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	Department Chair: Dmitry Burshteyn

	
The Psychology Department offers a unique perspective on human diversity, encourages self-knowledge, and helps students to develop critical thinking skills in the tradition of the liberal arts and sciences. As both a science and profession, Psychology incorporates theories and principles of behavior and mental processes based on empirical investigation which are used to describe and predict behavior, to solve practical problems, and to promote human welfare. The Psychology program prepares students for entry into graduate programs leading to careers in academic and professional psychology. The study of psychology also provides an excellent background for careers in other fields such as law, business, and the health-care professions. Opportunities for outstanding students include internships in various field settings as well as collaborative research with faculty members. 


	Stakeholder involvement in the following:  ___ Mission    ____Learning goals     _____Assessment procedures     ______ Curricular changes




	Goals
	Assessment Plan
	Assessment Results

	Siena Learning Goal
	Psychology Learning Goals

	Specific Learning Outcome(s)
	Assessment Procedures

	Assessment Results
	Use of Results

	SLG-1: Informed reasoning (Reason)
Students will think critically and creatively to make reasoned and informed judgments. Through engagement with contemporary and enduring questions of human concern, students will solve problems in ways that reflect the integration of knowledge across general and specialized studies, and they will demonstrate competence in information literacy and independent
research.
	ΨLG-1B: Psychological reasoning
Respect and use critical thinking, skeptical inquiry, and scientific approaches to solve problems related to behavior and mental processes.  
	1.3 	Evaluate the quality and credibility of information, inferences, and arguments in psychological literature
1.4	Use informed reasoning to develop and defend arguments
	Psych 490
Fall, 2010

Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)
	
	

	SLG-2: Effective communication (Rhetoric) 

Students will read a variety of texts with comprehension and critical involvement, write effectively for a variety of purposes and audiences, speak knowledgably, and listen with discernment and empathy. 

	ΨLG-2: Effective communication


Write effectively for a variety of purposes and audiences, speak intelligently and confidently, and listen with discernment and 
empathy.


	2.1 Demonstrate professional writing conventions (e.g., clarity, grammar, punctuation, mechanics, audience awareness, style, and tone)

2.2 Demonstrate correct and effective use of APA style

2.3Develop cogent theses, defending them with organized and persuasive arguments, while considering counterarguments and alternative explanations





2.1 Demonstrate professional writing conventions (e.g. clarity, grammar, punctuation, mechanics, audience awareness, style and tone






















	Spring 2010
Psych 325

Procedure
Assess mastery by rating papers using attached “Research Paper Scoring Rubric” (Paper score contributes to 15% of course grade)

Sampling
Each student registered in the Spring 2010 semester sections of PSYC-325

Criteria
80% of class will demonstrate 80% mastery (i.e., score of 80% or better) 

Spring 2010
Psych 220

Method: Students will write a critique of a  journal article from a peer-reviewed APA journal published within the last 5 years
Sampling: Each student registered in the Spring 2010 semester sections of PSYC-220 Abnormal Psychology
When: Paper Due Date April 13 , 2010
Assessor: Course Instructor for PSYC-220
Metric:  Rubric attached from Course syllabus
Grading: Critique 15% of final grade
Goal:  80% meet or exceed standards
(Standard is grade of C- )
Psych 490
Fall 2010

Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)
Psych 400
Spring, 2010
Method: Students will prepare a poster presentation and a research report.
Sampling: Each student registered in Psych 400 Research Methods II.
When: Final Project
Assessor: Instructor teaching Psych 400
Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Grading: Poster: 20 % of final grade; Paper: 70 % of the final grade.
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)


	
	

	SLG-3: Meaningful reflection (Reflection)
Students will comprehend that learning is a life-long process and that personal growth, marked by concern and care for others, is enhanced by intellectual and spiritual exploration.
	ΨLG-3: Meaningful reflection
Reflect on and develop insight into their own and others’ behavior and mental processes and apply strategies for self-improvement.
	3.1	Develop insightful awareness of feelings, emotions, motives, and attitudes based on psychological principles regarding themselves and others

