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Program Educational Goals

The School of Education and Human Development offers a broad array of degree programs for professionals and graduate students who intend to begin or advance a career in education or mental health. The mission of the SEHD is to prepare and inspire education and mental health leaders to have a profound impact in fostering student opportunity, achievement and success in urban and diverse communities.

Located within the School of Education and Human Development (SEHD) and under the Education and Human Development degree (EDHD), the Research and Evaluation Methods (RSEM) program offers the Master’s of Arts degree in Education and Human Development. RSEM prepares students for excellence and leadership, to competently utilize research, assessment, and statistics, with an emphasis on application in urban settings. RSEM students earn a degree through two areas of concentration: Assessment and Research & Evaluation Methods. 

The program concentration in Assessment prepares students to apply research-based knowledge and to develop skills and attitudes that help improve teaching, learning and student achievement. A program concentration in Assessment is well matched to students who are interested in understanding educational psychology in terms of learning-related assessments. The successful student becomes familiar with classroom assessments, large-scale assessments and other forms of assessment, including performance assessments and portfolios. 

The program concentration in Research and Evaluation Methods also prepares students to apply research-based knowledge and to develop skills and attitudes that help improve teaching, learning and student achievement. This program concentration allows students to develop expertise in educational psychology that is focused upon research, statistics, measurement and program evaluation. The successful student becomes familiar with multiple types of research (i.e., qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods research) and is able to conduct different types of research, statistics, and evaluation.
Progress toward the competencies is assessed in all core courses, including the internship. Key points of assessment include:


Transition 1: Entry to Program

· Applicants must meet the general requirements of the UCD Graduate School

· Applicants must have completed an undergraduate program.

· GPA of 2.75 Undergraduate; 3.5 Graduate. GRE = 1000 for graduates <2.75 GPA

· At least 3 recommendations

Transition 2: Education Coursework

· 30 hours relevant course work (this was recently changed from 36); Thesis, independent study, internship or practicum.

· End of Course Grades (no grade less than B-)

· Performance based assignments associated with specific courses 
· Transcript reviews to track (a) grades in education courses and (b) progress toward completing academic content requirements


Transition 3: Practicum/Internship/Comprehensive Exam

· Internship/Practicum. Some students complete supervised field work wherein they apply concepts and strategies to real-life problems. 

· Transcript Reviews. Transcript Reviews track (a) grades in education courses and (b) progress toward completing academic content requirements. A review at this stage is used to develop the Comprehensive Exam.

· Comprehensive Exam. Students demonstrate mastery of assessment or research methods by answering advisor-directed questions that cover graduate school experiences. 

The RSEM program utilizes three performance-based assessments (PBA). For the 2018-2019 academic year, all PBAs were based on projects in specific courses. Proficiency on each PBA is scored by a course professor. Performance-based assessments are rated on a 3-point scale:
Below Proficient (1): Student making progress but does not yet meet expectations; needs improvement or demonstrates inconsistent mastery across many areas of the category.

Proficient (2): Student meets all of the expectations; consistent mastery in all key areas of the category.

Advanced (3): Student exceeds expectations and demonstrates insight and leadership. This score is reserved for truly outstanding work. 
In addition, for some assessments a 4-point scale is used: 1 = Limited; 2 = Developing; 3 = Capable; and 4 = Effective. Students must receive a rating of Capable or Effective on each element in order to pass the PBA.
This 2018-2019 report will focus on the assessment of outcomes for students taking RSEM courses. 
Student Learning Outcomes
There are four learning outcomes for the RSEM program. These include the following: 

1) Explain similarities and differences among various research paradigms, act as an informed 
consumer of research, and design and conduct a small-scale social science study. 


2) Explain basic measurement principles, critique measures in light of various measurement 
concepts such as validity and reliability, and create a sound measure on an important 
topic in education and counseling. 


3) Explain basic statistical concepts and techniques, identify and perform appropriate 
analyses based on their research question(s), and interpret the results of statistical 
analyses. 


4) 
Explain the essential elements of conceptual frameworks for both program evaluation and 
the evaluation of persons (typically teachers), and operationalize the elements by 
designing and/or conducting evaluation studies.
Below is a table of our four student learning outcomes and where each outcome is assessed.

	
	RSEM5100
	RSEM5110
	RSEM5080
	RSEM5120
	RSEM7210
	Comprehensive

Exam

	1) Explain similarities and differences among various research paradigms, act as an informed consumer of research, and design and conduct a small-scale social science study.
	
