Assessment: Course Four Column
Spring/Summer 2018

El Camino: Course SLOs (HSA) - Radiologic Technology
ECC: MEDT 1:Medical Terminology
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Identify Terms - Students will
identify medical terms as relates to
the body systems, including Greek
and Latin terms.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students will
assess their knowledge of medical
terms in either Greek or Latin
through a fill in the blank 15 point
exam. Students will provide the
English definition of a medical term
on 8 questions, will define 2 surgical
abbreviations, and provide the
Greek or Latin definition of 5 English
medical terms.
Standard and Target for Success: It
is expected that 85% of students will
score 75% or above on this SLO

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
3 sections were assessed, the total number of students =
104. 95 students scored 75% or above. The 9 that did not
meet the standard most likely due to English being their
second language. (09/12/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 98
Faculty Assessment Leader: Jo Moore

Action: ESL and instructor have
developed a tutorial for ESL
students using a handout with
core terms. (05/12/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Class is now running
at South Bay Adult Ed.
(09/05/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
40 students completed the 15 point fill in the blank quiz on
Unit 15. The material was from material studied in their
textbook as homework. The material is reviewed and then
a quiz is provided. There were 40 students with scores as
follows:
A 90% - 15 - 13.5
21 students
B 80% 13 - 12
8 students
C 70% 11.5 - 10
7 students
D 60% 9.5 - 8
3 students
F 50% 7.5 1 student
34 students finished above the 75% rate. 85% of students
finished at or above 75%.
(09/17/2015)

Action: I will refer students to the
learning center earlier for
assistance in adapting their
learning styles. I will have
students work with flash cards and
have them create Quizlets to assist
them in their memorization of
medical terms. I will assist
students in forming study groups.
(04/22/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: I followed through on
all of the improvements in
teaching strategies, and the
students were more engaged in
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results
Faculty Assessment Leader: Josephine Moore

01/21/2020
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Actions
the learning process. It really
helped students with a variety of
learning styles. (09/08/2016)
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ECC: RTEC 104:Clinical Education 1
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Body Mechanic - Students will
demonstrate correct principles of
body mechanics in the clinical setting.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Summer 2015), 2017-18 (Summer
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment Students were given 10 pictures, 5 of
which were poor body mechanics
and 5 were proper body mechanics.
They also had 3 questions related to
body mechanics on an assignment.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will score 75% of 100% on
proper body mechanics.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Summer 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Since the previous instructor left, the previous assignment
was not available. A new assignment was developed. So
the results may not indicate the same information.
Students were shown 10 different images of a person
performing tasks. The students were to identify whether
proper body mechanics were followed for the action
depicted. 85% of the students were able to identify
correctly on 9 out of 10 questions. (10/15/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 85
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Eric Villa

Action: During the 1st year
orientation, a unit on body
mechanics was covered in class
before sending students to clinic. I
feel that this specific instruction
was helpful in the students being
more successful on this skill. We
will continue to develop the unit
on body mechanics. With
continued success in the SLO, we
might consider raising the
standard to 90%. (09/01/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Summer 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
There were 8 questions and 19 students who scored
101/152= 66%. Students were not able to identify proper
body mechanics. It appears there is a deficit in proper body
mechanics, as I revisited the curriculum we depend on the
clinical educators, clinical instructors and clinical sites to
reinforce body mechanics. But it appears that students are
not obtaining the proper body mechanics that should be
utilized. (08/28/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman,
Colleen McFaul, Arshad Fazalbhoy, Naveed Hussain, Matt
Trites, Sivi Carson, Tino Lopez, Rosa Luna, Joel Sanchez

