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Spring Capstone symposium) and capstone impact essay ratings on relevant rubric items made typically by 
two faculty members will be summarized by department personnel. Due to personnel shortage, ratings from 
one faculty member were used. The Undergraduate program coordinator will summarize the data and share 
with faculty and relevant others to determine what the next steps will be. 
 
2.A2. Capstone Judge ratings of 4 or better on items B1 & B2 will be considered success (acceptable or 
higher). Each poster was judged by 1 faculty member and 1 graduate student. 
2.C2. Reviewer rubric items for capstone impact essays relevant to this outcome will be used. The rubric will 
follow the judges form where 4 or higher will represent indication of achievement of critical reflection of a 
capstone project. 
 
 

 
4. Data/Results  

What were the results of the assessment of the learning outcome(s)? Please be specific. Does 
achievement differ by teaching modality (e.g., online vs. face-to-face) or on-ground location (e.g., STL 
campus, Madrid campus, other off-campus site)? 

1. For Spring 2023, we had 9 PSY4960 (advanced research) senior impact essays. PSY4960 projects 
entirely reflect peer-collaboration work with each project having multiple authors. 
 
Essay content were evaluated for (a) science, (b) social responsiveness, (c) personal/professional 
development, and (c) and other factors not captured in the other three categories. The latter category 
was used sparingly. Each component is worth a maximum of 4 points, for a total possible maximum 
of 16.  
 
The average score across these capstones was 00.44 with scores ranging from 9 to 15. The 
relatively low scores reflect the conservative usage of the final category (other), which had an 
average rating of .8 out of 4 due to the high number of 0’s. All other categories had similar average 
ratings (3.3 to 3.7), suggesting room for improvement in how they reflect on their work.  
 

2. Capstone judge ratings for the following items were used. We had 11 PSY4960 poster ratings derive 
from our Spring Capstone symposium. 
 
B1. Overall presentation style ratings (max = 7). 
B2. Overall rating for the presentation content (max = 7). 
 
The average score across all capstones was 6.4 for B1 and B2. Although all posters received a 
rating of 4 or higher, there is indication of room for improvement.  

 
 
 
5. Findings: Interpretations & Conclusions  

What have you learned from these results? What does the data tell you? Address both a) learning gaps 
and possible curricular or pedagogical remedies, and b) strengths of curriculum and pedagogy. 

The data suggest that our students are doing well with respect to presenting a complex psychology 
research project. The capstone course is instructor-intensive and the results suggest that our 
instructional team is effective at engaging our students to be good critical thinkers and high-quality 
presenters.  
 
Our capstone impact essay scores suggest that students performed better relative to the BA students. 
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6. Closing the Loop: Dissemination and Use of Current Assessment Findings 
A. When and how did your program faculty share and discuss the results and findings from this cycle of 

assessment?  
The contents of the capstone impact essay used is not faculty-involved, meaning that faculty are 
instructed to allow students to submit an essay “in their own voice” and that content editing should be 
avoided. There are ways the capstone impact essay reflective content can be improved, and we will 
discuss this in our undergraduate program meeting during the Fall 2023 semester. 

 
B. How specifically have you decided to use these findings to improve teaching and learning in your 

program? 
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A1a
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A1b
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A1d
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A1*
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2a   
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2b  
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2c   
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2d  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2e 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A2*
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Somewhat poorly executed (somewhat misses minimum standards)

Spring 2020 Psychology Capstone Symposium
Project Ratings Form: Practicum Capstone Projects

Poster Number                                                    
Judge Number                                                    

RATING SCALE

Extremely poorly executed (completely misses minimum standards)

Poorly executed (mostly misses minimum standards)

Quality of information related to practicum experience
Clear presentation with relevant details

Acceptably executed (barely meets minimum standards)
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B1a
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

B1b
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

B1*
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

B2a
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

B2b
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

B2*
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

C1 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

C2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

C3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

C4
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Overall presentation style ratings.
Overall quality rating of the oral presentation

RATING SCALE

Extremely poorly executed (completely misses minimum standards)

Poorly executed (mostly misses minimum standards)

Somewhat poorly executed (somewhat misses minimum standards)

Acceptably executed (barely meets minimum standards)

Overall, how well did students demonstrate their ability to apply 
psychological concepts, principles, and skills to their
capstone project?
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