	
	X
	X
	
	X

	2) Explain basic measurement principles, critique measures in light of various measurement concepts such as validity and reliability, and create a sound measure on an important topic in education and counseling.
	
	X
	
	
	
	X

	3) Explain basic statistical concepts and techniques, identify and perform appropriate analyses based on their research question(s), and interpret the results of statistical analyses. 
	X
	
	
	
	
	X

	4) Explain the essential elements of conceptual frameworks for both program evaluation and the evaluation of persons (typically teachers), and operationalize the elements by designing and/or conducting evaluation studies.
	
	
	
	
	X
	X


Student Learning Outcome #1: Research Understanding and Skills
Changes based on data from 2017-2018 report: Based on our assessment of student learning in 2017-2018 and discussions with our colleagues whose students take our courses, the RSEM faculty are continually overseeing all sections of the course to ensure similar educational experiences for all students. 
Students are expected to gain first-hand knowledge of the research process and demonstrate an ability to design and carry out a research study. Students are particularly expected to be able to: explain similarities and differences among various research paradigms, act as an informed consumer of research, and design and conduct a small-scale social science study. 

Assessment Method #1: Research and Evaluation Project PBA
1) Sampling: Between the fall of 2018 and summer of 2019, students taking RSEM 5120: 
Introduction to Research (n = 100) and students taking RSEM 5080: 
Research for Teachers (n = 145) were assessed using one of the Research and 
Evaluation Project PBAs. 
2) Data Collection Methods: The PBAs are introduced at the beginning of two courses 
(RSEM5120: Introduction to Research Methods and RSEM5080: Research for 
Teachers) and applied throughout the course. There are two versions of the PBA 
due to slightly different course content and audiences for these courses.
3) Scoring Method: For RSEM5080: Research for Teachers, the Performance Based 
Assessments are rated on a 3 point scale: 1 = Below Proficient; 2 = Proficient; 3 = 
Above Proficient.  For RSEM5120: Introduction to Research Methods the 
Performance Based Assessments are rated on a 4 point scale: 1 = Incomplete; 2 = 
Partially Proficient; 3 = Proficient; and 4 = Exemplary. Students must receive a 
rating of Proficient or Advanced on each element in order to pass the PBA.
RSEM5080: Research for Teachers PBA Rubric
	
	Above Proficient 
	Proficient 
	Below Proficient 

	Abstract 
	The abstract summarizes the study in 50-150 words.
	The abstract summarizes the study in 50-150 words (essentially drawing a sentence from each of the main sections of the completed research report).
	The abstract is missing, incomplete, or inaccurate.

	Introduction 
	The introduction section is complete and clear. Additionally, the rationale and problem statement are compelling (and may be linked to a conceptual framework) and the research question(s) insightful.
	The introduction section includes a rationale, problem statement, literature references and research question(s). The rationale and problem statement are clear and credible. Three or more literature references are cited. The research question is stated and can be addressed with empirical evidence. Constructs are defined and explained.
	The introduction section may be incomplete or unclear. Potential problems may include a vague problem statement, research question(s) may not be measurable, or constructs may not be clearly defined. 

	Methods 
	The methods section provides essential information about the subjects, instruments, procedures, and, if appropriate, treatment. In addition, the instrument or procedures, for example, might represent a novel and insightful approach to the research problem.
	The methods section provides essential information about the subjects, data collection procedures, and, if appropriate, treatment. The research question has been translated into appropriate choices at the design level. Subjects are described in terms of number and important characteristics. Data sources and collection procedures are described in terms of underlying conceptualizations. If appropriate, scales are described, and examples of items given. Data collection protocols (e.g., questionnaires, interview questions, structured observation protocols) are included in the appendix.
	The methods section may be incomplete or unclear. Possible problems may include insufficient information about subjects/informants, instruments not fully described in terms of their conceptualization or aligned with the research questions, or procedures not accurately reported.

	Data Analysis 
	The data analysis offers insightful and sophisticated descriptions about how each research question was addressed and what types of analyses were used.
	The data analysis provides information about how each research question was addressed and what types of analyses were
	Data analysis is not described, or analysis is missing, incomplete, or inaccurate. The data analysis offers insightful and sophisticated descriptions about how each research question was addressed and what types of analyses were used.

	Results 
	Results are correctly presented and the analyses are extensive and sophisticated.
	The results section in a quantitative study presents only the “facts.” Brief and accurate interpretation is offered, indicating understanding of how the data respond to the research questions. Tables or graphs are easy to interpret and correctly present the data. In a qualitative study, results and interpretation may be interwoven, and each theme is illustrated with two or more data segments (e.g., quotes from informants).
	Results are inaccurate or incompletely presented. Typical problems include incorrect statistical analyses in quantitative studies and unsupported claims in qualitative-type studies.

