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Oregon Institute of Technology 

Medical Imaging Technology Department 
Radiologic Science Program Assessment 

2008-2009 
 
I. Introduction 
 
The Radiologic Science program at Oregon Institute of Technology is entering its 57th 
year of educating future Radiologic Technologists.  The program is proud of its strong 
retention rates from the sophomore (professional courses) to the senior year (externship).  
Because of limited space and teacher ratio, the radiology program limits the selection 
numbers to 50 students into the sophomore professional level each year. The program 
generally graduates between 44-48 students a year. The average salaries reported for the 
2008 graduating class was $45,199.  

 
II. Summary of Program Purpose, Objectives and Student Learning Outcomes 
 
The Radiologic Science faculty met Wednesday September 24th 2008 for a four hour 
meeting to work on the 2008-2009 assessment criteria. After reviewing our current 
mission statement, program objectives, and the nine programmatic outcomes, no changes 
will be made at this time.  
 
The faculty reviewed the PSLOs and ISLOs to be assessed for 2008-2009 and they 
reviewed the next three years of assessment which includes the first year of the second 
assessment cycle. The faculty discovered that the PSLO timetable does not align with the 
school’s ISLO timetable. Taking this into consideration and consulting with the director 
of assessment, it was decided that several of the RDSC PSLOs would be moved into the 
fourth year of the cycle, which would basically align with the first year of the second 
three year cycle. By moving several PSLOs into the fourth year or first year of the second 
cycle we would not have to repeat any PSLOs after only two years. Please refer to page 
three of the 2008-2009 Assessment Report: Assessment Cycle. 
 
Program Purpose 
The purpose of the Radiologic Science Bachelor's Degree Program at Oregon Institute of 
Technology is to provide graduates with the knowledge, clinical skills, and compassion 
that will allow them to become exemplary medical imaging technologists and future 
leaders in radiology and advanced imaging professions.  
 
Educational Objectives 
The Radiologic Science program prepares graduates to: 
 

• Be advanced leaders in the profession. 
• Be compassionate, caring healthcare professionals. 
• Be eligible, well-prepared, and able to sit for and pass the ARRT credentialing 

examination. 
• Have immediate job placement within six months of graduation. 
• Address the healthcare shortage of Oregon and bordering states. 
• Work in advanced imaging fields and sit for advanced imaging registries. 
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Expected Student Learning Outcomes 
The Radiologic Science student will: 
 

1. Demonstrate knowledge of x-ray physics and related math. 
2. Demonstrate professional conduct and ideals essential to the profession including 

teamwork, ethics. 
3. Demonstrate effective critical thinking and problem solving skills. 
4. Demonstrate effective patient care skills. 
5. Utilize both written and oral communication effectively. 
6. Recognize quality diagnostic images for both technical and anatomical criteria 

and have the technical ability to correctly repeat images when the quality is not 
adequate for diagnostics. 

7. Demonstrate radiation safety for self, staff, and patients as set forth by the 
ALARA standards. 

8. Perform imaging procedures using departmental protocol complying with ARRT 
curriculum standards. 

9. Demonstrate an understanding of advanced multiple ARRT imaging modalities 
and the need for lifelong learning. 

 
Additional Student Learning Opportunities 
RDSC students have additional learning opportunities through participation in 
Association of Collegiate Educators in Radiologic Technology (ACERT) conferences 
held in Las Vegas each year and attendance to the Oregon Society of Radiologic 
Technologists conference. The Radiologic Science student club participates in a joint 
venture with the Federal Fish and Wildlife Services of Klamath Falls, to identify fish 
species through digital imaging of the fish. 
 
