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	The student will…

(learning outcome—identify at least 2 SLOs)
	As measured by the following method….

(assessment strategy)
	And, if applicable, scored by the following learning rubric.

(provide attachment)
	Results are examined to determine if the outcome is achieved.  Include planned or actual assessment date.
(include results & evaluation if already assessed)
	Recommendations to improve teaching and learning.

(include planned modifications if assessment results have already been analyzed)

	1. Discuss and describe the initial/intake interviewing process in a clinical setting.
2. Discuss and describe the treatment planning process in a clinical setting.
3. Describe and discuss problems and challenges in chemical dependency internship sites. .   
	Two of the three SLOs were assessed by embedding two essay questions in the fall 2010 final examination for the course.
The embedded questions were (a) using the client you worked with during your internship (and reported on in your class presentation) describe the intake/initial interviewing process (b) using the client you worked with (and reported on in your class presentation) describe the treatment planning process.  

The maximum number of points that could be earned on both SLO 1 and SLO 2 were 50. 
It is expected that at least 70% of the students will earn 70% or better in each SLO.  
	The rubric used in scoring is attached.

	The assessment was conducted on December 14, 2010.
The results were obtained by first calculating the mean scores for each of the SLOs of the five students who completed the course and determining whether the mean score is at, or exceeds 70% of the total score of each SLO. Secondly, the actual number of students who scored higher that 70% for each SLO was computed. 

The mean scores for SLO 1 and SLO 2 were 43.0 and 41.0, respectively.  These results show that for both SLO 1 and SLO 2 students scored above the 70% proficiency level. Using the rubric, for SLO 1,3 students were in the Superior category, and 2 were in the Good category;    

For SLO 2, 2 students were in the Superior category, 1 in the Good category and 2 were in the  Average category.     .
So, for both SLO 1 and SLO 2, 70% of the students earned 70% or higher. 

	1. No recommendations will be made to improve teaching and learning at this time.   

 


SCORING RUBRIC FOR STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES FOR PSYCHOLOGY 82 (FALL 2010)
I. SUPERIOR (90%-100%)

The response demonstrates thorough grasp of the relevant concepts and how they are interrelated with other relevant concepts.

The response is generally free from errors in grammar and mechanics. 

II. GOOD (80%-89%)

The response demonstrates a sound grasp of the relevant concepts and how they are interrelated with other relevant concepts.  

The response may have few errors in grammar and mechanics. 

III. AVERAGE (70%-79%)

The response demonstrates some grasp of the relevant concepts and how they are interrelated with other relevant concepts. 

The response has an accumulation of errors in grammar and mechanics. 

IV. POOR (60%-69%)

The response demonstrates very poor grasp of the relevant concepts and how they are interrelated with other relevant concepts  

The response is marred by numerous errors of grammar and mechanics. 

V. UNACCEPTABLE (50% and Below)

The response demonstrates little or no grasp of the relevant concepts and how they are interrelated with other relevant concepts.  

The response has serious and persistent errors in grammar and mechanics. 
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