	Psych 355
Fall 2010

Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Students complete four “response paper” assignments that serve as topics for class discussion on the days they are due. These papers require students to consider the information presented to them in class and through their reading of the text book, and to read at least one assigned article from the popular media that is related to that information. Their task is to integrate all of that material, and more importantly, to reflect on how that information can be applied to their own past, current, or future lives. They are encouraged to discuss any personal feelings, attitudes, beliefs, experiences, etc. that they feel might offer a unique perspective on the issues involved.
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)


	
	

	SLG-4: Regard for human solidarity and diversity (Regard) 
Students will affirm the unity of the human family, uphold the dignity of individuals, and delight in diversity.  They will demonstrate intercultural knowledge and respect
	ΨLG-4: Human dignity and diversity
Recognize, understand, and respect the complexity of sociocultural diversity and the dignity of individuals
	4.2	Recognize that sociocultural influences may affect the validity of psychological inferences and interpretations and also the appropriateness of psychological applications

	ADTV 110
Spring 2010
Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Students will work in teams of twos, and select a recently published scientific paper involving empirical research analyzed with procedures with procedures covered during the semester and which also includes at least one graph. Each paper will be used by only one team and approved by the instructor.
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)

	
	

	SLG-6: Moral responsibility (Responsibility)
Students will commit to building a world that is more just, peaceable, and humane.  They will lead through service.  
	ΨLG-6A: Responsible applications
Use ethical  and psychological understanding to build a world that is more just, peaceable, and humane
	6.1	Recognize and articulate the necessity of ethical behavior in the science and practice of psychology
6.2	Identify applications of psychology for solving social problems, relieving human suffering, and facilitating human flourishing
	ADTV 110
Spring 2010
Metric: Performance on an established rubric (attached)
Students will work in teams of twos, and select a recently published scientific paper involving empirical research analyzed with procedures with procedures covered during the semester and which also includes at least one graph. Each paper will be used by only one team and approved by the instructor.
Goal:  At least 80% of students meet or exceed standards (Exceeds Standards:  90% or above; Meets Standards:  70% - 90%; Does not meet Standards:  less than 70%)

	
	






Name:							Topic:						
[image: ][image: ]		
Child and Adolescent Psychopathology
Research Paper
Scoring Guidelines


	/8
	Abstract

	
	Written using 100 words or less (2pt)

	
	States purpose of paper (3pts)

	
	States conclusions (3pts)

	
	

	/10
	Overview/Introduction

	
	Provides brief background of topic / builds a case for the necessity of the review (7pts)

	
	Incorporates clear statement regarding purpose of the paper (3pts)

	
	

	/40
	Research Methodology

	
	Selects at least 3 studies for review from peer refereed journals (5pts)

	
	Studies are relevant to the identified problem and current (within past 20 yrs) (5pts)

	
	Studies are synthesized and critically evaluated

	
	Described succinctly in sufficient detail (10pts)

	
	Strengths and weaknesses identified  (10pts)

	
	Studies reviewed are compared/contrasted (5pts)

	
	Review is well organized and information is presented in logical order (5pts)

	
	

	/15
	Conclusion

	
	Provides a summary of the literature reviewed 

	
	Clearly identifies what is known about topic (7pts)

	
	Identifies overall deficiencies in the literature (3pts)

	
	Identifies area(s) of future research (5pts)

	
	

	/27
	Style

	
	APA format 

	
	APA-style headings (5pts)

	
	APA-style references (5pts)

	
	APA-style citations (5pts)

	
	APA-style margins and character point size (2pts)

	
	Good writing style

	
	Incorporates active voice / Avoids use of “I” (2pts)

	
	Clear presentation of ideas (8pts)

	
	Self-assessment included (10 point deduction if omitted) 