III. Three-Year Cycle for Assessment of Student Learning Outcomes 
Table 1 below represents the outcomes that the Radiologic Science program will be 
measuring from 2007 through 2011. The outcomes were derived by the Radiologic 
Science faculty and based on areas of imaging that have the most impact on the overall 
care of patients and the quality of imaging exams in the various imaging departments. It 
is our intent to measure the level of professionalism of each student who successfully 
completes each level of imaging up to graduation. In conjunction with measuring certain 
programmatic outcomes the RDSC faculty will also be measuring specific OIT 
institutional outcomes as well. In order to not repeat efforts, the RDSC faculty has 
aligned the school outcomes being measured each year with our programmatic outcomes. 
As you can see by this chart, several outcomes will actually be measured in a two year 
cycle, while several other outcomes will be measure for the first time in the first year of 
the second three year cycle. By the end of the 2011 assessment cycle, all the PSLOs and 
ISLO will be assessed on a three year cycle and will have aligned themselves 
respectively. 



3 

 
 

Table 1. Four year cycle for assessment of student learning outcomes. 
 
IV. Summary of 2008-09 Assessment Activities  
 
The program faculty formally assessed three student learning outcomes this year, as 
follows. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #1. Demonstrate knowledge of x-ray physics and related 
math.  The faculty conducted an analysis of where this outcome is reflected in the 
curriculum.  The mapping of this outcome can be found in Appendix A. 
 
Direct Assessment #1 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 202 in winter 2009 using lab technique 
assignments.  There were 44 sophomores included in the assessment.  The faculty rated 
the proficiency of students using the performance criteria described in Table 2 below.  

Radiologic Science Outcome Assessment 2007 
2008 

2008 
2009 

2009
2010

2010
2011

1. Demonstrate knowledge of x-ray physics and related math.   
 

Winter   

2. Demonstrate professional conduct and ideals essential to the 
profession including teamwork, ethics 

  Fall/
Win 

 

3. Demonstrate effective critical thinking and problem solving 
skills Winter 

   

4. Demonstrate effective patient care skills 
Fall 

 Win  

5. Utilize both written and oral communication effectively 
  

   

6. Recognize quality diagnostic images for both technical and 
anatomical criteria and have the technical ability to correctly 
repeat images when the quality is not adequate for diagnostics 

 
Fall   

7. Demonstrate radiation safety for self, staff, and patients as set 
forth by the ALARA standard Spring 

 Spr  

8. Perform imaging procedures using departmental protocol 
complying with ARRT curriculum standards 

 Spring   

9. Demonstrate an understanding of advanced multiple ARRT 
imaging modalities and the need for lifelong learning 
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Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Using the 5 mAs, 5 cm and 
55 kVp rule establish 
technique for given 
anatomical structures 

Lab 
Assignment 
using math 
formulas 

1pt exercise 
1pt Math 
 

90% of 
students will 
score 2 

100% 
97.8% 

mAs Relationship with x-
ray beam quantity 

Lab 
Assignment 
using math 
formulas 

1pt exercise 
1pt Math 
 

90% of 
students will 
score 2 

100% 
100% 

Direct square law 
SID 

Lab 
Assignment 
using math 
formulas 

1pt exercise 
1pt Math 
 

90% of 
students will 
score 2 

100% 
100% 

Grid Relationship with 
density  

Lab 
Assignment 
using math 
formulas 

1pt exercise 
1pt Math 
 

90% of 
students will 
score 2 

100% 
97.8% 

15% Rule 
 

Lab 
Assignment 
using math 
formulas 

1pt exercise 
1pt Math 

90% of 
students will 
score 2 

95.6% 
97.8% 

Table 2. Assessment Results for SLO #1 in RDSC 202, winter 2009 
 
The students met all performance criteria in this assessment. 
 