Action: Curriculum needs to be
revised in the clinical courses to
include a workshop on body
mechanics. Faculty will need to
discuss whether this can be done
on campus or whether it can be
done by educators at the
hospitals. A PP with questions
regarding body mechanics will be
posted on ETUDES to remediate
this group of students.
(12/11/2015)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes
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ECC: RTEC 107:Clinical Experience 2
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Upper Extremity Techniques Students will identify appropriate
exposure factors on a control panel
for upper extremities.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Essay/Written Assignment - A
written assignment was given asking
the students to identify appropriate
techniques demonstrating former
extremities. There were four upper
extremities asking for techniques to
include KVP and MAS for each.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will score an average of
73% on their section of proper
techniques for upper extremities.
Additional Information: The
students were given AP hand, Lateral
wrist, AP forearm, and lateral finger
and asked to choose appropriate
KVP and MAS that meets the current
criteria for DR and CR techniques.
This standard involves increasing
KVP and decreasing MAS to maintain
ALARA.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Students were given sample techniques for upper
extremities. Student were asked to identify a proper
technique for each. 15 students were able to correctly
identify appropriate technique and 8 students were unable
to arrive at a good technique. This is only a 63% success
rate. More work needs to be done to improve this success
rate. (06/04/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 63
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman, Eric
Villa, Sivi Carson, Jeff Bradshaw,

Action: Clinical Educators need to
emphasize choosing techniques
when the students are in clinic.
The use of AEC should be curtailed
for beginning students. Written
assignments can be given over the
course of semester to help
develop this skill. These can be
done on Canvas. (06/04/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: Discussion at both the
Fall and the Spring Advisory
meeting resulted in an agreement
from the clinical sites that better
education on technique needs to
begin with the clinics.
Additionally, more critical
thinking questions were on the
clinical exams. Student who did
not score well were remediated.
(07/03/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
The students did very poorly on selecting techniques for this
section. The students scored an average of 27% in the
ability to select proper techniques for CR and DR minimizing
patient dosage. The problem seems to stem from
technologists not being properly trained on the benefits of
increased KVP and decreased MAS on digital imaging. There
are many technologist not formerly trained on digital
equipment and and using FS techniques. They further push
the students to use the FS techniques causing confusion in
the appropriate techniques for digital imaging. This is a
grave concern amongst the radiology community at large
and it must be addressed within our hospitals who are

Action: Clinical faculty will need to
meet to discuss these poor
outcomes. The discussion will
include how we can address the
deficiency. To follow up we will
also need to talk to the hospitals
and also offer some continuing
education for our clinical
instructors at the clinical site to
train them on DR equipment so
that they can better mentor to our
students. An assessment of what
is being taught in clinical will need
to be assessed, as well as in the
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Course SLOs

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

training students. (07/10/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman,
Colleen Mcfaul, Arshad Fazalbhoy

clinical courses. (01/15/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: In didactic courses
and lab courses the emphasis on
knowing there techniques is being
reiterated. We have added a
technique book that they must
turn in twice a semester to
evaluated their techniques for
appropriateness. We are having a
clinical instructor meeting in
November to discuss some of
these concerns and try to come
up with a solution. (09/16/2016)
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ECC: RTEC 109:Clinical Experience 3
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Contrast Routes - Students
will identify the routes of
administering contrast media for
fluoroscopic examinations.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Summer 2014), 2017-18 (Summer
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Clinical Final Exam
will have questions pertaining to
contrast media.
Standard and Target for Success:
73% out of 100% on the contrast
media related questions.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Summer 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Questions from the clinical final were assessed separately
from the rest of the student's grade. There were only 10
questions on the 140 point clinical final related to contrast
media administration. These questions were spread out
among the multiple choice section, the fill-in section and
the image section. On average, the students were able to
answer 70% of the questions correctly. So the standard was
not met. However, many students failed to properly
identify problems on the image section. They were more
successful on the multiple choice section. Since our job
relates to images, we will need to evaluate how we can
instruct students better on the images of contrast media
exams and how the contrast is induced into the patient.
(10/15/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 70
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman

Action: I suggest a more dedicated
section on the clinical final to
contrast media administration.
This will give a better idea of how
our students are performing in the
clinical setting. (06/01/2019)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Summer 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
Student scored 59% out of 100% on the portion of the
clinical final related to contrast media for fluoroscopic
examinations. This does not meet our benchmark of 73%.
(09/05/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman, Sivi
Carson, Matt Trites, Colleen McFaul, Valentino Lopez,
Arshad Fazalbhoy and Naveed Hussain