	Discussion/conclusion 
	The discussion section soundly interprets the findings and is carefully connected with all sections of the report, including the introduction, research questions, instruments, and results.
	The discussion section soundly interprets the findings. The discussion section may also include conclusions, limitations of the study, recommendations for action, and future study directions.
	The discussion section may be incomplete or not clearly connected to the results.

	Limitations 
	Limitations are extensively described.
	Limitations of the study are discussed.
	Limitations of the study are not discussed.

	References 
	References are given (and correctly cited in the body of the report and included on a separate reference page in APA format).
	References are given (and correctly cited in the body of the report and included on a separate reference page in APA format).
	References may be missing, incomplete, or incorrectly cited.

	Written Report 
	The written report is clear and well organized and demonstrates a sophisticated understanding of research concepts and terms. 
	The written report is clear and well organized. The vocabulary in the proposal demonstrates an understanding of key terms and concepts (e.g., construct, subject, treatment). The proposal contains few mechanical errors (e.g., punctuation). Proposal is in APA format. The proposed study is ethical.
	The written report is incomplete or unclear. Typical problems include missing or inadequately described sections.

	Reflections 
	Reflections are well-written and may offer unique insights into the research process.
	Reflections about the process of carrying out the study are offered, and may address what was learned, what problems were encountered, what modifications were made to the study along the way. One or two pages from each member of the research team is included. (This is an additional section that is not included in a research report but is part of the learning experience.)
	Reflections may be missing or insipid. Typical problems include too brief of a section or descriptions without insight. 


RSEM5080: Research for Teachers Scores
	
	Above Proficient

(3 points)
	Proficient (2 points)
	Below Proficient (1 point)

	Abstract
	118
	20
	5

	Introduction
	113
	30
	2

	Methods
	92
	51
	2

	Data Analysis
	80
	58
	7

	Results
	40
	33
	3

	Discussion/conclusion
	54
	28
	4

	Limitations
	105
	34
	6

	References
	90
	53
	2

	Written report
	101
	42
	2

	Reflections
	96
	25
	2

	Overall Proficiency
	86
	56
	2


RSEM5120: Introduction to Research Methods PBA Rubric
	
	Exemplary
	Proficient
	Partially Proficient
	Incomplete
	N/A

	Statement of Problem/Purpose (CACREP-2009-2.G.8.a, CACREP-2009-2.G.8.e)

	Descriptive, clear and well-organized introduction, including a research problem, study purpose and one or more research questions.  (9-10 points)
	Descriptions of research problem, study purpose, or research questions are adequate, but may lack clarity or organization.  (6-8 points)
	Missing research problem, study purpose and/or a research question.  (5 or fewer points)
	Section is incomplete so cannot be assessed.
	N/A

	Interpretation of Literature (CACREP-2009-2.G.8.e, CACREP-2009-2.G.8.f)
	Thoughtful, critical analysis of literature and local perspectives in relation to research problem/questions; coherent organization; clear author voice in interpretation; uses six or more strong references.(9-10 points)
	Presents five or more references, but does not provide enough critical analysis in relation to research problem/questions and/or does not achieve coherent organization.  (6-8 points)
	Insufficient references or local perspectives, and/or lack of critical analysis in relation to research problem/questions; incomplete or incoherent presentation of literature.  (5 or fewer points)
	Section is incomplete so cannot be assessed.
	N/A

	Explanation of and justification for study design (CACREP-2009-2.G.8.b, CACREP-2009-2.G.8.c)

	Clear, comprehensive description of all required components of the study:  (1) sample, (2) site/your role, (3) instruments or protocols, (4) data collection process and (5) analysis plan.  (9-10 points)
	Omits one of six required study components and/or presents a somewhat incomplete description of one or more components.  (6-8 points)
	Omits more than one of six required study components and/or presents erroneous or markedly incomplete description of one or more components.  (5 or fewer points)
	Section is incomplete so cannot be assessed.
	N/A