Direct Assessment #2 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 202 in Winter 2009 using exam questions.  
The same 44 sophomores were involved in this assessment.  The faculty rated the 
proficiency of the students using the same performance criteria described in Table 3 
below.  
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
kVp Relationship with x-ray 
beam quality 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

75% 

mAs Relationship with x-
ray beam quantity 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

93.2% 

Direct square law 
SID 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

95.5% 

Grid Relationship with 
density  

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

90.9% 

15% Rule 
 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

68.2% 

Table 3. Assessment Results for SLO #1 in RDSC 202, winter 2009 
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The students demonstrated proficiency in mAs relationship with x-ray beam quantity, 
direct square law SID, and grid relationship with density. The faculty reviewed the 
questions for kVp relationship with the beam quality and found that the question referring 
to the use of the kVp 15% rule influencing contrast was poorly written and therefore was 
excluded from consideration. The faculty also reviewed the questions on the 15% rule 
and felt that student learning needed to be strengthened in this area. Additional testing  
for comprehension of the 15% rule in relationship to contrast was administered on a final 
exam in winter 2009. Two students missed several of these questions on the final exam. 
The instructor reviewed the 15% rule with these two students and feels that they now 
comprehend how the 15% rule affects overall contrast on an image. Concerning the kVp 
relationship with beam quality, when retested on the final exam, 100% of the students got 
100% on these three questions, which leads us to believe that the original questions as 
listed in the above matrix were poorly written questions. 
 
Direct Assessment #3 
The faculty assessed this outcome with a survey of externship clinical instructors in 
Spring 2009 using the same performance criteria as the assessments above.  Twenty-
seven clinical instructors responded.  The instructors assessed the performance of extern 
students as shown in Table 4 below. 
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
kVp Relationship with x-ray 
beam quality 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

88.8% 

mAs Relationship with x-
ray beam quantity 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

88.8% 

Direct square law 
SID 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

88.8% 

Grid Relationship with 
density  

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

88.8% 

15% Rule 
 

Exam 
Questions 

1pt each for 3 
questions 

90% should 
score 3 

88.8% 

Table 4. Assessment Results for SLO #1 in RDSC 202, Spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results from clinical instructors and found them to be 
adequate.  The faculty felt, however, that some of the clinical instructors may not have 
understood these criteria as currently taught, or as taught by OIT. 
 
Indirect assessment #1 
Finally, the faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 410 in Spring 2009 using a survey of 
the 46 senior extern students. Forty-one of the students responded.  The externs rated 
their proficiency using the same performance criteria, described in Table 5 below.  
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Performance Criteria 
 

Assessment 
Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
kVp Relationship with x-ray 
beam quality 

Survey 
Questions 

1 to 4 rating 
scale 

90% should 
rate 3 or 4 

97.6% 

mAs Relationship with x-
ray beam quantity 

Survey 
Questions 

1 to 4 rating 
scale 

90% should 
rate 3 or 4 

97.6% 

Direct square law 
SID 

Survey 
Questions 

1 to 4 rating 
scale 

90% should 
rate 3 or 4 

92.5% 

Grid Relationship with 
density  

Survey 
Questions 

1 to 4 rating 
scale 

90% should 
rate 3 or 4 

90.2% 

15% Rule 
 

Survey 
Questions 

1 to 4 rating 
scale 

90% should 
rate 3 or 4 

92.5% 

Table 5. Assessment Results for SLO #1 in RDSC 410, Spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and are satisfied that the students are adequately 
prepared to select proper techniques when radiographing patients, according to their own 
self-assessment. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #6: Recognize quality diagnostic images for both 
technical and anatomical criteria and have the technical ability to correctly repeat 
images when the quality is not adequate for diagnostics. The faculty conducted an 
analysis of where this outcome is reflected in the curriculum.  The mapping of this 
outcome can be found in Appendix B. 
 