Action: Clinical faculty will need to
meet to discuss better methods
to teach the material. During our
faculty meeting we will need to
come up with remediation for this
group that scored low, as it vital to
their success as a radiographer.
For future students, we will need
to develop handouts and possibly
modify curriculum to assure the
content is taught and the
benchmark achieved.
(09/05/2015)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: The faculty met on
January 14 and a survey was sent

Generated by Nuventive Improve

Page 6 of 22

Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
to clinical faculty inquiring how
we can modify our didactic
teaching and/or clinical teaching
to meet this objective.
(01/15/2015)
Follow-Up: The faculty will be
meeting in January 2015 to
discuss how we can teach the
material differently to have more
success. C. McFaul and G. Colunga
will be making some changes in
curriculum this Spring 2015 to
help address this issue.
(12/18/2014)

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC 124:Radiographic Positioning 1B
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Modification for Patient
Condition - Students will assess
patient’s condition and pathology,
and then make appropriate
modifications to the procedures
based on their condition.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Presentation/Skill Demonstration Using the grading rubric for the
simulated positioning test, and
radiographic phantom exposures,
students will assess patient’s
condition and pathology and make
appropriate modifications to the
procedures based on their condition.
The are two evaluation tools used to
measure this SLO:
1) End of Semester Clinical
Evaluation Section# A 3, B3, G2 - 5
(RTEC 109 & 220) - which will
measure results of both first year
and second year students.
2) RT 124 Simulated Evaluation for
Critically Ill, Peds & Geriatric patients
– Section 1A-D – Patient Care
For this SLO assessment cycle, the #2
evaluation tool will be used for the
data, analysis and results

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Using the grading rubric for the simulated positioning test,
and radiographic phantom exposures, students will assess
patient’s condition and pathology and make appropriate
modifications to the procedures based on their condition.
The are two evaluation tools used to measure this SLO:
The tool used is the RT 124 Simulated Evaluation for
Critically Ill, Peds & Geriatric patients – Section 1A-D –
Patient Care
90% of the class will average > 5/6 points possible (n= # of
Students x 9 Evals)
(We have eliminated using the results from the End of
Semester Clinical Evaluation Section# A 3, B3, G2 - 5 (RTEC
109 & 220) -as this is already assessed in the Clinical
courses) (10/20/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 90
Faculty Assessment Leader: Dawn Charman

Action: 90% of the class will obtain
at least 5/6 points in this catagory
This assessment has been tracked
for 4 years. Results:
YR Trend (n= # of Students x 9
Evals)
2016
N= 207
ave 5.4
(94%)
2017
N=189
ave 5.3
(91%)
2018
N=171
ave 5.3
(96%)
2019
N=198
ave 5.4
(94%)
ANALYSIS Benchmark is met, but
varies each year. Compared to
last assessment cycle- similar
variable results. Results for 2017
show that slight decline. There
were a couple of students who
struggled in this class, and did not
pass many of the simulations resulting in a lower overall
average for the class. Using more
"role play during the practice
phase of the lab may be
contributing to the overall
improvement of the results
(10/20/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
This assessment has been tracked for 4 years. Results:
YR Trend (n= # of Students x 9 Evals)
2012
N=189
ave 5.1

Action: ACTION PLAN SUMMARY
The primary instructor has
remained the same, but lab aides
and 2nd instructor varies, which
may account for some of the
variable, in addition to the class.

Standard and Target for Success:
Class will average > 5/6 points
possible (n= # of Students x 9 Evals)

01/21/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

2013
N= 207
ave 5.6
2014
N=189
ave 5.3
2015
N=189
ave 5.2
ANALYSIS Benchmark is met, but varies each year.
Compared to last assessment cycle- similar variable results.
Results for 2015 show that slight decline. There were a
couple of students who struggled in this class, and did not
pass many of the simulations - resulting in a lower overall
average for the class.

