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I. Review previous assessment reports submitted for this course and provide the following 

information. 

1. Was this course previously assessed and if so, when?  

Yes  

Fall 2008 

2. Briefly describe the results of previous assessment report(s).  

Two outcomes were used for the previous assessment report. 

Outcome 1: Identify the pertinent anatomy and external landmarks on 

radiographic images of the skull. For this outcome, data from a unit test on the 

facial bones and the final exam indicated students had the ability to identify 

skeletal anatomy and topographic landmarks. 

Outcome 2: Demonstrate the ability to obtain quality radiographs of the 

skull. Data from lab evaluations indicated students are proficient in performing 

imaging of the skull in the lab setting. 

3. Briefly describe the Action Plan/Intended Changes from the previous report(s), when 

and how changes were implemented.  

Intended changes included implementing homework assignments in Blackboard 

and including lecture modules; both were implemented. 

II. Assessment Results per Student Learning Outcome 

Outcome 1: Identify the pertinent anatomy and external landmarks on radiographic images 

of the skull.  



 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Departmental final examination on Blackboard 

o Assessment Date: Winter  

o Course section(s)/other population: Three sections of this course is offered 

per year 

o Number students to be assessed: Number of students to be assessed is 

approximately 12 students per section 

o How the assessment will be scored:  

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment:  

o Who will score and analyze the data:  

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021         

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

21 19 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

Two students did not complete the assignment. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

There are three sections for this course. Each section is taught on the same day, 

and all students were included. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

The standard of success was not stated on the previous master syllabi and the 

faculty preparer has retired.  



Rather than using the course final exam, I used an assignment in Blackboard that 

specifically focused on the student's ability to identify radiographic positioning 

lines and topographic landmarks for imaging of the skull. A maximum of nineteen 

points (19) were allotted. The scores were calculated based on the answers 

provided. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 

The standard of success was not stated on the previous master syllabi and the 

faculty preparer has retired.  

I chose to use the following standard of success for this outcome: 100% of the 

students will achieve a score of 80% or higher on this assignment. Based on this 

standard, 14 students achieved a score of 90% or above and 5 students achieved a 

score of 80% or above. Therefore, students met the defined standard of success. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Based on the results of this assessment, this cohort demonstrated the ability to 

identify facial and topographic landmarks commonly used for radiographic 

imaging of the skull. The lowest score for this assignment was 16 out of 19. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

This is the first time I have used this tool to assess this course. The master syllabus 

has been updated to reflect the new tool used for this assessment report. I will need 

an additional assessment cycle before implementing plans for continuous 

improvement.  

 

 

Outcome 2: Demonstrate the ability to obtain quality radiographs of the skull.  

 Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: Checklist from laboratory performance 

o Assessment Date: Winter  

o Course section(s)/other population: Three sections of this course is offered 

per year 



o Number students to be assessed: Number of students to be assessed is 

approximately 12 students per section 

o How the assessment will be scored:  

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment:  

o Who will score and analyze the data:  

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) 
Winter (indicate years 

below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 

below) 

2021         

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 

21 21 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 

please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 

or did not complete activity.  

All enrolled students were assessed for this outcome. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 

evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 

selection criteria.  

There are three sections for this course. Each section is taught on the same day, 

and all students were included. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 

tool and how it was scored.  

The standard of success was not stated on the previous master syllabi and the 

faculty preparer has retired.  

Rather than using the original assessment tool, I used an image evaluation rubric 

created in Blackboard. A maximum of twenty-seven points (27) possible for this 

evaluation. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 

during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 

learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 

outcome and tool.  



Met Standard of Success: Yes 

The standard of success was not stated on the previous master syllabi and the 

faculty preparer has retired.  

I chose to use the following standard of success for this outcome: 100% of the 

students will achieve a score of 80% or higher on the image evaluation. Based on 

this standard, 20 students achieved a score of 90% or above and 1 student 

achieved a score of 80% or above. Therefore, students met the defined standard of 

success. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 

in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Based on the results of this assessment, this cohort demonstrated the ability to 

create quality radiographic images of the skull. The lowest score for this 

evaluation was 25 out of 27. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 

achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 

success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

This is the first time I have used this tool to assess this course. The master syllabus 

has been updated to reflect the new tool used for this assessment report. As stated 

earlier, I will need an additional assessment cycle before implementing plans for 

continuous improvement.  

 

III. Course Summary and Intended Changes Based on Assessment Results 

1. Based on the previous report's Intended Change(s) identified in Section I above, 

please discuss how effective the changes were in improving student learning.  

No changes were indicated on the last assessment report. 

2. Describe your overall impression of how this course is meeting the needs of 

students. Did the assessment process bring to light anything about student 

achievement of learning outcomes that surprised you?  

RAD 215 is meeting the students' needs by teaching them the skills necessary to 

identify positioning landmarks and taking quality radiographic images of the skull 

in the lab setting. Students are then required to perform specific radiographic 

procedures of the skull in the clinical setting on patients. Students must 

demonstrate competency when performing these procedures and are evaluated by 

their assigned clinical instructor.   



3. Describe when and how this information, including the action plan, was or will be 

shared with Departmental Faculty.  

The results of this assessment will be shared with program faculty during our 

regular program faculty meeting. 

4.  

Intended Change(s)  

Intended Change 
Description of the 

change 
Rationale 

Implementation 

Date 

Other: Update 

master syllabus 

Remove and update 

the current student 

learning outcomes 

and assessment 

tools.  

The changes will 

provide a more 

comprehensive 

assessment of the 

course. 

2022 

5. Is there anything that you would like to mention that was not already captured?  

N/A 

III. Attached Files 

Image Evaluation Data 

Positioning Landmarks Data 

Faculty/Preparer:  William Nelson  Date: 04/12/2022  

Department Chair:  Kristina Sprague  Date: 04/19/2022  

Dean:  Shari Lambert  Date: 04/21/2022  

Assessment Committee Chair:  Shawn Deron  Date: 06/13/2022  

  

 

documents/Column%20Statistics%20?%20RAD%20215_%20Radiography%20of%20the%20Skull%20Image%20Evaluation.pdf
documents/Column%20Statistics%20?%20RAD%20215_%20Radiography%20of%20the%20Skull%20Positioning%20Landmarks.pdf









	RAD215_CAR.pdf
	car_rad215.pdf

