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PART ONE

	What are the learning objectives?
	How, where, and when are they assessed? 
	What are the expectations?
	What are the results?
	Committee/ person responsible?  How are results shared?

	1. Students will demonstrate satisfactory knowledge of politics, government and public policy.
	Student writing samples are assessed in upper division, writing intensive, courses (N=3). For the academic year 2010-2011, six writing intensive courses where used for assessment purposes. 

Students in these courses are typically juniors and seniors. Writing assignments include book/article reviews, research papers, reading responses, and case briefs.

Faculty members teaching the courses are asked to complete an evaluation of a writing assignment for each major in their course. The evaluation is filled out without identifying the particular student, in order to establish general trends that will help us determine the effectiveness of our program in meeting our objectives. The department assessment coordinator and her graduate assistant collect and analyze the results. Ratings are based on a Likert scale, from 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent), and include NA (not applicable).

Three questions on the evaluation rubric relate to learning objective #1:

1. How well did the student develop his/her literature review, or use relevant documents and sources in his/her writing sample?

2. How well did the student support his/her findings and conclusions?

3. How would you rate the student’s knowledge of the subject area, based on this writing sample?

	For the writing sample analysis, students should understand how to use scholarly literature, documents, and other sources to conduct Political Science research. In addition, students should be able to support their conclusions and findings, using appropriate analytical techniques or sources. Finally, students should demonstrate knowledge of their subject area through their writing samples.

For upper division writing samples, the expectation is that the average rating for each question relevant to learning objective #1 will be at least 3.5.


	Mean ratings for upper division writing samples:
1. Development of literature review/use of documents and sources.:  3.67
2. Ability to support conclusions and findings: 4.00
3. Knowledge of the subject area: 4.33
	The Assessment Coordinator, working with the Undergraduate Curriculum and Assessment Committee, is responsible for analyzing this learning objective.

The results are shared with and discussed by department faculty during the 1st faculty meeting of the Fall semester. Results are also shared with the student representative to College of Sciences Dean’s advisory board.

The Undergraduate Curriculum and Assessment Committee will use these results to guide curriculum changes during the next year. 

	2. Students will demonstrate the ability to apply critical thinking and writing skills.
	The same analysis described in learning objective #1 (above) is used here. Ratings are based on a Likert scale, from 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent), and include NA (not applicable).

For upper division writing samples, four questions were included in the rubric:

1. How well developed was the student’s research question, hypothesis, or focus of his/her writing sample?

2. How well written was the student’s writing sample?

3. How well-researched was the student’s writing sample?

4. How well did the student demonstrate critical thinking and writing skills through his/her writing sample?

	To demonstrate critical thinking and writing skills, students should be able to develop specific, appropriate hypotheses or research questions. They should be able to communicate and argue effectively through their research and writing. In addition, faculty members were directly asked to evaluate students’ critical thinking and writing skills.

For upper division writing samples, the expectation is that the average rating for each question relevant to learning objective #2 will be at least 3.5.
	Mean Ratings for Upper Division Writing Samples:

1. Development of research question/ hypothesis: 4.00
2. Quality of writing: 4.00
3. Quality of research: 4.33
4. Evaluation of critical thinking/writing skills: 4.00
	As with learning objective #1, the department faculty members will be discussing what, if any, changes will be necessary to ensure that this objective continues to be met.  


PART TWO

Describe what your program’s assessment accomplishments since your last report was submitted.  Discuss ways in which you have responded to the CASA Director’s comments on last year’s report or simply describe what assessment work was initiated, continued, or completed.

The department was concerned in the past with ratings for minors, which were in some areas in the 3.0 to 3.5 range. However, over the past few years we have seen major changes as students in the minor perform at the same level as majors.  The department continues to explore ways to enhance assessment of the PLS Minor, but we recognize that this is a challenge faced by most minors on campus.  Beyond the required PLS 1153G course, the mix of courses selected by PLS Minors may be quite variable, and an assessment strategy that focuses on instructor-completed surveys in Writing Intensive classes may or may not capture a reasonable number of minors to support assessment results in which we can place confidence. In addition, the sample size for the minors is still too small for obtaining valid and reliable results.  

See also Discussion under Majors Report.

PART THREE
Summarize changes and improvements in curriculum, instruction, and learning that have resulted from the implementation of your assessment program.  How have you used the data?  What have you learned?  In light of what you have learned through your assessment efforts this year and in past years, what are your plans for the future?  

The department will continue to monitor PLS Minor assessment results, but is encouraged by the improved ratings.  We continue to explore whether PLS minors have an adequate knowledge base of political science research methods and strategies when they enroll in upper division classes.  This question merits further examination.

While the minor assessment results might be unreliable due to the small N, they can be used in conjunction with the major assessment results to gain insight on student learning in the major.  See also Discussion under Majors Report.

Please complete a separate worksheet for each academic program (major, minor) at each level (undergraduate, graduate) in your department.  Worksheets are due to CASA this year by June 15, 2011.  Worksheets should be sent electronically to � HYPERLINK "mailto:kjsanders@eiu.edu" ��kjsanders@eiu.edu� and should also be submitted to your college dean.  For information about assessment or help with your assessment plans, visit the Assessment webpage at � HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/" ��http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/� or contact Karla Sanders in CASA at 581-6056.	
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