	Analysis and Conclusion (CACREP-2009-2.G.8.f)
	Clear explanation of the results of data analysis (e.g. the values & meanings of descriptive statistics and/or the thematic results of coding analysis); clearly stated connection of results/findings to the research problem, purpose and questions; significant reflection on how the study will/will not improve professional practice and/or will/will not contribute solution of a practical problem.  Clear, comprehensive description of a dissemination plan and an action plan.  (9-10 points)
	Unclear explanation of the results of data analysis (e.g. the values & meanings of descriptive statistics and/or the thematic results of coding analysis) OR results are not clearly connected to the research problem, purpose and questions OR lacks reflection on how the study will/will not improve professional practice and/or will/will not contribute solution of a practical problem.  Incomplete or unclear description of dissemination plan and/or action plan.  (6-8 points)
	Lacks explanation of the results of data analysis OR lacks any connection of results to the research problem, purpose and questions.  Missing a description of dissemination or action plan.  (5 or fewer points)
	Section is incomplete so cannot be assessed.
	N/A


RSEM5120: Introduction to Research Methods Scores
	
	Above Proficient

(4 points)
	Proficient (3 points)
	Partially Proficient (2 points)
	Incomplete (1 point)

	Statement of Problem/Purpose
	74
	25
	1
	0

	Interpretation of Literature
	77
	20
	3
	0

	Explanation of and justification for study design
	79
	14
	7
	0

	Analysis and Conclusions (for complete study)
	49
	29
	3
	0

	Overall Proficiency
	77
	21
	2
	0


4) Results: These courses are taught to mastery by allowing multiple submissions and 
revisions therefore, between the fall of 2018 and summer of 2019, a large majority of participating students taking RSEM5080: Research for Teachers and RSEM 5120: Introduction to Research Methods are at the advanced proficient or exemplary level. For overall proficiency, in RSEM5080: Research for Teachers 59% (n = 86) scored above proficient and for RSEM 5120: Introduction to Research 77% (n = 77) scored exemplary, with 27% (n = 18) scoring proficient. Only 2 scored in the partially proficient in RSEM 5120 and 2 students in RSEM5080 scored below proficient.
5) Interpretation: For the fall, spring, and summer of 2018-2019, the vast majority of our students were mastering the skills we required for this learning outcome as almost 100% of the students fell in the above proficient or proficient/exemplary or proficient categories. 
6) Feedback: Students submitted project reports with hard copy, electronic copy, or both 
near the end of the semester.


7) Closing the Loop: The results of PBA assessments are recorded and discussed at the 
aggregate level. Based on the data we received from LiveText this year, we plan on discussing the syllabi from these courses. We are currently making changes to the rubric for RSEM 5120: Introduction to Research in order to meet the accreditation requirements of the Counseling program. Many of our students in this course come from the Counseling program and thus we need to ensure their experience in the course meets the accreditation requirements. Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year.
Assessment Method #2: Comprehensive Exam Question
1) Sampling: Candidates for RSEM Master’s degree in EPSY PBA fall 2018 to summer 
2019.

2) Data Collection Method: Take-home essay exam.

3) Scoring Method: The primary advisor for the student reviews courses taken during the 
student’s course of study. The comprehensive exam includes at least one question that 
is specifically related to the learning objective. Students have 4 weeks to produce a 
scholarly paper that responds to the question(s). Upon completion of the exam, the 
advisor and two RSEM colleagues review the paper and come to consensus regarding 
successful 
completion of the comprehensive examination. If there is disagreement as 
to scoring (satisfactory or unsatisfactory) on any question, the majority rating is final.
4) Results: Of the students completing comprehensive exams from fall 2018 - summer 2019, 
100% of our students passed comprehensive exam questions related to 
research.


5) Interpretation of Results: Performance on comprehensive exam questions indicates RSEM 
candidate’s proficiency related to their understanding and skills in research.

6) Feedback: Students receive a letter from the University informing them of their 
performance on comprehensive exams.


7) Closing the Loop: Student success on comprehensive exam questions related to this 
learning outcome indicates a high level of competence in research understanding and 
skills. However, if in the future students exhibit lesser competency in this outcome, 
decisions will be made by the faculty as to potential changes in content or emphasis 
for the courses most relevant to the content of comprehensive exam questions with 
this focus. 

Student Learning Outcome #2: Measurement Principles
Changes based on data from 2017-2018 report: Based on our assessment of student learning last year (2017-2018) as well as continued discussions with faculty in programs where many of our students come from (i.e., COUN and SPSY) the RSEM faculty felt the course is meeting the needs of students and have not made significant changes in this course this past year. Last year we updated the course to the new edition of the textbook, added in new survey review for COUN students, and incorporated more measures used by school principals. 
The PBA for this course provides students the opportunity to demonstrate their understanding of principles of psychological measurement by critiquing an existing published measure/survey. Students are particularly expected to be able to: explain basic measurement principles in relation to the measure and critique measures in light of various measurement concepts such as validity and reliability. In an effort to fight grade inflation, the rubric is written so that successful completion of the assignment leads to an assessment of Proficient. In order to score Above Proficient, students need to go beyond the assignment with added information, assessment, and evaluation.
Assessment Method #1: Educational Measurement Project PBA
1) Sampling: During the fall, spring, and summer of 2018-2019, students taking the 
RSEM5110: Introduction to Measurement (N = 69) were assessed using the 
Measurement Principles PBA.
2) Data Collection Methods: Students submitted project reports via Canvas near the end 
of the fall semester.