Have instituted additional
teaching methods, and hands on
practice, and have ordered Ped
phantoms so actual radiographs
can be made, giving students
specific scenarios – will monitor
for the next year to see how this
affects the trends.
2015 -The phantoms did not arrive
until after the semester was over –
will goal will be included in next
years curriculum for greater
student success. (05/01/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: The pediatric
phantoms have enabled the
students to realized the
importance of the adjustments
necessary for low radiation
techniques and accuracy. They
can practice making exposure
using the phantoms and
immobilization devices so they
are better equipped when they
are at the clinical site to use the
methods with real patients.
(09/13/2019)
Follow-Up: Using the child and
infant phantoms brought the
students a much better and real
life understanding of the difficulty
presented and efficiency needed
in imaging these types of patients
and their special needs. Will
continue to assess. This was a
very worthwhile investment in
combination with the pigg-o-statt
positoing chair - it brought the
students a chance to use the

(09/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Dawn Charman

01/21/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
equipment in a non stressful,
non- rushed environment. This
has translated to more
confidence with pediatric imaging
at the clinical sites. (09/15/2016)
Follow-Up: Phantoms were
received and will add the
additional teaching method to the
curriculum for Spring 2016
course. (09/12/2015)

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC 216:Clinical Education 2
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Radiographic Analysis Students will evaluate radiographic
images and make appropriate
changes when necessary.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Summer 2015), 2017-18 (Summer
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Case Study - Students will be
presented with 3 radiographs that
are not diagnostic. Students will
need to describe the changes
needed to render the images
diagnostic.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will correctly evaluate and
make appropriate changes on the
radiographs scoring 75% out of 100%
.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Summer 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The images from the last time this was evaluated are no
longer available. This Winter session, students were shown
3 images of different body parts (L-spine, lateral cranium,
hip). Student were asked to evaluate the radiographs for
positioning quality and technique quality. There were 15
questions. Students were able to answer correctly 80% of
the time.
To be clear, this was assessed during Winter session 2018.
(10/15/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 80
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman

Action: This is a good assessment
for the students. I would like to
see another year of stats for this.
If the students meet the standard,
then I would suggest raising the %
for the standard. (01/04/2019)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Summer 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Students were accurate in the changes needed to render
films diagnostic. They scored an average of 80% of 100% It
appears the students are well prepared to evaluate images
on these three examinations. It appears that implementing
more image reviews and evaluations of images into the
curriculum and clinical setting has added benefit and
strengthened the students abilities in this area.
(09/09/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman,
Colleen McFaul, Arshad Fazalbhoy, Naveed Hussain, Matt
Trites, Sivi Carson, Tino Lopez, Rosa Luna, Joel Sanchez

Action: It may be valuable to add
more images as part of this
process. Since there were only
three images, it may be valuable
to do three examinations including
all projections in the future to
better assess their abilities in this
section. (12/17/2015)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: More images will be
added to evaluate their ability to
assess the images to include CR
and DR images. (09/16/2016)
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ECC: RTEC 218:Clinical Experience 5
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Adaptation in Clinical Students will adapt to changes in
varying clinical situations.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Case Study - Two case studies were
presented to the students in which
the circumstances require 7
modifications for the condition of
the patient.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will demonstrate 100% of
the students will score 75% in
successful adaptation for the
condition of the patient.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The case study required students to correctly identify an
uncooperative patient and the position for the correct
images. Student would need to make adjustments in order
to obtain diagnostic images. Students were able to
correctly identify the difficult patient 79% of the time (15
out of 19 students). Student made correct modifications
on the remaining 6 aspects of the case 89% (101 out of
114.....19 students with 6 questions). Overall the success
rate was 116 out of 87% (116 out of 133) (06/12/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 87
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman

