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SCHEDULE OF ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES*

Please complete the schedule of assessment activities below by listing all program Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) by number down the left column and indicating when data were/will be collected (C) and when they were/will be discussed (D) by your faculty. You can also schedule/track program changes resulting from your assessment activities by indicating an “I” (implemented changes) where relevant. This schedule is meant to be fluid; providing a proposed schedule for future assessment while at the same time, providing a record of your efforts as the program planning cycle progresses.
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*Note: This template is based on a five-year program planning cycle. If your program planning follows another cycle (e.g., based on accreditation), please feel free to add (or subtract) columns as necessary.

	1.1 Students will demonstrate breadth of knowledge of a variety of psychotherapy theories and in-depth knowledge of one chosen theory of intervention


1.1.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – 8 first year students completed a comprehensive multiple-choice exam (180 questions) along with 2 clinical vignettes that required application of material to hypothetical clients.  12-second year students completed a 35 page written comprehensive exam that demonstrated application of theory and principles to a particular client.  
75% of first and second year students passed the comprehensive exams without revisions; 25% were required to submit revisions and passed subsequently.  No students failed.
Spring 2007 – 11 first year students completed a comprehensive multiple choice exam (200 questions) along with 2 clinical vignettes that required application to hypothetical clients.  11 second year students completed a 35 page written comprehensive exam that demonstrated application of theory and principles to a particular client.
72% (8/11) of first year MS clinical students passed the multiple choice examination during the first administration.  The remaining 25% (3) passed with the second administration.  

64% (7/11) of first year MS clinical students passed the vignette portion of the comprehensive examination; 18% (2) passed with the second administration.  One student (9%) failed after petitioning for a third administration and was dismissed from the program.  One other student petitioned and will re-take the exam in Spring 2008.

1.1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – Faculty reviewed findings of first year exam that were consistent with previous years.  Multiple-choice questions were analyzed and poor questions thrown out.  Clinical vignettes were reviewed and discussed for applicability.
1.1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – New multiple choice and clinical vignettes will be introduced in the first year comprehensive exam scheduled for Spring 2007
1.1.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
	1.2 Students will demonstrate knowledge of empirically supported clinical interventions and evidence ability to select treatments for individual clients given this literature  


1.2.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – The clinical vignette portion of the first year exam and the second year comprehensive exam were used to assess this SLO.  All second year students successfully passed their comprehensive exit exam.

Spring 2007 – 1st year students demonstrate knowledge of empirically supported clinical interventions through their performance on the clinical vignette portion of the first year exam and second year students demonstrate this knowledge through their case presentation. All second year students successfully passed their comprehensive exit exam.

1.2.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 1.1.2

1.2.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 1.1.3

1.2.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
	2.1 Students will demonstrate effective integration and communication of clinical case material.  


2.1.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – The second year comprehensive exam includes an oral defense of the case.  Students are required to read the exams of 2 other students and are questioned by 2 clinical faculty members.  All second year students successfully passed their comprehensive exit exam.

Spring 2007 – The second year comprehensive exam includes an oral defense of the case.  Students are required to read the exams of 2 other students and are questioned by 2 clinical faculty members. All second year students successfully passed and orally defended their comprehensive exit exam

2.1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – A clinical retreat was held in June 2006, which included discussion of the content and process of first and second year comprehensive exams. 
2.1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – It was decided that we would continue to have small groups of 2-3 students in each examination and to have two clinical faculty members as examiners.
2.1.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	2.2 Students will demonstrate the ability to synthesize contextual and cultural variables into presentations of client materials.  


2.2.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

Spring 2007 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

2.2.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.2

2.2.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.3

2.2.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	2.3 Students will effectively respond to queries about clinical material and engage in discussions about their clients with supervisors and peers.


2.3.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

Spring 2007 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

2.3.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.2

2.3.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.3

2.3.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	2.4 Students will be able to think and discuss cases other than their own, applying theories, principles, and relevant empirical findings to those cases.


2.4.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

Spring 2007 – See discussion in section 2.1.1

2.4.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.2

2.4.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – See discussion in section 2.1.3

2.4.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	3.1 Students will demonstrate understanding of different assessment devices and strategies for assessing client outcome over the course of treatment including standardized nomothetic and idiographic approaches.


3.1.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – The second year comprehensive exam requires students to identify what assessment procedures were used with their client and to present this date in a table or graph format. All second year students demonstrated knowledge of assessment procedures, data collection, and data presentation.

Spring 2007 – The second year comprehensive exam requires students to identify what assessment procedures were used with their client and to present this data in a table or graph format.  First year students complete a behavior change paper in Psy290 (meets writing requirement) that requires identification and use of nomothetic and idiographic assessments. All second year students successfully demonstrated use of assessment information and data analysis in their comprehensive exit exam
3.1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – The clinical retreat included discussion of how to incorporate both nomothetic and idiographic assessment procedures in case presentations and write-ups
3.1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

3.1.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	4.1 Students will demonstrate depth and breadth of understanding in areas including, but not limited to, psychotherapy theory, service delivery, ethics, assessment, research methods, family therapy, cultural diversity, psychopharmacology, and issues relevant to adult and child clinical populations. Students will be able to apply this knowledge to clinical cases.


4.1.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – Students demonstrate depth and breadth of knowledge through the 1st year comprehensive exam that has both multiple choice questions and clinical vignettes. All first year students passed their first year comprehensive exam.

Spring 2007 – Students demonstrate depth and breadth of knowledge through the 1st year comprehensive exam that has both multiple choice questions and clinical vignettes. 81% (9/11) first year students demonstrated depth of clinical knowledge through successful completion of their first year.  One student was dismissed and the other will take the exam again in Spring 2008.

4.1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Spring 2006 – The clinical retreat included a discussion of how to better facilitate both theory and methods of therapy into the program.
4.1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
Spring 2006 – It was decided that Psy258 would emphasize more theory and Psy224 more methods.  This change was incorporated into these courses in F2006 and S2007.
4.1.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	5.1 Students will demonstrate fulfillment of coursework and other pre-degree licensing requirements outlined by the Board of Behavioral Sciences.


5.1.1 Data Collection:
For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

Spring 2006 – The Board of Behavioral Science (BBS) was contacted to determine continued fulfillment of pre-licensing requirements. The BBS informed us that a 50-unit program, rather than a 48-unit program, would meet all the pre-degree licensure requirements.

Fall 2006 – Board of Behavioral Science was contacted to identify any changes in pre-degree MFT licensure requirements.  Although it is likely that additional course work and pre-degree practicum hours will be required in the future, no changes were put in effect this year.
100% of students in the MS clinical program passed with a B- or higher BBS approved pre-degree courses for becoming licensed as a Marriage and Family Therapist.  For the first year students these courses included Psy203, 210, 222, and 258.  For the second year students, these courses included Psy223B, 224B, 248, and 228.  With the exception of Psy248 (fieldwork), all courses were taught by full-time tenure, or tenure-track, clinical faculty.
Spring 2007 – BBS is consulted to determine pre-degree licensure requirements. The program continues to meet requirements of the Board of Behavioral Science

5.1.2 What have you learn about this Student Learning Outcome?
Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Fall 2006 – Updates from the BBS will be discussed with the clinical faculty.  Likely changes will include pre-degree practicum requirement of 500 hours and additional course work in case management and recovery models.  This could result in the MS clinical program becoming a three-year program.
5.1.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?

Spring 2006 – The MS program was changed from a 48-unit program to a 50-unit program
5.1.4 Results of Action Items

What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
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