3) Scoring Method: Performance Based Assessments are rated on a 3 point scale: 
1 = 
Below Proficient; 2 = Proficient; 3 = Above Proficient. Students must receive 
a rating of Proficient or Advanced on each element in order to pass the PBA.
RSEM 5110 Introduction to Measurement PBA

	
	Above Proficient
	Proficient
	Below Proficient

	I. Identification of measure 
	In addition to criteria for proficient, the information for identification of the measure has information that was found through other sources (e.g., Mental Measurements Yearbook, internet, etc.).
	The information for identification of the measure has been taken from the manual and is correct.
	The information for identification of the measure is missing or incorrect.

	II. Description of measure 

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.b

       
	In addition to criteria for proficient, the description of the measure is well written.

The student’s assessment of the information correct and complete.
	The description of the measure is accurate and complete.

The student’s assessment of the information correct and complete.
	The description of the measure is incomplete, inaccurate, or missing. 

The student’s assessment of the information is incomplete, inaccurate, or missing.

	III. Support for measure 

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.c

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.d

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.e


	In addition to criteria for proficient, the support for the measure is well written.

The student’s assessment of the information correct and complete.
	The support for the measure the measure is accurate and complete.

The student’s assessment of the information correct and complete.
	The support for the measure is incomplete, inaccurate, or missing. 

The student’s assessment of the information is incomplete, inaccurate, or missing.

	IV. Reviewer's overall judgments of the measure

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.f

CACREP-2009-2.6.8.Assessment.g


	In addition to criteria for proficient, the reviewer’s overall judgments of the measure are well written.
	The reviewer’s overall judgments of the measure are appropriate and complete.
	The reviewer’s overall judgments of the measure are incomplete, inaccurate, or missing.

	V. Bibliographical references about the measure


	In addition to criteria for proficient, there are no APA errors.
	The references have few APA errors and are complete.
	The references have multiple APA errors, and/or are incomplete, inaccurate, or missing.


RSEM 5110 Introduction to Measurement  Scores
	
	Above Proficient

(3 points)
	Proficient (2 points)
	Partially Proficient (1 points)

	Identification of a Measure
	54
	15
	0

	Description of Measure
	48
	20
	1

	Support of Measure
	39
	26
	4

	Reviewer’s overall judgement of the measure
	40
	24
	4

	Bibliographical references about the measure
	53
	15
	0

	Overall Proficiency
	45
	23
	0


4) Results: In RSEM5110: Introduction to Measurement, forty students were scored with 
the Measurement Principles PBA in fall 2018, spring, and summer 



2019. All students (100%) scored as proficient or above proficient 
in their overall proficiency in the PBA. 

5) Interpretation: The majority of the students in this course demonstrate ability to 
explain basic measurement principles and critique measures. More emphasis has 

been placed on the Support for Measure as many students struggled with this 

area in past years. The data show that this change was effective in helping 

students learn this concept.
6) Feedback: Throughout the semester students submit to the instructor drafts of their 
work so that appropriate guidance and feedback can be provided.


7) Closing the Loop: The results of PBA assessments are recorded and discussed at the 
aggregate level. In past years, the RSEM faculty agreed to focus more of the class 

time on the Support for Measure skills, as many students struggled with this area. This change was beneficial as the scores in this section were higher. Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year. 
Assessment Method #2: Comprehensive Exam

1) Sampling: Candidates for RSEM Master’s degree in EPSY PBA fall 2018-summer



2019.

2) Data Collection Method: Take-home essay exam.

3) Scoring Method: The primary advisor for the student reviews courses taken during the 


student’s course of study. The comprehensive exam includes at least one question 


that is specifically related to the learning objective. Students have 4 weeks to 


produce a scholarly paper that responds to the question(s). Upon completion of 


the 
exam, the advisor and two RSEM colleagues review the paper and come to 


consensus regarding successful completion of the comprehensive examination. If 


there is disagreement as to scoring (satisfactory or unsatisfactory) on any 



question, the majority rating is final. 
4) Results: Of the students completing comprehensive exams from fall 2018-spring 



2019, 100% of our students passed comprehensive exam questions related to 


measurement.


