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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 an understanding of the structure and operation of the American legal system.
	The instructor of relevant courses in the Political Science Department that are options for the “case-oriented courses”* required for the Pre-Law Minor reports the score on the objective portion of the Midterm Examination, which is designed to test students’ knowledge of the structure and operation of the American legal system.
*Fall 2010: PLS 4774 and PLS 3523; Spring 2011: PLS 3543. (The Pre-Law Minors taking these courses are mostly juniors and seniors. N=21)
	A score of at least 80%. Goal for the percentage of students who meet expectations is 50%.
	The average of all scores was 75.7%.
38% (8) met or exceeded expectations.

	The instructor of the courses in which the traits listed at left are taught is aware of the results; if the instructor chooses to do so, the courses will be revised as necessary to insure that all students have the opportunity to demonstrate required skills.  In addition, the results are shared with the Pre-Law Minor Advisory Committee.

	2. Students will demonstrate the ability to understand and analyze legal conflicts.
	The instructor of relevant courses in the Political Science Department that are options for the “case-oriented courses”* required for the Pre-Law Minor completes a Primary Trait Analysis rubric of the essay portion of the Final Examination, which is designed to test students’ ability to understand and analyze legal conflicts. *Fall 2010: PLS 4774 and PLS 3523; Spring 2011: PLS 3543. (The Pre-Law Minors taking these courses are mostly juniors and seniors. N=20)
	A score of 3 on each of the five parts of the PTA: provide factual information relevant to the conflict; identify and discuss the key legal issue involved in the conflict; discuss the arguments raised by each side in the conflict; explain how the conflict was resolved; and explain the broader impact of the conflict. Goals for the percentage of students who meet expectations (50%); those who exceed expectations (25%); and those who do not meet expectations (25%).
	The average score was 3.3.
70% (14) met or exceeded expectations;
30% (6) did not meet expectations.
	Same as above.



	3. Students will demonstrate the ability to communicate effectively in writing.
	The instructor of relevant courses in the Political Science Department that are options for the “case-oriented courses”* required for the Pre-Law Minor completes a Primary Trait Analysis rubric of the Research Paper. *Fall 2010: PLS 4774; Spring 2011: PLS 4853. (The Pre-Law Minors taking these courses are mostly juniors and seniors. N=20)
	A score of 3 on each of the five parts of the PTA: establish and maintain a clear focus; organize her writing; develop her writing sample; display a sophisticated writing style; and exhibit error-free mechanics. Goals for the percentage of students who meet expectations (50%); those who exceed expectations (25%); and those who do not meet expectations (25%).
	The average score was 3.7.
75% (15) met or exceeded expectations;
25% (5) did not meet expectations.
	Same as above. 


	4. Students will demonstrate the ability to identify, analyze, and synthesize relevant information.
	Same as above. 
	A score of 3 on each of the four parts of the PTA: conduct research for her writing sample; support her findings and conclusions; exhibit knowledge of the subject area; and demonstrate critical thinking skills. Goals for the percentage of students who meet expectations (50%); those who exceed expectations (25%); and those who do not meet expectations (25%).
	The average score was .
80% (16) met or exceeded expectations;
80% (4) did not meet expectations.
	Same as above.

	5. Students will demonstrate the ability to communicate effectively orally.
	The instructor of relevant courses in the Political Science Department that are options for the “case-oriented courses”* required for the Pre-Law Minor completes a Primary Trait Analysis rubric evaluating several aspects of how well students communicate orally on a Research Presentation. The rubric also offers an overall holistic score of each student’s oral communication skills. The instructor ranked student oral performances on a scale from 1 to 4, with 1 being not competent and 4 being highly competent.
*Fall 2010: PLS 4774; Spring 2011: PLS 4853 (The Pre-Law Minors taking these courses are mostly juniors and seniors. N=21)
	We anticipate that 80% of students will achieve a score of 3 on the holistic score component of the PTA.  A score of 3 will indicate that student learning was satisfactory, in that the student exhibited “competence.”
	The average score was 3.8. All 21 rubrics scored the students at a 3 or 4.