Direct Assessment #1 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 301 in fall 2008 using a practical exam. 
There were 49 juniors involved in the assessment.  The faculty rated the proficiency of 
students using the performance criteria described in Table 6 below.  
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
 
Technical Criteria 

Practical 
Exam 

Scale 1-5 out 
of 5 possible 
categories 

90% of 
students will 
score 5 

94% 

 
Anatomical Criteria 

Practical 
Exam 

Scale 1-4 out 
of  4 possible 
categories 

90% of 
students will 
score 4 

86% 

 
Quality recognition 

Practical 
Exam 

Scale 0-4 out 
of 4 possible 
pts 

90% of 
students will 
pass  4 

71% 

Repeat image recognition 
 

Practical 
Exam 

Pass / fail 
0 or -5 

90% of 
students will 
pass with a 
zero 

100% 

Table 6. Assessment Results for SLO #6 in RDSC 301, fall 2008 
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Students demonstrated acceptable performance for technical criteria and repeat image 
recognition. They did not meet standards, however, for anatomical criteria and quality 
recognition.  
 
The students were close to meeting standards in anatomical criteria during the practical 
exam.  The faculty felt the assessment measure was done accurately and objectively.  The 
RDSC 301 instructor will examine student quizzes to evaluate student performance on 
anatomical criteria to explore a possible issue here. 
 
On the quality recognition performance criteria on the practical exam, the faculty have 
decided to create a scoring guide with more definitive measures of the criteria and 
provide these to students for future practical exams.  These criteria will be re-assessed 
using the new scoring guide when RDSC 301 is taught again next year in fall 2009. 
 
Direct Assessment #2 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 301 in fall 2008 using Film Critique.  The 
same 49 juniors were involved in the assessment.  The faculty rated the proficiency of 
students using the performance criteria described in Table 7 below.  
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Anatomical Criteria Film Critique 0 or 3pts out 

of 3pts 
90% will 
score 3 pts 

89% 

 
Quality Recognition  

Film Critique 0 or 1 pt 
out of  1 pt 

90% will 
score 1 pt 

93.87% 

Table 7. Assessment Results for SLO #6 in RDSC 301, fall 2008 
 
The students met an acceptable level of performance on this assessment. No further 
action is required. 
 
Direct Assessment #3 
The faculty assessed this outcome with a survey of externship clinical instructors in 
Spring 2009 using the same performance criteria as the assessments above.  Twenty-eight 
clinical instructors responded.  The results are shown in Table 8 below. 
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Technical criteria Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 89.3% 
Anatomical criteria Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 85.7% 
Quality recognition Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 85.2% 
Repeat image recognition Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 78.5% 
Table 8. Assessment Results for SLO #6 in RDSC 410, Spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and were not surprised, as understanding and learning 
what good quality diagnostic images look like only comes with experience.  The scores 
for technical, anatomical, and quality recognition are acceptable, but the faculty would 
like to see improvement in the area of repeat image recognition.  The faculty feel that 
students, upon entering professional employment, will improve in this area naturally 
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through on-the-job experience.  The faculty, however, discussed these results with 
clinical supervisors in the spring 2009 clinical instructors’ workshop.  The clinical 
instructors agreed that students will acquire these skills naturally on-the-job, and that 
these slightly low ratings are the result of: 1) students viewing images on a monitor rather 
film, 2) students not being able to review their films on diagnostic monitors, such as a 
radiologist does, 3) students not having latitude to judge quality recognition themselves 
while in extern status, and 4) students progressing through natural learning stages. 
 
Indirect Assessment #1 
Finally, the faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 410 in Spring 2009 using an extern 
survey. Forty-one externs responded to the survey.  Externs rated their own proficiency 
using the performance criteria described in Table 9 below.  
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Technical criteria Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 100% 
Anatomical criteria Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 100% 
Quality recognition Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 100% 
Repeat image recognition Extern survey 1-4 prep scale 95% score 4 100% 
Table 9 . Assessment Results for SLO #6 in RDSC 410, Spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and are satisfied that the students are adequately 
prepared to recognize repeat images, according to their own self-assessment. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #8: Perform imaging procedures using departmental 
protocol complying with ARRT curriculum standards.  The faculty conducted an 
analysis of where this outcome is reflected in the curriculum.  The mapping of this 
outcome can be found in Appendix C. 
 