5) Interpretation of Results: Performance on comprehensive exam questions indicates RSEM 


candidate’s proficiency related to their understanding and skills in educational 


measurement.

6) Feedback: Students receive a letter from the University informing them of their 



performance on comprehensive exams.


7) Closing the Loop: Student success on comprehensive exam questions related to this 


learning outcome indicates a high level of competence in measurement. However, 

if in the future students exhibit lesser competency in this outcome, decisions will 


be made by the faculty as to potential changes in content or emphasis for the 


courses most relevant to the content of comprehensive exam questions with this 


focus. 
Student Learning Outcome #3: Statistics and Analysis
Changes based on data from 2017-2018 report: The RSEM faculty reviewed the data included in the 2017-2018 report. From the report, we noted none of the instructors had reported data on this Student Learning Outcome. Thus, we had planned on revising the rubric. The past rubric was much too detailed and created a barrier for many instructors. Hopefully, with a revised (and shorter) rubric, more instructors will have data for this learning outcome. Thus, the REM faculty drastically revised the rubric for this course. We used the revised rubric for this the 2018-2019 year.
Students demonstrate their understanding of statistics and analysis by collecting, checking assumptions, and analyzing data. Students are particularly expected to be able to: explain basic statistical concepts and techniques, identify and perform appropriate analyses based on their research question(s), and interpret the results of statistical analyses. 
Assessment Method #1: Statistics PBA
1) Sampling: During the fall of 2018, spring and summer of 2019, students taking the 
RSEM5100: Basic Statistics (N = 42) were assessed using the Statistics and Analysis PBA, but only overall proficiency scores were recorded.
2) Data Collection Methods: Students submitted project reports and quizzes with hard 
copy, electronic copy or both throughout the semester.

3) Scoring Method: Performance Based Assessments for RSEM5100 Basic Statistic are 
rated on a 3 point scale: 1 = Below Proficient; 2 = Partially Proficient; 3 = 
Proficient; and 4 = Above Proficient. Students must receive a rating of Proficient 
or Above Proficient on each element in order to pass the PBA.
RSEM 5100 Basic Statistics Rubric 
	
	Below Proficient 
	Proficient 
	Above Proficient 

	Understanding of Descriptive Statistics including central tendency and distributions
	Unable to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding: 

1.) calculate and interpret mean, median, mode; 

2.) define and compare distributions of data
	Ability to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding: 

1.) calculate and interpret mean, median, mode; 

2.) define and compare distributions of data
	Ability to correctly answer 90% of questions regarding: 

1.) calculate and interpret mean, median, mode; 

2.) define and compare distributions of data

	Understanding and application of Relative Standing 
	Unable to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) z scores and percentile ranking

2.) standard deviation and variance comparison
	Ability to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) z scores and percentile ranking

2.) standard deviation and variance comparison
	Ability to correctly answer 90% of questions regarding: 

1.) z scores and percentile ranking

2.) standard deviation and variance comparison 

	Understanding of Hypothesis testing and Central Limit Theorem
	Unable to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) Write hypotheses and interpret process 

2.) Interpretation of Central Limit Theorem 

3.) Calculate and interpret Standard Error
	Ability to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) Write hypotheses and interpret process 

2.) Interpretation of Central Limit Theorem 

3.) Calculate and interpret Standard Error
	Ability to correctly answer 90% of questions regarding: 

1.) Write hypotheses and interpret process 

2.) Interpretation of Central Limit Theorem 

3.) Calculate and interpret Standard Error

	Application of t tests, correlation, and regression concepts 
	Unable to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) Calculate and interpret t tests 

2.) Calculate and interpret correlations 

3.) Calculate and interpret simple regression lines
	Ability to correctly answer 80% of questions regarding:

1.) Calculate and interpret t tests 

2.) Calculate and interpret correlations 

3.) Calculate and interpret simple regression lines
	Ability to correctly answer 90% of questions regarding: 

1.) Calculate and interpret t tests 

2.) Calculate and interpret correlations 

3.) Calculate and interpret simple regression lines 


RSEM 5100 Basic Statistics  Scores
	
	Above Proficient

(3 points)
	Proficient (2 points)
	Below Proficient (1 point)

	Understanding of Descriptive Statistics including central tendency and distributions


	38
	4
	-

	Understanding and application of Relative Standing 


	34
	4
	4

	Understanding of Hypothesis testing and Central Limit Theorem


	39
	3
	-

	Application of t tests, correlation, and regression concepts 


	42
	-
	-


4) Results: For the course RSEM5100 Basic Statistics, the majority of the students were Above Proficient (n = 20, 87%) for most concepts and only 4 (9%) were Proficient for a few concepts. Four of the students were scored as being Below Proficient for a few concepts. All students (n = 42, 100%) scored Above Proficient on the most advanced concept in the course “Application of t tests, correlation, and regression concepts.”