	Same as above.






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.

Data was collected from the PLS “case-oriented courses” instead of HIS 3600 as in the past two years. In the past, one large 2-page rubric was used to assess all learning objectives based on one term paper. One of the CASA Director’s comments on last year’s report was that “your data points should be multiple, so using one paper for all objectives but one makes the plan a bit thin.” Collecting data from my own courses allowed me to make use of multiple data points that are more closely tailored to measuring the learning objective at issue. I used different rubrics to target different learning objectives (these are different parts from the formerly used large 2-page rubric). It makes sense to use different measures depending on whether looking mostly at content (objectives 1 and 2) or more skill-oriented goals (objectives 3, 4 and 5).  

Learning objective 1 (understanding of the structure and operation of the American legal system) is covered in the material in the introductory chapters of the textbooks used for PLS 3523, PLS 3543, and PLS 4774 and is addressed in class directly during the first two weeks (as well as emphasized throughout the semester). It is tested via multiple choice questions and matching questions as part of the midterm exam. Measuring student learning of this content by directly using test scores seems logical to me.

Learning objective 2 (understand and analyze legal conflicts) is addressed by a traditional PTA rubric (attached) of the final essay exam for PLS 3523, PLS 3543, and PLS 4774. These exams present hypothetical factual scenarios, and students are expected to “spot” the legal issues and analyze them, making use of their knowledge of legal principles. 

Learning objectives 3 and 4 (communicate effectively in writing; identify, analyze, and synthesize relevant information) are addressed by traditional PTA rubrics (attached) of lengthy, in depth research papers prepared for PLS 4774 and PLS 4853. Holistic ranking of oral research presentations of these papers are used to address learning objective 5 (communicate effectively orally). 

Assessment of students taking these PLS courses should give me a reasonable cross-section of the Pre-Law Minors. Pre-Law Minors are required to take one 3000 level “case oriented” course and one 4000 level “case oriented” course. PLS 3523 and PLS 3543 are two of the four options for the former category, and PLS 4774 and PLS 4853 are two of the four options for the latter category.

Indirect measures: Several EIU alums who are currently students in law school report back to the Pre-Law Coordinator that features of the Pre-Law Program at EIU have helped them succeed in law school. While this is anecdotal evidence rather than systematically collected data, it confirms the results of the direct measures of the program’s success. The CASA Director suggested an alumni survey. We did this a few years ago, but response rate was disappointing. Results did confirm what we thought we already knew, that alumni particularly value the opportunity to engage in hands-on learning experiences (i.e., internships, moot court and mock trial). We continue to offer these opportunities and focus on ways to strengthen them.

Overall: During this academic year, we continued to employ our assessment rubric as a critical tool for direct measurement of our learning objectives. We have found that this tool continues to be useful in assessing the key learning measures adopted by the Pre-Law Minor Advisory Committee. We intend to continue its use. As is clear above, our data indicate that we continue to meet and exceed 4 out of 5 learning objectives as identified by the Pre-Law Minor Advisory Committee. While some students do not meet the learning expectations for objectives 1-4, the average score for each learning objective exceeds our expectations.  

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?  

Test results reveal that an insufficient portion of Pre-Law Minors demonstrate an adequate understanding of the structure and operation of the American legal system. Course content in the PLS case-oriented courses will be adjusted to place more emphasis on these basics, especially at the 3000 level. 

The Pre-Law Minor Advisory Committee met during Spring Semester 2011 and adopted some curriculum changes for the minor. I will be taking them to CAA next Fall Semester for approval. In particular, a more suitable writing course was approved as a requirement, and, an additional course was added to the list of electives. This was prompted, in part from assessment results that reveal that there is room for improvement in the writing skills of the Pre-Law Minors.
The Pre-Law Minor Advisory Committee plans to meet during Fall Semester 2011 to consider more curriculum changes.

We will continue our efforts to improve the quality of the Pre-Law Program. 