Action: Student were successful in
this critical thinking assignment.
Instructors should continue
teaching the various scenarios.
Patient identification is the
weakest area so instructors could
emphasize the unique
circumstances that will occur with
patients. (06/12/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: More intense
teaching strategies were
employed in the didactic course
RTEC 93 which emphasized
correct patient identification for
contrast media exams. Students
had multiple discussions in class
regarding best practices for
identifying the correct patient
and alternatives to that when the
patient is not cooperative.
(07/02/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
The students scored 51% on the case scenarios. The
students were not able to identify changes necessary in the
clinical setting for same examination of patients who are
comprised. The students seemed to lean toward
adaptations that were convenient for them and required
less effort the technologist part rather than for the best
interests of the patient. (07/10/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guiilermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman,
Colleen McFaul, Arshad Fazalbhoy

Action: Remediation on
adaptation for clinical setting will
need to be conducted. The faculty
met and are currently working on
a strategy to improve the students
learning of adaptation based on
patient's condition. But since we
feel it is important for those who
scored low we have devised a
remediation plan consisting of
case scenarios and role playing to
bring the students up to standard.
(09/15/2016)
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: With the incoming
new students we did add patient
care scenarios and more time
spent on adapting to the needs of
the patient. A guide to
modifications was given to this
group of students in an effort to
re-mediate them. We will test
students on this in the Fall and
see if there is progress. In didactic
course RT 91 instructor added a
component of adapting based on
the pathology of the patient.
(05/03/2016)

Case Study - In the past, two case
studies have been given to students
to review at the end of their final
exam. This year, we only gave one
study with 7 modifications required.
It was felt that students were
fatigued at the end of their regular
final. We sought to reduce that
stress to only analyze their critical
thinking skills.
Standard and Target for Success:
The standard for success remained
the same at 75% correct
modfications.

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC 220:Clinical Experience 6
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Adapt to PT Condition Students will assess patient's
condition and make appropriate
modifications to the examination
based on their condition.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Summer 2015), 2017-18 (Summer
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Field Work/Internship - A clinical
evaluation of the students abilities is
was done, Section A was related to
patient care and appropriate
modifications based on patients'
condition was used.
Standard and Target for Success:
75% out of 100% in Section A of the
clinical evaluation

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Summer 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Students are given an evaluation at the end of each
semester. The section entitlted "Patient Care"
encompasses the critical thinking needed for this skill.
When analyzing the data, there are 7 statements that the
students are evaluated on. There were 19 students in this
class. This gives 133 data points. The standard is that the
score is 75% or higher. The students scored 119 points out
of 133. This equates to 89% score. The students are scoring
well above the standard. This was also the case in previous
years. (10/20/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 89
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman

Action: The method of evaluation
should be updated. Although the
section on the semester
evaluation concerns patient care,
it is not specific to the critical
patient that would require more
critical thinking. (07/01/2019)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Summer 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Studnets scored 85% out of 100% on Section A of the
Clinical Evaluation Form. The student are demonstrating
growth in this area, although the tool may not be sufficient
as it done once a semester. Perhaps random evaluation of
examinations without the students being aware they are
being assessed specifically for this SLO may yield more
accurate results. (08/28/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Dawn Charman,
Colleen McFaul, Arshad Fazalbhoy, Naveed Hussain, Matt
Trites, Sivi Carson, Tino Lopez, Rosa Luna, Joel Sanchez

Action: The students have met this
objective but the results were very
high and do not reflect random
performance evaluations
conducted by Clinical Coordinator.
I would like to propose a different
method to assess this SLO in order
to get more accurate results next
time. Faculty will need to meet to
discuss a suggested method.
(01/14/2016)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: The previous
instructor had high results as well.
I would like to suggest a different
method to evaluate this SLO. The
SLO is a very good one but a
different assessment method is
recommended. (10/20/2018)
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ECC: RTEC 255:Advanced Imaging and Special Procedures
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Radiographic Quality
Assurance - Students will describe the
purpose of Radiographic Quality
Assurance and Quality Control and
relate how it affects patient care.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

