o 1 m ,
. a
Could ha ve becn vrnore .mfﬁ e TT oS

Cood a@mounT ok SLiDes FTGRAPL

A A- B- C- D F

Use of Power Point: (5 pts) 5 4 3 2 1
How well was the visual presentation put logether? (general appearance, clarity, and Iégibility of slides; effective usc of Power Point).

\

General Impressions: ﬁ,pﬁ% o Tﬂm:i ypiie r @1&,9&.. .m.FFLmn.l..:l €no i‘uy
Chemistry Fueeded bur abit foo shorT.

HALE Q;WMj,osm Ansered, on mEj?ﬁ.ﬁ“ ,

Good PreSenTalion - juct Needed albit pore details