	
	Length (in APA style) does not exceed 8 pages (10 point deduction each page)

	
	

	/100 
	Total



Comments:



PSYC490 Seminar in Psychology

Generally Accepted Grading For Written Work
	
	A
	B
	C
	D
	F

	General Assessment Criteria
	The A paper is characterized by intelligence, originality and  creativity.  It contains a strong thesis and logical organization,. The A paper shows hard, clear and rigorous thinking. The language is sophisticated, eloquent, and error free.
	The B paper, while not as intelligent, creative and original as the A paper, is above average. The B paper has a clear thesis and a logical organization, amply supporting evidence and some good thinking. The language, while clear, is neither sophisticated nor eloquent. The writing is not error-free.
	The C paper  contains a  thesis, but it is not one that is intelligent, creative and original.  The organization of the C paper is neither logical nor coherent.  There is, however, some evidence of thinking.  Language is unclear and contains errors.
	The D paper does not contain a thesis.  It does however, contain an idea that could be developed into a thesis.
	The F paper does not contain a thesis and does not contain an idea that could be developed into a thesis.  OR the F paper does not meet the assignment. OR the F paper is plagiarized. 



Specific Assessment Criteria for Written Work and Research Paper

	Hard Thinking


	The A paper shows evidence of  extremely hard, intelligent thinking, originality and creativity.
	The B paper shows reasonably good thinking but it is not hard thinking, nor is it original or creative.  
	The C paper shows some average thinking but it is not hard thinking, nor is it original or creative.  
	The D paper shows little thinking of any sort.
	The F paper shows no thinking at all.

	

Thesis

	The A paper has an intelligent, sophisticated and creative thesis, that is expressed explicitly and with great clarity.
	The B paper has an intelligent thesis that is expressed clearly. It may not be original or creative, but it is reasonably intelligent.
	The C paper has a thesis, but it is not particularly intelligent, sophisticated, nor expressed clearly.
	The D paper does not have a thesis but does have a glimmer of an idea that could be used as a thesis.  
	The F assignment has no glimmer of an idea.

	     Argumentation
	The A paper provides excellent supporting arguments, evidence, examples and details.
	The B paper contains good supporting arguments, evidence, examples and details. 
	The C paper contains average supporting arguments, evidence, examples and details. 
	The D paper contains few  appropriate supporting arguments, evidence, examples and details. 
	The F paper contains no arguments, evidence, examples or details.

	Organization
	The A paper is extremely well organized and unified. It contains clear evidence of logic and of connections between ideas.
	The B paper contains minor flaws in organization and coherence.
	The C paper contains many flaws in organization and coherence.
	The D paper contains major and frequent flaws in organization and coherence.
	The F assignment  is unorganized and incoherent.

	Mechanics
	The A paper is virtually free of all errors in grammar, punctuation, word choice, spelling and format.
	The B paper contains minor grammar, punctuation, spelling,  and formatting errors
	The C paper contains many or substantial grammar, punctuation, spelling, and formatting errors.
	The D assignment contains numerous grammar, punctuation, spelling,  and formatting errors. 
	The F assignment is fraught with grammar, punctuation, spelling,  and formatting errors.

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
Research and Documentation
	The A paper shows evidence of serious and prolonged research that integrates appropriate sources flawlessly, using the scholarly work of others to support and enhance its thesis. The A paper correctly acknowledges and documents sources using APA citation or other designated citation method.
	The B paper shows evidence of good research and integrates sources well, using the scholarly work of others to support its thesis. The B assignment contains a few flaws in source documentation methods.
	The C paper shows evidence of some research and does an average job of integrating sources. The C paper contains some errors in source documentation errors.
	The D paper shows little evidence of research and does not use appropriate sources nor does it integrate sources well in support of its thesis. The D assignment contains major and/or numerous errors in source documentation methods.
	The F paper contains little to no  appropriate scholarly research.