Assessment Method
Description
Project - Students will work in
groups (teams) of 4 students to
investigate one type of quality
control tool, describe the purpose
and how it affect quality assurance
and relates to patient care. Students
will give a 10 minute oral
presentation to demonstrate the
type of tool/equipment used and the
results and outcome of the test.
Their thesis, hypothesis and
conclusion will also be submitted in
a 2 to 3 page written report.
The presentation and rubric will be
graded on a 5 point rubric that totals
50 points.
Students will also submit a
confidential evaluation of their team
members contribution in the project.
Standard and Target for Success:
Each group shall average 43/50
points (86%) or 4.3/5 on the rubric
scale.
Any group that scores less than 36
points (72%) will be required to
repeat their presentation.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Each group shall average 43/50 points (86%) or 4.3/ 5 on
the rubric scale.
Any group that scores less than 36 points (72%) will be
required to repeat their presentation.
RT 255 = 43/50 points (86%) or 4.3/5 on the rubric scale.

Action: Continue group work for
the Quality Control - will expect
improved results when the
semester returns to the 16 week
time frame (10/20/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Trend
2017
2018

255 N= # groups/ (students)
47 94%
N= 5 groups, (18 students)
44 88%
N= 5 groups, (19 students)

In 2014, a plan to have the students work in groups and
present the various tools did seem to elicit more interest
and involvement in what this was about.
A rubric was developed to assess the each teams
presentation, and was evaluated by both the instructor and
their peers. This lead to a greater success in the content
understanding of the subject matter, and alleviated the
boredom of just “one more thing to memorize”.
The results for Spring 2017 reflect a better result than 2018.
The obvious reason for lower results in 2018 was due to the
instructor out for a medical leave for half of the semester
and no sub available - the class was compressed into 2- 4hr
lectures for 8 weeks. Students did not have as much
interest in this topic. I expected when we return to our
regular schedule in 2019 the results will improve

(10/20/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 88
Faculty Assessment Leader: Dawn Charman
01/21/2020
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
RT 255 = 43/50 points (86%) or 4.3/5 on the rubric scale.
Trend
255 N= # students
2014
47 85%
N= 21
2015
46 87%
N=20

Action: We will continue to watch
for trends for at least one to two
more years. This Class of 2014,
generally scored well on this
section of the review class, prior
to graduation and taking their
board exams, which proves that
this assignment was successful to
improve student comprehension.
(05/01/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: This project has been
reduced to a research and oral
report to the class, but it still
shows a significant improvement
in the all of the student's ability
to recognize the various quality
control tests and their purpose
and function. (09/13/2019)
Follow-Up: This teaching strategy
proved successful for the class of
2015 and 2016. Working in
groups and spending more time
on this topic, helped student to
understand the importance the
good quality control plays in
patient quality and safety. May
also offer this as part of the
research topics for the 2017 class.
(09/16/2016)

In 2013, it was evident that the students did not have a
clear understanding of the purpose of the QC tools used,
the results, and how this affect the quality of the images,
which impacts patient care and radiation exposure.
In 2014, a plan to have the students work in groups and
present the various tools might elicit more interest and
involvement in what this was about.
A rubric was developed to assess the each teams
presentation, and was evaluated by both the instructor and
their peers. This lead to a greater success in the content
understanding of the subject matter, and alleviated the
boredom of just “one more thing to memorize”.
The results for Spring 2014 are a reflection of the Class of
2014 – who overall scored extremely well as a class in all
aspects of the program. The results for the next class
(2015) showed a decline - in which the benchmark was just
met. While some teams scored very high, there were 2
teams that scored below the passing, and were required to
do a second presentation - this attributed to the lower
scores average for 2015.
Will use this tool again in next assessment cycle to watch
for trends to go higher or lower – can vary with each class
due to the differences in the overall groups/ESL, etc.
This is an excellent tool for measuring communication skills,
critical thinking and teamwork as well.
(09/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Dawn Charman

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC 91:Radiographic Pathology
Course SLOs
SLO #3 Pathology Identification Students will identify pathologies that
are common to the various body
systems.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201314 (Spring 2014), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Final Exam there
will be pathologies from all body
systems.
Standard and Target for Success:
Students will score an average of
75% on this portion.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Student results from the pathologies on the final exam were
very good. There were no students who scored less than
75% on the exam. Therefore, the class average of 85% was
well above the 73% minimum. There was only one student
who scored 75% (lowest score). (06/04/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 73
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul

