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PART ONE:

	What are the learning objectives?
	How, where, and when are they assessed? Committee/person responsible?
	What are the expectations?
	What are the results?
	How will/have the results be used? Committee/ person responsible?

	1.  Students will demonstrate satisfactory analysis of politics, government, and public policy.

	· Student writing samples were to be evaluated from two sets of courses.  First, final writing samples from PLS 2003 (Introduction to Political Research) were to be evaluated during both semesters.  This writing sample represented a traditional political science research paper, using qualitative analysis.  Most students in this course are sophomores, with limited experience in political science research and writing.  The second writing sample would come from upper division writing intensive courses, from both semesters.  These writing samples ranged from analytical book reviews to traditional political science research papers.  Most (but not all) students in these courses are juniors and seniors, with more experience in political science research and writing.  The faculty teaching each course completed the evaluations.  The department’s assessment coordinator collected and analyzed the results.  With these evaluations, we should be able to compare the abilities of sophomore students with more advanced students.  In addition, we can make limited longitudinal comparisons, between AY 2003-04 and AY 2002-03.  However, no writing samples from PLS minors were evaluated in the upper division courses this year.  Only three writing samples from PLS minors were evaluated from PLS 2003.

· Three questions focused on measuring learning objective #1.  Faculty ranked the samples on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 being poor and 5 being excellent.

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

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

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


	· Students should earn scores of 3 or higher on these evaluation questions.


	· For PLS 2003 samples:

· Two writing samples were evaluated with scores of 4 or 5 on all three questions.

· One writing sample was evaluated with a score of 1 on all three questions.


	· The results are shared with faculty members, the Methods Curriculum Committee, and the Undergraduate Curriculum and Assessment Committee.



	2.  Students will demonstrate the ability to apply critical thinking and writing skills.


	· The same evaluation technique was used as learning objective #1 (see above).  In this case, five questions focused on measuring this learning objective.  Again, faculty ranked the samples on a scale from 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent):

·   How well developed was the student’s research question, hypothesis, or focus of their writing sample?

· How well written was the student’s writing sample?

· How well researched was the student’s writing sample?

· How well did the student apply a consistent, appropriate citation method in the writing sample?

· How well did the student demonstrate critical thinking and writing skills in the writing sample?


	· Students should earn scores of 3 or higher on these evaluation questions.


	· For PLS 2003 samples:

· Two writing samples were evaluated with scores of 4 or 5 on all the questions.

· One writing sample was evaluated with a score of 1 on all the questions.


	· These results are shared with faculty members, the Methods Curriculum Committee, and the Undergraduate Curriculum and Assessment Committee.



	3.
	
	
	
	


(Continue objectives as needed.)

PART TWO:  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?  While this section should focus on the current academic year, some departments may find it useful to discuss trends in longitudinal data.
Clearly, three samples are insufficient for evaluating the PLS minor.  However, it is unclear how we can improve these numbers using this assessment technique.  In December 2003, the Assessment Coordinator requested a list of declared PLS minors to aid in assessment, and was given a list of about eight students.  Many more students may be PLS minors, but have not declared their minor yet.  Minors are not consistently listed on all types of class rosters, making it difficult for faculty to identify them.  While these results are not valid or reliable, the Undergraduate Curriculum and Assessment Committee will be evaluating the PLS minor during AY 2004-05, and will keep assessment in mind as the committee makes curriculum changes. 
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Please complete a separate worksheet for each academic program (major, minor) at each level (undergraduate, graduate) in your department.  Worksheets are due to CASA annually by June 15.  Worksheets should be sent electronically to � HYPERLINK "mailto:cskjs@eiu.edu" ��cskjs@eiu.edu�.    For information about assessment, visit the Assessment webpage at � HYPERLINK "http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/" ��http://www.eiu.edu/~assess/�.	
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