Department of Psychology
Academic Assessment: Psyc100 (Universal Assessment Across Instructors)


	Goals
	Assessment Plan
	Assessment Results

	Siena Learning Goal
	Psychology Learning Goals

	Specific Learning Outcome(s)
	Assessment Procedures

	Assessment Results
	Use of Results

	SLG-1: Informed reasoning (Reason)

Students will think critically and creatively to make reasoned and informed judgments. Through engagement with contemporary and enduring questions of human concern, students will solve problems in ways that reflect the integration of knowledge across general and specialized studies, and they will demonstrate competence in information literacy and independent
research
	ΨLG-1A: Principles and perspectives

Acquire familiarity with the major concepts, theoretical perspectives, empirical findings, and historical trends in psychology.  
	1.1 Evaluate and apply knowledge of the major concepts, theoretical perspectives, and empirical findings of psychology


1.2 Explain overarching themes, persistent questions, and enduring conflicts in psychology 
	Procedure
Assess mastery by administering a 5-item multiple choice assessment (attached) to all Spring 2009 General Psychology sections on the day of the final exam


Criteria
The median score will align with the pre-established  departmental learning criterion of 70%


	The median score was 80% (n=131)


	Continued utilizing a 70% mastery criterion

Began discussions of establishing consistency of inclusion of several core/key concepts across all Psyc100 instructors. Adopting the same text was delineated as a possible first step in this process, and in 2009-10 the department evaluated several texts for this option and 3/5 Psyc100 professors used the same text.

Plan for pre/post assessment in upcoming years using SONA participation



General Psychology Assessment   (This is NOT a quiz that counts toward your grade but please answer the questions as carefully as you can).  Write the letter corresponding to your answer in the space provided AND fill in the appropriate space on the Scantron form.

1._____         2._____        3._____        4._____         5._____        6._____ 



1.  John checks that his door is locked twenty times every morning before he leaves for work.  John lives in a low crime neighborhood.  He most likely
 
A) does not have a psychological disorder if he is not experiencing distress and/or impairment as a result of this behavior
B) is suffering from obsessive-compulsive disorder
C) will develop a mood disorder
D) will develop agoraphobia where he will not be able to leave his home due to anxiety
 


1.  A pair of adoptive children or identical twins reared in the same home is most likely to have similar
 
A) temperaments
B) personalities
C) religious beliefs
D) emotional reactivity



1.  Research shows that a person is less likely to receive aid in an emergency situation when there is more than one bystander.  Other research indicates that people who do not feel competent to provide aid are less likely to help in an emergency.  Which is the best conclusion to draw from studies like these?
 
1. Helping is best explained in terms of the personality characteristics of the helper.
1. Whether a person receives help in an emergency depends primarily on the situation.
1. Research has not been very successful in predicting helping behavior.
1. Helping behavior is best understood in terms of both personal and situational variables.



1.  A study was carried out in which college student volunteers were assigned by the flip of a coin to play the role of either a prisoner or a guard in a simulated prison.  The researchers found that the behavior of the “prisoners” and “guards” was profoundly influenced by the role assigned.   Why can we be confident that the behavioral differences observed were really due to the roles assigned? 

1. The two groups were randomly formed, so they may be considered equal at the outset. 
1. The subjects were all volunteers, so there was no bias in the sample of participants. 
1. It was a simulation, not a real prison, so there is no reason to expect the results to be biased.
1. We cannot be confident about the results because there is no control group.

1.  At a conference, one research team presents evidence that people with depression have decreased levels of serotonin and suggests that depression is involves a biological imbalance.  Another research team argues that people who are depressed typically have irrational negative thoughts which lead them to be overly pessimistic; they claim that depression involves a skewed view of the world based on cognitive distortions.  Do the findings of these two teams contradict each other?