Action: The program minimum
standard has been changed since
this SLO was first developed. The
current minimum is 75%. The
benchmark should be raised to a
75% minimum. (06/04/2018)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: More images of
pathologies were shown during
lecture times. Students were
able to identify the pathology if
the same image was used. I
suggest using different images for
the exams to engage the critical
thinking levels. (07/03/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2016-17
(Spring 2017)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The students took a final with radiographic images
containing pathologies from the varying parts of the body.
19 student scored 95% in the ability to identify varying
pathologies. (05/13/2017)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Trevis

Action: The students have
consistently scored high on this
SLO. Consider discontinuing SLO
and starting a new one for the
next cycle. (04/06/2018)
Action Category: Curriculum
Changes

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2013-14
(Spring 2014)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Students scored 85% of 100% on the recognition of the
common pathologies. There are no changes needed at this
time. (08/21/2014)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Guillermina Colunga
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Guillermina Colunga

Action: Review the exam and
consider adding more common
pathologies or varying the types
included. (08/21/2015)
Action Category: SLO/PLO
Assessment Process
Follow-Up: The students
consistently meet the standards.
Faculty will devise a new SLO for
the next cycle. (09/16/2016)
Follow-Up: This year I added
more common pathologies for
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
each body system. The focus was
those pathologies that
demonstrate radiographically and
that are common in radiology. In
addition some of the obscure
pathologies were removed to
allow for the addition of these
common pathologies in Spring
2015. (05/11/2015)

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC 93:Venipuncture and Pharmacolgy for the Radiologic Technologist
Course SLOs
SLO #1 Contrast Media Reaction The student will analyze the current
medical history of the patient and
assess the safety of the patient to
receive a contrast media injection and
their risk level for an adverse
reaction.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 11/08/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Performance - During the skills
check-off due at the end of
semester, the instructor will take on
the role of the patient. They will
have a stack of 3x5 cards with
specific patient data on them. These
cards will describe a scenario that
indicates the kidney function level,
the allergy level, contraindication of
other medications and the blood
thinner level. The student will ask
the patient history prior to doing the
venipuncture. The instructor will
answer the student's questions
according to the scenario on the
card. The student needs to assess
whether to continue with the exam,
consult the doctor or get further
lab/blood work information.
Students will do this for a butterfly
venipuncture and for an angio cath
venipuncture. Since there are two
types of venipunctures for this class,
there will be a total of 40 attempts
at patient assessment.
Standard and Target for Success:
The goal is for students to correctly
assess the patient on the first
attempt with a 95% success rate.
Since our patient's lives can be
impacted, the success rate needs to
be high.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
Students were again required to ask the faux patient certain
questions to obtain the correct history prior to completing
the venipuncture skill. The classroom instructors were
more cohesive about making sure the students completed a
good patient history. The students were very successful at
the end of the semester but not in the middle of the
semester. (06/04/2018)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Naveed Hussain

Action: Both instructors were
more diligent about making sure
the students were getting a
complete history. As a result, the
students were more successful in
their skill checks. For the next
series, consider another method
that could be used to test
students earlier in the semester.
A skills check that just pertains to
patient history could be done
earlier in the semester.
(06/04/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: The students were
much more aware of the patient
history and contraindications for
the contrast. The classroom
instructors were very diligent in
making sure the students were
asking the pertinent questions to
ensure this. (07/03/2019)

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
There were 40 attempts made at patient assessment with
32 students successful on their first attempt. This computes
to a 80% success rate. While this is good, for our patient's
sake, it needs to be higher. Our benchmark was not met.
There were 5 students that needed remediation. In
reviewing the 5 students that needed remediation on this
skill, all 5 did not pass on their second attempt at patient
assessment. (05/12/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mina Colunga