5) Interpretation: For the course RSEM5100 Basic Statistics, most students 



demonstrate ability to explain basic statistical concepts and techniques, identify 


and perform appropriate analyses based on their research question(s), and 



interpret the results of statistical analyses. 

6) Feedback: For the course RSEM5100 Basic Statistics, throughout the semester students 

submit multiple quizzes to the instructor so that appropriate guidance and 



feedback can be provided.



7) Closing the Loop: The results of PBA assessments are recorded and discussed at the 
aggregate level. We did not include an “Overall Proficiency” on the rubric this past year. We will add this for the current year so we have an understanding of student’s overall proficiency.
Assessment Method #2: Comprehensive Exam
1) Sampling: Candidates for RSEM Master’s degree in EPSY PBA fall 2018-summer
2019.

2) Data Collection Method: Take-home essay exam.

3) Scoring Method: The primary advisor for the student reviews courses taken during the 

student’s course of study. The comprehensive exam includes at least one question that 
is specifically related to the learning objective. Students have 4 weeks to produce a 
scholarly paper that responds to the question(s). Upon completion of the exam, the 
advisor and two RSEM colleagues review the paper and come to consensus regarding 
successful 
completion of the comprehensive examination. If there is disagreement as 
to scoring (satisfactory or unsatisfactory) on any question, the majority rating is final. 
4) Results: Of the students completing comprehensive exams from fall 2018-summer
2019, 
100% of our students passed comprehensive exam questions related to statistics and 
analysis.
5) Interpretation of Results: Performance on comprehensive exam questions indicates RSEM 
candidate’s proficiency related to their understanding and skills in statistics and 
analysis.
6) Feedback: Students receive a letter from the University informing them of their 
performance on comprehensive exams.


7) Use of assessment data for program improvement: Student success on comprehensive 
exam questions related to this learning outcome indicates a high level of competence 
in statistics and analysis. However, if in the future students exhibit lesser competency 
in this outcome, decisions will be made by the faculty as to potential changes in 
content or emphasis for the courses most relevant to the content of comprehensive 
exam questions with this focus. 

Student Learning Outcome #4: Evaluation
Changes based on data from 2017-2018 report: The RSEM faculty reviewed the data included in the 2017-2018 report. In the summer of 2018, the Psy.D. faculty came to RSEM faculty to let us know the Evaluation course was not meeting their students’ needs. After discussion, it was decided to move the course from year 1 to year 2 of the Psy.D. students’ program, so that the students would have more RSEM courses taken before they completed the evaluation course. Therefore, we did not offer the Evaluation course this past year and do not have data for the Evaluation PBA.
Students demonstrate their understanding of principles of quantitative statistics by developing, piloting, and analyzing original data. Students are particularly expected to be able to: explain the essential elements of conceptual frameworks for program evaluation, and operationalize the elements by designing and/or conducting evaluation studies.
Assessment Method #1: Evaluation PBA

1) Sampling: During the spring 2019 semester we did not offer RSEM 7210 
Evaluation, therefore no students (N = 0) were assessed using the Evaluation Plan 
PBA.
2) Data Collection Methods: During years when data are collected, students submit 
project reports with hard copy, electronic copy or both throughout the semester.

3) Scoring Method: Performance Based Assessments are rated on a 4 point scale: 
1 = 
Limited; 2 = Developing; 3 = Capable; and 4 = Effective. Students must receive a 
rating of Capable or Effective on each element in order to pass the PBA.

4) Results: During the spring 2019 semester we did not offer RSEM 7210 
Evaluation, 

therefore no students (N = 0) were assessed using the Evaluation Plan 

PBA.

5) Interpretation: During the spring 2019 semester we did not offer RSEM 7210 
Evaluation, therefore no students (N = 0) were assessed using the Evaluation Plan 

PBA.


6) Feedback: During years when data are collected, throughout the semester students 
submit their evaluation report to the instructor so that appropriate guidance and feedback can be provided.


8) Closing the Loop: The results of PBA assessments are recorded and discussed at the 
aggregate level. We plan on offering this course in spring 2020. We plan on continuing to change this course to better fit the needs of the students and to better align with the national standards. Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year.
Assessment Method #2: Evaluation PBA

1) Sampling: Candidates for RSEM Master’s degree PBA fall 2018 - summer 2019.