Direct Assessment #1 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 410 in April 2009 using a survey given to the 
externship clinical instructors.  Twenty-eight clinical instructors responded.  The 
instructors rated the proficiency of 46 externs using the performance criteria described in 
Table 10 below. 
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Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Know specific positions in 
relationship to specific 
procedures 

Clinical 
Instructor 
ratings 

1-4 rating 
scale 

96% rate 3 or 
4 

100% 

Know specific paraphernalia 
related to specific 
procedures 

Clinical 
Instructor 
ratings 

1-4 rating 
scale 

96% rate 3 or 
4 

100% 

Know specific technical 
factors in relationship to 
procedures ie, single 
contrast, double contrast, no 
contrast etc 

Clinical 
Instructor 
ratings 

1-4 rating 
scale 

96% rate 3 or 
4 

96.4% 

Specific number images 
required to perform given 
procedures 

Clinical 
Instructor 
ratings 

1-4 rating 
scale 

96% rate 3 or 
4 

96.4% 

Type of imaging modality 
used when performing 
specific procedures i.e. 
fluoroscopy or diagnostic  

Clinical 
Instructor 
ratings 

1-4 rating 
scale 

96% rate 3 or 
4 

96.3% 

Table 10. Assessment Results for SLO #8 in RDSC 410, Spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and were satisfied that the externs met all performance 
criteria for this learning outcome. 
 
Direct Assessment #2 
As a supporting direct assessment the faculty compiled externship data from the 
Professional Evaluations provided from clinical instructors looking at two specific 
categories related to this PSLO. The two categories are evaluation criteria 5, 
comprehension of exam,s and criteria 19, knowledge of policies and procedures. Within 
each of these two categories there are 3 specific criteria that the evaluator uses to rate the 
student: 
Comprehension of exams  

• Demonstrates an understanding of why and how a procedure is done 
• Performs the correct exam 
• Knows when to question the accuracy of an exam that has been ordered 

 
Knowledge of policies and procedures 

• Knows exam protocols and understands why each is used 
• Understands and follows department and hospital policies 
• Demonstrates knowledge of appropriate patient history questions pertinent to each 

exam 
 
The growth in student performance from July 2008 through April 2009 is summarized in 
table 11 below. 
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Performance criteria July 2008 Average April 2009 Average 
Comprehension of exams  
 

71.1% at 90 or above 100% at 90 or above 

Knowledge of policies and 
procedures 
 

57.8% at 90 or above 100% at 90 or above 

Table 11. Student performance for SLO #8, July and April. 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and note that students become fully proficient in 
comprehending and following department procedures and protocols and recognize the 
types of paraphernalia used for each specific exam. 
 
Indirect Assessment #1 
The faculty assessed this outcome in RDSC 410 in April 2009 using a survey given to the 
externship students using the performance criteria described in Table 12 below.  Forty-
one students responded to the survey. 
 

 
Performance Criteria 

 
Assessment 

Method 

 
Measurement 

Scale 

Minimum  
Acceptable 

Performance 

 
 

Results 
Know specific positions in 
relationship to specific 
procedures 

Survey 1-4 rating 
scale 

96% of the 
students will 
give program 
rating of 4 

100% 

Know specific paraphernalia 
related to specific 
procedures 

Survey 1-4 rating 
scale 

96% of the 
students will 
give program 
rating of 4 

97.5% 

Know specific technical 
factors in relationship to 
procedures i.e., single 
contrast, double contrast, no 
contrast etc 

Survey 1-4 rating 
scale 

96% of the 
students will 
give program 
rating of 4 

95% 

Specific number images 
required to perform given 
procedures 

Survey 1-4 rating 
scale 

96% of the 
students will 
give program 
rating of 4 

100% 

Type of imaging modality 
used when performing 
specific procedures i.e. 
fluoroscopy or diagnostic  

Survey 1-4 rating 
scale 

96% of the 
students will 
give program 
rating of 4 

97.6% 

Table 12. Assessment Results for SLO #8 in RDSC 410, spring 2009 
 
The faculty reviewed these results and are satisfied that the students are adequately 
prepared to follow departmental protocol for imaging procedures and recognize the types 
of paraphernalia used for each specific exam, according to their own self-assessment. 
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V. Summary of Student Learning Outcomes  
 
The program faculty met in June 2009 to review the assessment work for the year and 
drew the following conclusions. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #1. Demonstrate knowledge of x-ray physics and related 
math.   
 