Action: Patient assessment is
covered early in the semester.
The skills check list is completed at
the end of the semester in
combination with the
venipuncture skills. I could add a
separate section exclusively for
the patient assessment that the
students need to complete prior
to attempting a venipuncture skills
check. However, the students
would still need to correctly assess
the patient during the
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
venipuncture skills check.
(05/20/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: More emphasis was
put on Patient Assessment during
the first part of the semester.
Instructors stopped the
venipuncture attempt to review
all the assessment needs. The
student had to then wait until the
next instructor was available to
try their next attempt. Because
of this, student were more apt to
make sure they were asking the
practice patient the appropriate
questions. (09/13/2016)

01/21/2020
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ECC: RTEC A:Introduction to Radiologic Technology
Course SLOs
SLO #2 Radiographic Quality Students will explain the concepts of
contrast and density of a radiograph.
Course SLO Status: Active
Course SLO Assessment Cycle: 201415 (Spring 2015), 2017-18 (Spring
2018)
Input Date: 05/06/2013

01/21/2020

Assessment Method
Description
Exam/Test/Quiz - Students were
given a short 4 questions quiz at the
end of the semester. There were
two radiographs demonstrating
different types of contrast and two
radiographs demonstrating density.
The radiographs were shown on the
projector during class. Two
questions addressed the contrast
and two questions addressed
density. This quiz was not applied to
the student grades
Standard and Target for Success:
Each question is worth two points
for a total of 8 points. Half credit
could be given if the answer was
close to correct. A benchmark of
81% (an average of 6.5 of 8
points)was set for the class.
Additional Information: There are
currently 3 sections of RT-A. All
students quizzes were tallied in the
total for a total of 39 quizzes.

Results

Actions

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2017-18
(Spring 2018)
Standard Met? : Standard Met
The same ppt with images that differ in contrast and density
were shown to the students. Students then answered 4
questions related to contrast and density. Each questions
was worth 2 points for a total of 8 points. The goal was for
student to score 6.5 out of 8 points for 81%. Unlike
previous semesters, only two of the three classes were
tested on this. In total, 22 students answered the
questions. Overall, the students scored well, earning 7 out
of 8 points, (87%). (06/12/2018)
% of Success for this SLO: 87
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Bryan Ubalde, Sofi
Shrestha

Action: There was a change in
presentation from a few years
ago. Instructors try to show more
images during lectures.
Specifically, instructors try to show
images on viewboxes in the
classroom. This means moving a
viewbox from our RadTech
classroom into the RTA classroom.
This enables the new students to
better grasp the concept of
contrast and density. We should
continue this practice.
(06/12/2018)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies

Semester and Year Assessment Conducted: 2014-15
(Spring 2015)
Standard Met? : Standard Not Met
There were 39 quizzes totaled. They were graded and
scored. The total points possible were 312 points (39
scores times 8 points). After tallying up the raw scores, the
total was 220 points. This computes to a 71% success rate
which does not meet the benchmark. Although the most
common scores were 8 points and 6 points, the average of
all students was still below benchmark. The most frequent
question missed was involving optical density. Students
were able to distinguish high optical density on a radiograph
but could not answer how the density changes when mAs
changes. Instructors are aware of this difficult concept.
(05/15/2015)
Faculty Assessment Leader: Colleen McFaul
Faculty Contributing to Assessment: Mina Colunga
Related Documents:
RTA SLO ppt for contrast and density questions 2018.pptx

Action: Instructors plan on
presenting more images during
class. Although x-ray images are
presented in all lectures including
the unit section on density,
instructor should try to
incorporate more images with
classrooms interaction so students
can get used to identifying density
changes with mAs changes.
Instructors could also produce
sample images with different
density changes during the
exposure time with students
making the images and the mAs
changes. (05/13/2016)
Action Category: Teaching
Strategies
Follow-Up: This instructor found
it difficult to show more images
because the classroom does not
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Course SLOs

Assessment Method
Description

Results

Actions
have viewboxes. So an exercise
using oversized building blocks to
demonstrate optical density was
used instead. The students were
given problems in which they had
to calculate technique to get a
certain optical denisity on an
image. Students were able to use
the blocks to help visualize the
density on an image.
(09/13/2016)

01/21/2020
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