2) Data Collection Method: Take-home essay exam.

3) Scoring Method: The primary advisor for the student reviews courses taken during the 
student’s course of study. The comprehensive exam includes at least one question that 
is specifically related to the learning objective. Students have 4 weeks to produce a 
scholarly paper that responds to the question(s). Upon completion of the exam, the 
advisor and two RSEM colleagues review the paper and come to consensus regarding 
successful 
completion of the comprehensive examination. If there is disagreement as 
to scoring (satisfactory or unsatisfactory) on any question, the majority rating is final. 
4) Results: Of the students completing comprehensive exams from fall 2018 - summer 2019, 
100% of our students passed comprehensive exam questions related to 
evaluation.


5) Interpretation of Results: Performance on comprehensive exam questions indicates RSEM 
candidate’s proficiency related to their understanding and skills in evaluation.

6) Feedback: Students receive a letter from the University informing them of their 
performance on comprehensive exams.


7) Use of assessment data for program improvement: Student success on comprehensive 
exam questions related to this learning outcome indicates a high level of competence 
in evaluation. However, if in the future students exhibit lesser competency in this 
outcome, decisions will be made by the faculty as to potential changes in content or 
emphasis for the courses most relevant to the content of comprehensive exam 
questions with this focus. 
Assessment Plans for Upcoming Academic Year

As assessment is an ongoing process, student assessment data continually inform RSEM faculty decisions. In fact, the RSEM faculty have already used the results from our 2018-2019 report to make changes to the program. 
As stated above we have made changes and plan to continue to make changes from the results of the data in regard to the learning outcomes in all four areas. There are two overarching issues that have arisen this past year: (1) our master’s level courses are extremely large, and we have been discussing ways to be sure we are meeting all of our students needs, and (2) we are working to ensure our course content meets the criteria for multiple programs’ accreditations. The first issue of having large courses has been an on-going issue for many years. The RSEM faculty are discussing how to ensure that all students in our courses are having their needs met. For the second issue of working to ensure our course content meets the criteria for multiple programs’ accreditations, we are working closely with faculty from other programs to revise courses and add content. 
For the learning outcome of Research Understanding and Skills, based on the data we received from LiveText last year, similarly to previous years we plan on discussing the course and syllabi with faculty from other programs. Many students taking these courses are planning on completing a thesis. Therefore, even though students are doing well in these courses, we want to ensure that they are learning what they will need for thesis work. Furthermore, we are in the process of revising this course to meet the newest standards for The Council for Accreditation of Counseling and Related Educational Programs (CACREP) and Commission on Accreditation for Marriage and Family Therapy Education (COAMFTE). Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year.
For the learning outcome of Measurement Principles, based on our assessment of student learning last year (2017-2018) as well as continued discussions with faculty in programs where many of our students come from (i.e., COUN and SPSY) the RSEM faculty felt the course is meeting the needs of students. We have updated the course to the new edition of the textbook and differentiated part of the course for the SPSY students. We will continue to provide more practice to see if this increases students’ proficiency. Furthermore, we are in the process of revising this course to meet the newest standards for The Council for Accreditation of Counseling and Related Educational Programs (CACREP) and Commission on Accreditation for Marriage and Family Therapy Education (COAMFTE). Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year.
For the learning outcome of Statistics and Analysis, we have revised the rubric to shorten it so that more instructors report scores for the entire rubric. We will add an “overall proficiency” to the rubric for data collected this coming academic year. Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year. 
Finally, for the learning outcome of Evaluation we did not have data for this year for the Evaluation PBA. We did not offer the Evaluation course during the spring of 2019 due to program changes. In the future, we will be offering it every year. Results are used to inform program planning and decisions during the next academic year.
The RSEM faculty have developed an assessment plan for the 2019-2020 year that builds on the work we have already accomplished. First, we plan to continue to use the PBAs and comprehensive exams for the four learning outcomes. The data we have gleaned from the PBAs and comprehensive exams has already shown us that we need to make changes and has assisted us in better understanding what concepts and how well students are learning. 
Second, the RSEM faculty have developed a process of overseeing all courses (those taught by full-time faculty as well as lecturers) so we can better understand student learning. The process includes requiring all instructors to submit three items each semester: the current syllabi, the top two papers from a major assignment in the course, and the bottom two papers from a major assignment in the course. The RSEM faculty are working on discussing this information for every course, every semester. Our hope is for this process to assist us in understanding what students are learning so we can base changes on this data.
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