Strengths: Students met criteria for kVP relationship with x-ray beam quality, mAs 
relationship with x-ray beam quantity, direct square law SID, grip relationship with 
density, and 15% rule. 
 
Weaknesses: None at this time.  
 
Action plans: None at this time. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #6: Recognize quality diagnostic images for both 
technical and anatomical criteria and have the technical ability to correctly repeat 
images when the quality is not adequate for diagnostics. 
 
Strengths: Students met criteria for technical settings, anatomical criteria, and repeat 
image recognition. 
 
Weaknesses: Quality recognition--students, having only seen high quality radiographs, 
need to see a wide variety of poor quality radiographs in order to recognize quality issues. 
 
Action plans: For practical exams, the faculty have decided to create a scoring guide with 
more definitive measures of the criteria and provide these to students for future practical 
exams.  The faculty will also present a variety of poor-quality images during practicals.  
This criterion will be re-assessed using the new scoring guide when RDSC 301 is taught 
again next year in fall 2009. 
 
Student Learning Outcome #8: Perform imaging procedures using departmental 
protocol complying with ARRT curriculum standards.   
 
Strengths: Students met criteria for specific positions in relationship to specific 
procedures, specific paraphernalia related to specific procedures, technical factors in 
relationship to specific procedures, number of images required per procedures, and type 
of imaging modality used. 
 
Weaknesses: None at this time. 
 
Action plans: None at this time. 
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VI. Changes Resulting from Assessment  
 
SLO # 4:  Demonstrates effective patient care skills. 
During 2007-08, senior extern students indicated that they were not well prepared in 
transporting patients who are attached to medical equipment.  They also stated they were 
weak in moving a patient from one transporting device to another.  The program has 
obtained additional medical equipment and space at Sky Lakes Medical Center and 
Sacred Heart Medical Center to provide additional practice in patient transport skills.  
During winter 2009, sophomore students in RDSC 205 Patient Care received additional 
instruction and hands-on practice in these skills.  The students were re-assessed and it 
was found that 100% of the 44 sophomores assessed met all five performance criteria of 
transferring patients from wheelchair to x-ray table, gurney to x-ray table, gurney to 
hospital bed; transporting a patient in a wheelchair while maneuvering portable medical 
equipment such as IV standard, catheter bag, oxygen etc; and transporting a patient on a 
gurney while maneuvering portable medical equipment such as IV standard, catheter bag, 
oxygen etc. 
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Appendix A 
Radiologic Science 

SLO-Curriculum Map 
 

Student Learning Outcome PSLO #1: Demonstrate knowledge of x-ray physics and 
related math. 
 
Courses that are shaded below indicate that the SLO above is taught in the course, 
students demonstrate skills or knowledge in the SLO, and students receive feedback on 
their performance on the SLO. 
 
I = Introduced 
R = Reinforced 
E = Emphasized 
 

 Sophomore Junior Senior 
RDSC 
201 

Imaging Techniques I I RDSC 
301 

Radiographic Positioning 
III 

R
  

RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC 
235 

Equipment 
Operation & 
Maintenance 

 RDSC 
320 

Surgical, Trauma & 
Mobile Radiography 

T 
R 

   

BIO 
335 

Cross-Sectional 
Anatomy 

 BIO 
336 

 Pathophysiology     

Fall 

         
RDSC 
202 

Imaging Techniques 
II 

I        

RDSC  
205 

Patient Care  RDSC 
366 

Radiographic Pathology  RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC 
210 