1. Yes, it will take more research to determine which of the two is right.
1. Yes, the biological team has more "hard data" and so their results should be trusted more.
1. No, they just take different approaches to the problem, one that focuses on smaller processes (biological) the other focuses on more larger processes (cognitive)
1. No, with something as complex as depression, there can never be a way to say there is only one cause.



1.   “Children learn to be aggressive by watching violent television,” argues Jeff. “Nonsense,” disputes Mary, “aggressiveness is clearly an inborn trait.” Jeff and Mary seem to be having a debate most reminiscent of which of the following enduring conflicts in psychology?      

1. correlation vs. causation
1. nature vs. nurture
1. free will vs. determinism
1. abnormality vs. normality

________________________________________________________________________


Department of Psychology
Academic Assessment
Kristin Miller
Class: Psyc325 Child and Adolescent Psychopathology

	Goals
	Assessment Plan
	Assessment Results

	Siena Learning Goal
	Psychology Learning Goals

	Specific Learning Outcome(s)
	Assessment Procedures

	Assessment Results
	Use of Results

	SLG-2: Effective communication (Rhetoric) 

Students will read a variety of texts with comprehension and critical involvement, write effectively for a variety of purposes and audiences, speak knowledgably, and listen with discernment and empathy. 

	ΨLG-2: Effective communication


Write effectively for a variety of purposes and audiences, speak intelligently and confidently, and listen with discernment and 
empathy.
	2.1 Demonstrate professional writing conventions (e.g., clarity, grammar, punctuation, mechanics, audience awareness, style, and tone)

2.2 Demonstrate correct and effective use of APA style

2.3Develop cogent theses, defending them with organized and persuasive arguments, while considering counterarguments and alternative explanations

	Procedure
Assess mastery by rating papers using attached “Research Paper Scoring Rubric” (Paper score contributes to 15% of course grade)

Criteria
80% of class will demonstrate 70% mastery (i.e., score of 70% or better) 
	90% of class demonstrated 70% mastery

Mean = 79% (n=22)
Range:  55-95
Median: 82
SD:  12
	Establish contingency for turning in rough draft of paper in future teaching of the course. (Currently rough draft feedback is optional.)  

(100% of students who took advantage of rough draft opportunity demonstrated 90% mastery)




Name:							Topic:						
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Child and Adolescent Psychopathology
Research Paper
Scoring Guidelines


	/8
	Abstract

	
	Written using 100 words or less (2pt)

	
	States purpose of paper (3pts)

	
	States conclusions (3pts)

	
	

	/10
	Overview/Introduction

	
	Provides brief background of topic / builds a case for the necessity of the review (7pts)

	
	Incorporates clear statement regarding purpose of the paper (3pts)

	
	

	/40
	Research Methodology

	
	Selects at least 3 studies for review from peer refereed journals (5pts)

	
	Studies are relevant to the identified problem and current (within past 20 yrs) (5pts)

	
	Studies are synthesized and critically evaluated

	
	Described succinctly in sufficient detail (10pts)

	
	Strengths and weaknesses identified  (10pts)

	
	Studies reviewed are compared/contrasted (5pts)

	
	Review is well organized and information is presented in logical order (5pts)

	
	

	/15
	Conclusion

	
	Provides a summary of the literature reviewed 

	
	Clearly identifies what is known about topic (7pts)

	
	Identifies overall deficiencies in the literature (3pts)

	
	Identifies area(s) of future research (5pts)

	
	

	/27
	Style

	
	APA format 

	
	APA-style headings (5pts)

	
	APA-style references (5pts)

	
	APA-style citations (5pts)

	
	APA-style margins and character point size (2pts)

	
	Good writing style

	
	Incorporates active voice / Avoids use of “I” (2pts)

	
	Clear presentation of ideas (8pts)

	
	Self-assessment included (10 point deduction if omitted) 

	
	Length (in APA style) does not exceed 8 pages (10 point deduction each page)

	
	

	/100 
	Total



Comments:
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