Radiographic 
Positioning I 

R       

RDSC 
272 

Radiation Protection R       

Win 

         
PHY 
217 

Physics of Medical 
Imaging 

I RDSC 
355 

Computed Tomography  RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC 
211 

Radiographic 
Positioning II 

R RDSC 
326 

Cardiovascular/ 
Interventional Technology 

    

RDSC 
233 

Contrast Media 
Procedures 

 RDSC 
354 

Mammography     

   RDSC 
365 

Advanced Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control 

    

Spr 
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Appendix B 
Radiologic Science 

SLO-Curriculum Map 
 

SLO #6: Recognize quality diagnostic images for both technical and anatomical criteria 
and have the technical ability to correctly repeat images when the quality is not adequate 
for diagnostics 
 
Courses that are shaded below indicate that the SLO above is taught in the course, 
students demonstrate skills or knowledge in the SLO, and students receive feedback on 
their performance on the SLO. 
 
I = Introduced 
R = Reinforced 
E = Emphasized 
 

 Sophomore Junior Senior 
RDSC 
201 

Imaging Techniques I  RDSC 
301 

Radiographic Positioning 
III 

I
R
  

RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC 
235 

Equipment 
Operation & 
Maintenance 

 RDSC 
320 

Surgical, Trauma & 
Mobile Radiography 

R    

BIO 
335 

Cross-Sectional 
Anatomy 

 BIO 
336 

 Pathophysiology     

Fall 

         
RDSC 
202 

Imaging Techniques 
II 

 RDSC 
356 

Magnetic Resonance  RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC  
205 

Patient Care  RDSC 
366 

Radiographic Pathology     

RDSC 
210 

Radiographic 
Positioning I 

I       

RDSC 
272 

Radiation Protection        

Win 

         
PHY 
217 

Physics of Medical 
Imaging 

 RDSC 
355 

Computed Tomography  RDSC 
410 

Extern E

RDSC 
211 

Radiographic 
Positioning II 

I 
R

RDSC 
326 

Cardiovascular/ 
Interventional Technology 

    

RDSC 
233 

Contrast Media 
Procedures 

R RDSC 
354 

Mammography     

   RDSC 
365 

Advanced Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control 

    

Spr 
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 Appendix C 
Radiologic Science 

SLO-Curriculum Map 
 

SLO # 8: Perform imaging procedures using departmental protocol complying with 
ARRT curriculum standards 
 
Courses that are shaded below indicate that the SLO above is taught in the course, 
students demonstrate skills or knowledge in the SLO, and students receive feedback on 
their performance on the SLO. 
 
I = Introduced 
R = Reinforced 
E = Emphasized 
 

 Sophomore Junior Senior 
RDSC 
201 

Imaging Techniques I  RDSC 
301 

Radiographic Positioning 
III 

R
   

RDSC 
410 

Extern R
E

RDSC 
235 

Equipment 
Operation & 
Maintenance 

 RDSC 
320 

Surgical, Trauma & 
Mobile Radiography 

R    

BIO 
335 

Cross-Sectional 
Anatomy 

 BIO 
336 

 Pathophysiology     

Fall 

         
RDSC 
202 

Imaging Techniques 
II 

 RDSC 
356 

Magnetic Resonance  RDSC 
410 

Extern R
E

RDSC  
205 

Patient Care  RDSC 
366 

Radiographic Pathology     

RDSC 
210 

Radiographic 
Positioning I 

I       

RDSC 
272 

Radiation Protection        

Win 

         
PHY 
217 

Physics of Medical 
Imaging 

 RDSC 
355 

Computed Tomography  RDSC 
410 

Extern R
E

RDSC 
211 

Radiographic 
Positioning II 

I
R

RDSC 
326 

Cardiovascular/ 
Interventional Technology 

    

RDSC 
233 

Contrast Media 
Procedures 

I
R

RDSC 
354 

Mammography     

   RDSC 
365 

Advanced Quality 
Assurance/Quality Control 

    

Spr 

         
 


